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Simon Dugdale has got together (attached) a full set of cuttings
on your speech, its coverage and comment. It is a most impressive
return on capital.

f

o &-'" ”'i)\ ;‘/\,

S

BERNARD INGHAM

27 May 1988




THE SUNDAY TIMES 22 MAY 1988

Thatcher in Edinburgh yesterday

Thatcher

MARGARET THATCHER yesterday
pave the fullest insight into her re-
ligious convictions since she became
prime minister.

Facing some of her sternest critics as
she addressed the opening session of
the general assembly of the Church of
Scotland in Edinburgh, she spelt out
what she sces as the spiritual under-
pinning of the Thatcher revolution,

The creation of wealth was not
greed, she said. Emphasis on individ-
ual responsibility was not selfishness.
Maintaining one’s national identity
was not intolerance.

Quoting St Paul, she said: “If a man
will not work he shall not eat.”

“A politician’s role is a humble
one,” she said in an address that was
more a closely argued sermon,

by David Hughes
Political Correspondent

“There is little hope for democracy
if the hearts of men and women in
democratic societies cannot be
touched by a call to something greater
than themselves.

Text of speech, page 13

“Political structures, state institu-
tions, collective ideals are not enough.
We parliamentarians can legislate for
the rule of law. You, the church, can
teach the life of faith.”

Thatcher’s government has been the
target of fierce criticism from the gen-

ares her soul

eral assembly and five Church of Scot-
land ministers tried to prevent her
delivering yesterday's addiess.

But she was determined 1o use the
opportunity to tackle the criticism she
has received from churchmen both
north and south of the border over the
way her governments have used their
power.

She set out a personal relipious
credo and sought to relate it to politi-
cal life. She said that by taking key
clements from the Old and New Tes-
taments — the Ten Commandments,
observing a strict code of law and the
belief that you should “do as you
would be done by” — we gained “a
view of the universe, a proper attitude
to work, and principles to shape eco-
nomic and social life”.
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successfully to prevent her
delivering yesterday's address.-

But she was determined to
use the opportunity to tackle
the criticism she has received
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used their power. N
She set out a persona! re-
ligious credo and sought to re-
late it to political life. She said

that by tsking key elements

. from the Old and New Tes-

taments ~ the 10 command-
ments, the injunction to love
one's neighbour as oneself, the
importance of observing a
strict code of law and the be-
licf that you should “do as you
would done by” - ‘we
gained “a view of the uni-
verse, a proper attijude to

work, and principles to shape '

economic and social life”,

® Roy Hattersley, the Labour
puty leader, said yestorda

that *‘the problem wit
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that wealth where it exists is
not being used for the com-
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Premier
‘may facg
Kirk g
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By DAVID ROSS

THE PRIME MINISTER will
be ready and willing to address
the opening session of the Gener-
al Assembly of the Church of
Scotland in Edinburgh later this

Church and State

reports to this year's Assembl:
contain direct criticism of Gov-
emment policies. The com-
munity charge, educational
policy. the Aids campaign, the
steel industry are all issues or.
which the Government is

svenmumsany

: CHURCH and State attach-
: ments are never more vivid and
¢ in evidence than on the open-
iing day of the General
{ Assembly. The panoply of the
* State surrounds the Lord High
. Com-missioner as he enters the

morning, but whether she will be
allowed to do so will depend on
the Assembly itself.

Her attendance at the Kirk's
supreme court was oaly con-
- firmed yesterday afterncon when

the Rev. William Macmillan, the
convener of the Assembly’s busi-
ness committee (the Kirk's
equivalent to Leader of the
House of Commons), met the
press for the normal pre-Assem-
bly briefing. Mrs Thatcher did
subsequently arrive at Holyrood
Palace in the late afternoon in
time for the traditional Ceremo-
iy of the Keys.

Mr Macmillan said vesterday:
“Tomorrow, we understand the
Prime Minister may be present, I
Just heard this half-an-hour ago.
Normally when someone of that
rank and public interest is
present, ‘they may be recognised
by the Assembly. From time to
time, they may be allowed to
speak if it is the will of the Gener-
al Assembly.” -

He said that it was “probable™
that when he, as business manag-
er. saw Mrs Thatcher, he would
stand up, draw the attention of
the Moderator and the General
Assembly to her presence and ask
the Moderator to invite her to
speak. “If it is the will of the
Assembly, that is how it will be.
We are not obliged to do s0.” he
added.

Mr Macmillan said that he
could not anticipate whether
there would be any move to biock
| the Prime Ministerial address,

{ - but admitted “one has heard a
few rumblings. of course. With

Mrs Thatcher is welcomed to Holyrood Palace by Purse
Bearer Mr Charles Fraser.

1200 commissioners. it is conceiv-
able that someone will do so”.

All that it would take would be
for cne member of the Assembly
to stand up and move that Mrs
Thatcher not be heard. A vote
would then be taken in public to
establish the will- of the Assem-
biy, which the Prime Minister
would witness.

Apparently, Mrs Thatcher
confirmed some time ago to her
hosts that she would be willing to
address the Assembly. But Mr
Macmillan emphasised that she
wouid be present as a glest of the
Lord High Commissioner, who
In turn was representing the
Queen. and only the Assembly
could decide whether she would
be heard.

There is an Assembly

precedent for opposition to a
Prime Minister. speaking. In
1946, Mr Clement Attlee ad-
dressed the Assembly, but not
before there was a move against
him doing so. Mrs Thatcher her-
seif visited the Assembly in 1981
without speaking and the now
encbled Harold Wilson and
James Callaghan also attended.
Mr Macmiilan was asked
whether the Assembly would ex-
pect a political speech from the
Prime Minister. “You can't sepa-
rate politics from rehgion.” he
replied. “If you sav ‘love your
nerghbour’ you are being politi-
cal.” He did say that he would be
surprised 1f' 2 Prime Ministerial
address turned into a party politi-
cal one
Editorial comment

Assembly Hall on the Mound

- at the start of a week during

which he holds a rank equiva-
lent to that of the Sovereign.
His presence is both respected

‘and craved by the ministers
" and elders of the Kirk, since he

represents both the Sovereign
whose coronation oath inclu-
des a promise to maintain ther
Presbyterian government - Of
the national church of Scot-
land and also the status which
the Assembly still enjoys in the
eves of the State. )

At this year’s opening
another figure of State will be
spied alongside the Long High
Commissioner in the gallery. It
is inevitable that the Prime
Minister will upstage him con-
siderably. The novelty of

eeing Mrs Thatcher at cere-
monial occasions in Scotland
will be further heightened by
curiosity as to what she will say
to the Kirk. Her relations with
the General Synod of the
Church of England have been
far from cordial and even this
week another bout of hostil-
ities was opened by the rej-
ection by a parliamentary
committee of a measure ‘which
had the complete backing of
the Synod, allowing divorcees
to become vicars. There is no
such parliamentary bond
between Church and State in
Scotland but several of the

)

receiving the disapproval of the
Kirk’s committees. In facing
the Assembly, Mrs Thatcher
has become the lion in a den o!
Daniels. 8
What should she say-
Should she lecture them or
their moral responsibilities a-
moral guardians, then it is lik-
ely the Kirk will take the huf:
Itis unlikely she will congratu-
late them on their independen:
spirit. Nor is the Prime Minis-
ter likély to pretend tha:
differences do not exist. That:
not her style. Rather sh:
shouldtake the chance to ho!
out for a reassessment
Church-State relations and t-
end the destructive preachin_
over the parapet by both par-
ties in recent years. There are
plenty of opportunities preser.
in Government privatisatio:
and community programm:
for the Church to regain an i
fluential role 1n loc.
communities in running carin
agencies. There is also plent:
for the Government to take to
heart in the Kirk's criticism
about the need to show it carc
if people are to trust their leac
ership. To seek suc
reconciliation is not a politice
compromise. It is the stu
which lies at the heart of th
Gospel which reconciles hu-
manity to God and underpins
any Christian assembly.
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Bid to stophv
Thatcher’s

Assembly
speech fails

FIVE churchmen today
attempted to prevent
Mrs Thatcher from
addressing the General
Assembly of the
Church of Scotland.
‘The ministers’ objec-
tions at the meeting in-
Edinburgh were ruled
out by Moderator, the
Rev Prof James White.

One minister tried to
put a motion objecting
to the Prime Minister’s
speech, but his speech
was drowned out by
protests from the
audience.

The Moderator said
the will of the
assembly, attended by
1200 ministers and
elders, _bad been de-
clared “clearly by its
applause. :

Welcoming Hrs
Thatcher, Prof White
said to much laughter:
“I suppose you have
never been in the
company of so many
people who pray
regularly for you.”

Quoting St Paul, Mrs
Thatcher said: “If a
man will not work he
shall not eat.”

The Moderator pre-
sented Mrs Thatcher
with two Church of
Scotland reports, both
highly critical of
Government policies.
The reports are on
housing and the Chris-
tian approach to the
distribution of income
.| and benefits.
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MRS Thatcher
yesterday told
Scottish church
leaders that it is
no sin to be mak-
ing money in her
booming Britain.

In an address to
1,200 ministers and
elders of the Church
of Scotland in Edin-
burgh, she said it
was not the creation
of wealth that was
wrong, but love of
money for its own
sake.

‘If a man will not
work, he shall not eat,
she said, quoting St
Paul. ¢

Mrs Thatcher said
abundance rather than
poverty had a legitimacy
which derived from the
very nature of creation.

By PETER DAY

The spiritual side came
in deciding what one did
with the wealth.

How could we respond
to calls for help, or
invest in the future or
support artists who glor-
ified God unless we had
first worked hard to
create the necessary
wealth, she asked.

Reforms

Mrs Thatcher, aware
that the Church had
produced two highly
critical reports on Gov-
ernment policy on hous-
ing and the distribution
of income and benefits,
went on to advise that
Christianity was about
more than politics.

‘We must not profess
the Christian faith and
go to church simply
because we want social

reforms and benefits or
a better standard of
living,” she said.

‘Instead, it should be
because we accept the
sanctity of life, the
responsibility which
comes with freedom and
the Supreme sacrifice of
Christ.”

Earlier, five clergymen
who tried to stop Mrs
Thatcher giving her
speech were. howled
down.

When one of the five
tried to give their rea-
sons he was drowned
out by angry protests
and the Moderator of
the Church of Scotland,
the Rev James White,
immediately overuled
his objections.

He said the audience
at the General Assembly
had declared its wishes
by its applause. And he
told Mrs Thatcher: ‘We
are not shy in the
Church of Scotland of

speaking to those in
authority when we feel
they need a word or so.

‘But we also listen
with attention to those
who speak to us.’

He added: ‘I suppose
you have never been in
the company of so many
people who pray regu-
larly for you.’

Campaign

Afterwards, one of the
ministers involved in
the protest, the Rev:
Stewart McQuarrie, of
Toryglen, Glasgow. said:
‘Rather than lecture
and sermonise us, she.
should listen to what we
have to say.’

Another, the Rev Alan
Sorenson, a minister
from Provan, Glasgow,
described Mrs Thatch-
er's speech as ‘part of a
clear publicity campaign
to raise the Prime Min-
ister’'s profile in Scot-
land.’
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Mr Sorenson said her
s h guarameed excel-
lent coverage, which was
her purpose in visiting
the assembly.
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By IAIN MACASKILL
FIVE clergymen tricd to stop Premier
Margaret Thatcher making a speech
at a church conference yesterday.

They were shouted down at the
General  Assembly of the Church of
Scotland in Edinburgh. ‘

One minister tried to put a motion ‘banning

—_ Mrs  Thatcher from
making her address.

But  his speech was

drowned out by protests

from the 1,200 delegates.

Professor James Whyte,
Moderator of the Assem-
bly, ruled out the
churchmen’s objections.

Welcoming  the  Prime
Minister, he said: “I sup-
lmso you have pever
een in the company of
s0  many people who
pray regularly for you.”

n  her speech Mrs
Thatcher lectured the

It's all just
publicity,
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they claim

Assembly
and wealth,
She said: “Any set of
social and economic ar-
rangements which is not
founded on the accep-
tance  of individual re-
sponsibility will do
nothing but harm.
“We are all responsible
for our own actions.
“We cannot delegate
the exercise of mercy or
generosity to others,”
She told delegates it
was not the creation of
wealth  that was wrong,
but the love of money
for its own sake.
Quoting St Paul
said:
work

on moralily

she
“I a man wiil not
he shall not eat.”

LECTURE

One of the protesting
clergymen, the Rev
Stewart McQuarrie, said
afterwards: “Rather than
lecture and sermonise us,
she should listen to what
we have to say."

Another of the five,
the Rev Alan Sorenson,
said Mrs Thatcher's
speech  was “part of a
clearly-stated  publicity
campaign to raise her
profile in Scotland".
OTORIES are to use the
rebuilt  Grand  Hotel,
Brighton—scene of the
IRA bomb outrage nearly
four years ago—as one of
the principal centres for
this year's party confer-
ence.

Scores  of
been booked.
officials would
who will be
there,

have
But party
not say
staying

rooms
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Premier beats protests

THREATS by Left-wingers
to stop DMrs Thatcher
addressing to General Ass-
embly of the Church of
Scotland in Edinburgh
petered out yesterday.

More than 1,300 Kirk mem-
bers gave her a rousing
welcome .

Only five minlister’'s recor-
ded their dissent as the Prime
Minister came down from th
guest gallery to the podium to
a chorus of approval from
commissioners who gave her
traditional greetings of stamp-
ing thelr feet.

Although she had been in-
vited by the Queen’s represen-
tative to the Assembly the

by GEORGE BIRREL

Lord High Commissioner laln
Tennant, it ws touch and go as
to whether she would be
allowed to speak to the
commissioners.

But when the new
moderator, the Right Rev Dr
James Whyte, raised the
matter there was widespread
applause and only a handful of
voices dissenting.

The Prime DMinisier had
been told that the General
Assembly in the coming week
would be criticsising a great
deal of Government policy and
she lost no time in spelling out

Just how she saw Christianity.

She said that to her Chris-
tlanity was about cholce and
personal responsibility.

“We are all responsible for
our own actions.

“We cannot blame soclety If
we disobey the law.

Measures

“We simply cannot delegate
the exercise of mercy and
generosity to others.

“The politiclans and other
secular powers should strive
by their measures to bring out
the good in people and to ?h;ht
down the bad—but they can’'t
create the one or abolish the
other.”




 Applause for
drowns the protests

by Sunday Express Reporter

THREATS by Left wing
ministers to block Mrs
Thatcher addressing the
, General Assembly of the
Church of Scotland in
Edinburgh yesterday
petered out when more
than 1,300 Kirk members
gave her a rousing
welcome.

Only five ministers
recorded their dissent as the
Prime Minister came down
from the guest gallery to a
chorus of approval from
commissioners. .

When the new moderator,
the Right Rev Dr James
Whyte, raised the matter
there was widespread
applause and only a handful
of voices dissenting.

Welcoming Mrs Thatcher,
Prof Whyte said: “ We are not.
shy in the Church of Scotland
of speaking to those in
suthority when we feel they:
need a word or so.

He essured Mrs Theatcher

/Maggie’s
From Page One

. exercise mercy and

generosity.

“ The politicians and other
secular powers should strive -
by their measuresto bring out
the good in people and to fight
down the bad. But they can’t
create the one or abolish the
other.”

She sald that intervention
by the state must never
become so great that it
removed personal respon-
sibility. The same applied to
taxation. “ While you and I
would work extremely hard
: whatever the circumstances,
there are undoubtedly some
who would not unless the
incentive was there. And we
need their efforts too.”

Religion

The Moderator presented
Mrs Thatcher with two
i Church of Scotland reports, _
7 bothhighly¢ritical of Govern-
ment policies. The reports
deal with housing and the
Christian approach to the
distribution of income and
benefits. Mrs Thatcher wsas
accompanied by her husband
Denis. The assembly, the
supreme court of the Church
of Scotland, continues all
week.

Professor Whyte told her
thaet Church and State had
often cooperated and had

that her interest in the church
was reciprocated. “ I suppose
you have never been in the
company of so many people
who pray regularly for you,”
he said to much laughter.

Mrs Thatcher lost no time
in spellinil out to the
Assembly how she saw
Christianity. It was not the
creation of wealth that was
wrong but love of money for
its own sake, she said.

Wealth

Quoting St Paul, she said: ‘1t
& man will not work he shall
not eat.”

Mrs Thatcher said abund-
ance rather than poverty had
a legitimacy which derived
from the very nature of crea-
tion. The spiritual side came
in deciding what one did with
the wealth.

How could we respond to
calls for help, or invest in the
future or support artists
whose work glorified God
unless we had first worked
hard and used our talents to
create the necessary wealth,
she asked.

Mrs Thatcher said the

- T |
message

Mrs Thatcher yesterday

often disagreed. ** ‘Four
coming among us had -wit-
nessed this continuing
relationship and given the lie
that religion and politics have
nothing in common. -~
There were around 38 arti-
poll tax_demonstrators —out-
with the Hall and Mrs
Thatcher left to attend a
den party in the grounds of
olyrood House.
Among the five ministers
who dissented were the Rev
Peter Reamonn from Cock-
burnspath in Berwickshire,
Rev Alan Sorenson from Glas.
iow, Rev Stuart MacQuarrie
rom Toryglen in Glasgow,
Rev John Ainslie from Easter.
house and Rev Hugh Drum-
mond from Pitsligo, Fire.

— —

‘accept the sanctity of life, the

Maggie

debate on the nature of Chris-
tianity was too often polarised
on the lines that it was about
spiritual redemption, not
social reform. But most Chris-
tians would regard it as their
duty to help their fellow men
and women.

“ We must not profess the
Christian faith and go to
church simply because we
want sociaf reforms and
benefits or a better standard
of behaviour—but because we

responsibility that comes
with freedom and the
supreme sacrifice of Christ.”

The Old and New Testa-
ments told us that we must
work and use our talents to
create work. The command-
ment ‘Thou shall not covet
recognised that making
money and owning things
could become selfish
activities, she said.

Mrs Thatcher said that
everyone was responsible for
their own actions and could
not blame society if they |
disobeyed the law. Nor could
they ask someone else to

Tum to Page Two
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THE PRIME Minister yesterday
made one of the most revealing
speeches of her nine years in office
as she set out to explain the spiri-
tual beliefs which underpin her
political philosophy.

Mrs Thatcher’s address to the Gen-
“eral Assembly of the Church of Scot-
land (the text of which is below)
touched off an immediate controversy,
with the Labour leader, Mr Neil
Kinnock, accusing her of ‘a selective
interpretation of the Bible’ and Scot-
tish clergymen denouncing what one
called a ‘disgraceful travesty of the
gospel’.

Spending her second successive Sat-
urday in Scotland — last weekend she
attended the Scottish FA  Cup

We are rich,

Final — Mrs Thatcher was invited to
address 1,200 ministers and elders of
the Kirk gathered in Edinburgh. An
attempt by five churchmen to stop her
speaking was drowned out by protests
from the audience.

Mrs Thatcher said she was ‘speak-
ing personally as a Christian, as well as
a politician’, and in the course of her
half-hour address went on to gquote,
among others, the Old and New Tes-
taments, several hymns, C.S. Lewss
and Abraham Lincoln.

The gospel according to Mrs
Thatcher laid particular emphasis on
self-reliance and personal responsibil-
ity. She quoted St Paul’s Epistle to the
Thessalonians: ‘If a man will not work
he shall not eat.’

In one passage in her speech, the

€rmn
‘; m

ring

ROBERT HARRIS B Political Editor

Prime Minister said that she had
‘always had difficulty with interpreting
the Biblical precept to love our neigh-
bours “‘as ourselves” until she read
the Christian philosopher, C. S. Lewis:
‘He pointed out that we don’t exactly
love ourselves when we fall below the
standards and beliefs we have
accepted. Indeed we might even hate
ourselves for some unworthy deed.”

Commenting on the Prime Minis-
ter’s speech, Mr Kinnock said last
night: ‘Her difficulty in understanding
the “love thy neighbour” philosophy
might have something to do with the
occupant of 11 Downing Street.’

The Labour leader went on: ‘His-

tory is littered with rulers who sought
to justify their excesses and deficien-
cies on the grounds of a selective
interpretation of the Bible. Mrs
Thatcher is joining a long and less
than glorious line.

‘It might of course be some pangs
of conscience as she realises the conse-
quences of her actions and attitudes
which have deliberately encouraged a
society in which the poor get poorer
and the rich get richer, and social
responsibility takes second place to the
““Joadsarmoney’” mentality.’

One of the ministers who attempted

to stop Mrs Thatcher speaking, the
Rev Paraic Reamonn, said that had it
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free, selfish
and unhappy

MRS THATCHER has cre-
ated a society which .is
richer. and freer, but also
unhappier and mere selfish,
according to a survey for
The Observer by the Harris
Research Centre, writes

Robert Harris.
The poll, which comes when
Mrs Thatcher has chosen to

HOW HAS BRITAIN CHANGED
OVER THE PAST 10 YEARS?

discuss her spiritual values, Richer °,48

give}s‘ some statistical hsupport Poorer 36

to her opponents, who have

ong szue s the couney s L2 fCccom .
ecoming increasingly divided

between rich and poor, north More unhappy 48

and south, and young and old.  Happier 21
The survey also shows a More selfish 61

slight narrowing in the Conser- More generous 19

vatives’ lead over Labour.
Asked how they would vote if
there were a general election
tomorrow, the result was: Con-
servative 44, Labour 41, Demo-
crats 10, SDP 2. This compares
with last month’s figures of
Conservative 44, Labour 39,
Democrats 10 and SDP 5.

The respondents were then
asked how they thought Britain
had changed over the past 10
years: 48 per cent thought peo-
ple were richer, compared with
36 per cent who thought people
were poorer.

Asked about freedom, 44 per
cent thought people now had
more freedom, compared - with
24 per cent who believed they
had less. But these positive
findings about Mrs Thatcher’s
‘enterprise culture’ were oflset
by other results: 48 per cent
thought people were ‘more

unhappy’ today than 10 years
ago, 21 per cent believed people
were ‘happier’.

According to the poll, 61 per
cent of the population believe
people
pared with 19 per cent who
think they are more generous.

A slight majority feels that
the quality of life in Britain has
deteriorated over the past 10
years:
worse,
14 per cent unchanged.

Answers
differences
sections of society. Women feel
the deterioration in the quality
of life much more strongly than
men (47 per cent, compared
with 37 per cent) so, too, do
the elderly (49 per cent) and
those living in the north of
England (47 per cent).

Results were based on a
representative quota sample of
1,074
face-to-face on 18 and 19 May.

are more selfish, com-~

42 per cent said it was
39 per cent better and

marked
various

revealed
between

adults interviewed

not been for the record of the Govern-
ment over the past nine years ‘you
would think it was simply the speech
of a theologically ill-educated lay

. woman’. ‘What this Government has

been doing to the country and particu-
farly to the poor since 1979 makes the
speech a disgraceful travesty of the
gospel.’

The Rev Alan Sorenson, from Pro-
van, Glasgow, described Mrs

“Thatcher’s visit to the assembly as

‘part of a clearly-stated publicity cam-
paign to raise the Prime Minister’s

profile in Scotland’.
" The Rev Maxwell Craig, the con-

vener of the Church of Scotland’s
Church and Nation Committee, said
after hearing her speech: ‘I don’t think

anyone is in any doubt that she came

for political reasons.
“The Prime Minister was given 2
courteous opportunity, and she used 1t

with care but without hectoring. She

quoted scripture and hymns with con-
fidence, clearly stating her position
a Christian. She made no reference -
the needs of Scotland, nor to the inj
tice of the divisions between
well-off and the poor, between th
in well-paid work and the one-third
our people who are in poverty.’

The Prime Minister was left in
doubt about the feelings of the Sc
tish Church. The Moderator gave &
copies of two reports published
recent weeks which are sharply crit:
of Government policy on housing
Scotland and the distribution
national wealth.




IVE churchmen yesterday tried to

prevent Mrs Thatcher from addressing
the General Assembly of the Church of
Scotland.

The ministers recorded their dissent at the
meeting in Edinburgh but their objection
was ruled out by the Moderator, the Rev
Professor James Whyte.

One minister tried to put a motion objecting lo
the Prime Minister's speech, but his own speech
was drowned out by a protest from the audience.

The Moderator said the will of the assembly,
attended by 1200 ministers and elders of the Kirk,
had been declared clearly by its applause and it
was extremely difficult to go back.

“Not Shy”

Welcoming Mrs Thatcher on her second Scottish
visit in a week, Professor Whyte said, * We are not
shy in the Church of Scotland of speaking to thcse
in authority when we feel they need a word or so.

" But we also listen with attention to those who
speak to us. In the name of the Assembly 1 welcome
yeu and invite you to address us.”

He assured Mis Thatcher that her interest in the
chureh was reciprocated.

e R T

“ 1 suppose you have never been in the company
of so many people who pray regularly for you,” he
said to much laughter.

Saying she was speaking * personally, as a
Christian,” Mrs Thalcher lolg the Assembly it was
not the creation of wealth that was wrong, but love
of money for its own sake. °

The Moderator presented Mrs Thatcher with two
Church of Scotland reports, both highly critical of
Government policies.

The reports deal with housing and the Christian
approach to the distribution of income and benefits.
Mrs Thatcher was accompanied by her husband
Denis.

The ministers who protested were Reverends
Paraic Reamonn, Cockburnspath; John Ainslie,
Easterhouse:  Stuart  MacQuarrie, Toryglen; Alan
Sorensen,  Househillwood and Hugh ~ Drummond,
Pitsljgo.

R& McQuarrie said, ** Rather than lecture and
sermonise, she should listen to what we have to say.

“We were allowed to record our dissent but we
were prevented from articulating our dissent.”

He did not listen to what the Prime Minister had
said because he was so annoyed.

@ There was a strong police presence when Mrs
Thatcher attended the Lord High Commissioner's
Garden Party at Haolyrood House in the afternoon.
The Queen's Rark was closed with only Garden Party
traflic allowed in..
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by Donald Macintyre

THE PRIME MINISTER
vesterday claimed the moral
high ground of British poli-
tics as her own, with an
unequivocal declaration that
Thatcherism and the goal of
wealth creation were under-
pinned by religious faith.

In the most ringing defence of
the moral basis of Thatcherism
she has made since coming to
power, she invoked “key ele-
ments” of the Old and New
Testaments to justify the ideo-
logy underlying her
government's economic and
social policy.

The Churches last night res-
ponded with a sharp retort that
she had addressed only one side_
of the theological question.

The Archbishop of Wales, the
Rev George Noakes, said:
“While we are concerned with
the creation of wealth, it is very
important how that wealth is
distributed and whether every-
one has a fair share of the
cake."”

In a speech peppered with
biblical quotations, Mrs
Thatcher told the Church of
Scotland Assembly in Edin-
burgh that the Bible taught that
“we must work and use our tal-
ents to create wealth".

She quoted St Paul’s dictumn
“if a man will not work he shall
not eat”, adding: ‘*Abundance
rather than poverty has a legiti-

macy which denives from the
very nature of creation”

Mis Thatcher easily survived
e abjection of tive mnsters

of the Church—out of the audi-
ence of more than 1,200 clerics
and lay elders—to the invita-
tion to her to address the
assembly for the first time.
Ironically, the last Prime Minis-
ter to suffer such a protest was
Clement Attlee in 1946.
AMres Thatcher's remarks.came
s an Obzerver Harnis poll found
that 61 per cent thought that

b

¥

Political Editor

Britons had become more self-

ish in the last 10 years. Only 19
per cent thought that people
had become more generous.
Explicitly referring to her
own Christian faith, Mrs
Thatcher answered critics of

.her Chancellor’s tax-cutting

Budget with reaffirmation of
the importance of .individual
responsibility.

“While you and 1 would work
extremly hard whatever the cir-
cumstances,” she added, “there
are undoubtedly some who
would not unless the incentive
was there. And we nced their
cfforts too.”

The speech will be seen
partly as a direct response to
senior churchmen in England as
well as Scotland and to politi-
cians who have attacked

Thatcherism as fostering indi--

vidual greed. Mr Kinnock said
last night that ‘“‘history is lit-
tered with rulers who seek to

justify their excesses and defi-

ciencies on the grounds of .a

sclective interpretation of the.

Bible.”

At Easter, the Bishop of Dur-
ham claimed that Mrs
Thatcher’s policies were

wicked. Days before, the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury had
questioned a tax system which,
he said, rewarded success
rather than met “‘social needs
which are urgent and crying”'.
The Prime Minister acknowl-
cdged that Christians often
“genuinely disagree’ about
political and social issues. But
she added: “*What is certain is
that any set of social and eco-
nomic arrangements which is

not founded on the acceptance -
of individual responsibility will -

do nothing but harm.”

She acknowledged that the
Tenth Commandment — Thou
shall not covet —recognises
that “making money and own-
ing things could become selfish
activities™,

But she added: “It is not the
creation of wealth that is
wrong, but love of money for its
own sake. The spiritual dimen-
sion comes in deciding what one

- does with the wealth.

“How could we respond to
the many calls for help, or
invest for the future or support
the wonderful artists and crafts-
men whose work also glorifies
God, unless we had first worked
hard and used our talents to
create the necessary wealth?”

Mrs Thatcher added: *“And
remember the alabaster jar of
ointment.”

She did not need to spell out
the reference for her Kirk audi-
ence. But the story is of the
sinner criticised by the Dis-
ciples for wasting ointment on
anointing the feet of Christ.
Jesus replied that the woman
had “wrought a good work”
adding: “For ye have the poor
always with you. But me ye
have not always.”

In another key passage, the
Prime Minister said that the
only way to ensure that no one
was left without sustenance,
help or opportunity, was to have
laws to provide for health and
education, pensions, succour for
the sick and disabled.

‘‘But intervention by the State
must never become so great
that it effectively removes per-
sonal responsibility. The same
applies to taxation.”

And in a passage invoking the
hymn, I vow to thee my country,
she asserted that “secular patri-
otism' was ‘‘a noble thing
indeed in a country like ours.”

“ “The Rev Paraic Reamonn, one

. of the ministers who objected to

the invitation to Mrs Thatcher,
said later: “*“What this govern-
ment has been doing to the
country and particularly to the
poor since 1979 makes the
speech a disgraceful travesty of
the Gospel.™”

Jesus lives for tens of thousands of young people who blocked central

JULIAN SIMMONDS

-
e

London yesterday. Clean cut, healthy

living, and dancing to gospel music, 50,000 evangelicals set out to convert the nation’s leaders ina
reminiscent of the Trotskyite demos of the 1960s. “The power of the Hol b d

said one of the speakers.

y Spirit will use us as a battering ram,”




Mrs Thatcher grves her conglogahon food Ior thought.

PROTEST

HE Prime Mlnlster
addressed the General
issembly of the Chuch of
Scotland yesterday ...
Jespite a historic protest.
Five ministers rose in suc-
ession to record their dissent at
Ars Thatcher’s inivitation to

The dramatic moment came just
s the Prime Minister was invited
0 address the General Assembly.

But their protests came too late
+nd the remaining 1400 Assembly Com-

MAIL REPORTER

missioners greeted her with Lhunderaus
applause.

And the new Moderator, The Right
Rev Professor James Whyte, said the
will of the Assembly had beea clearly
declared by its welcome.

by its
Mrs Thatcher then moved swiftly
from the visitors’ gallery to the ros-
trum.

She told the Assembly about the way
she saw things as a Christian as well as 3
politician.

“We are told we must work and
our talents to create welllh &
said. “But it is ot the creation of 3

thnuvmn;,buxbved

Urgent virus checks| ==~ " ™=~

SMILE

IO hais. dusmgnded Mrs Thatcher smiled

wrgent checks on water wh end
supplies st '-ll demanded en at the of ber
London hospitals.

Thus follows the disco- mmrepresenunsbw‘

speech the Moderator
toid her:

1 of L tal laboratory and techni- | ¥O0rds to us will be

‘D:;{se at é:\i";ul-;"”u:} cal staff, has sent an | Quoted sometimes with

and the epidemic ar BBC urgent order ro all irs great nppruv.l and
London groups.

ers.

The virus has also been
found in the hot water
system at the London
headguarters of the
Imperial Cancer Research
Fund, haif-a-mile from the
BBC building.

The Manufacturing,
Science and Finance

They must “vaise with
their managements the
need for an urgen: check
on the water suppiy”.

Joint genera! secretary
Clive Jenkins said: “%e
suspect air-conditioning
systems in many f-ctory

office

. TORONTO

and
cumngxod’nmcolnbeu
lives and this could
increase the danger.”

g copies of two

hurch.‘;f Sscodand
reports - “Just Sharing”,
about the distribution of
wealth, and *‘Housing
Scotland's People™’,
which calls for massive
reform of housing
finance.

-

rada . i e

What’s next
Maggie?

RS Thalcher has obviously become
a fan of Scotland.

In fact, she just can’t stay away.

Last week she was at the Scottish
Cup Final and yesterday she was
addressing the fathers and brethren of
the Kirk’s General Assembly.

It would be churlish to complain. But
it’s no coincidence that her new-found
love for things Scottish has surfaced
with the Tory Party here in a sad state.

R only remains for Maggie to go the
whole hog - and persuade Denis to
dress up In the kiit.
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A lesson in restraint as Tory prophetess recites her Bible story:

GOOD MANNERS being st least as
lmportant as good morals, It was the will
of the General Assembly of the Church of
Scotland that the Prime Ministor be givea
& bearing oa its opening day.

Five Mialsters objected, briefly delay-
ing Mrs Thatcher's ot from the Lord
High Commissione: s le 1o the floor
of the packed Assembly , bat they
quickly bowed to the clear decisloa of tha
mjorrly and retarned o their seats.

Mrs Thatcher, ln a sult of the finest
Tory blue, then to explain the
firm fosndation of Christian valves om
which she — broaght up a Metbodist and

of England = cl,lm:__lo bave

trolled pasaion, ttering  Like
:.maml‘:tnaﬂn:y;n::“bbﬂw
lory to MMII".“NM
:unnluhneu.

She based ber speoch om Biblical texts,
quoting St Paal approvingly oa those pot
worklag mot ul-l:}. emphasising the
theme of ladivid ‘Epoulbulty and
ssserting that the creation of wealth is not
wroag in (tself, oaly the love of moaey for
s own sake.

No doubt, she bopes the many critics of
ber social policies within the Kirk will
wake wp sadder and wiser wea haviag
listencd to ber freely-olfered exposition.

By WILLIAM PAUL .

drowned owt the Initia) objections to ber
belag lavited to speak In the first place.
The restralnt was ls marked coatrast to
the enthusiastic ovation which greeted the
address of Sir lala Teanent, the Lord High
Commissioper

of the dangers of

‘unm-heu n:l‘u I;lolornm

among Bew  goaeral people
racing to obtala oa earth.

ance as be presested Mrs Thatcher with
iwo receat reports, both of which are
highly critical of Government policy. One
deals with the need for reform In housing
In Scotland, and ibe other laments the
widening gap betweea rich and poor,
offering a tian perspective on the
distribation of the country's wealth.

At the sawe time, Prof Whyte told the
Prlmc Minlster that ber w. woald be

The newly-instalied Mod , the Rev
Professor James leu. who had effec-
tively red and sll d “the
botbends at his foet” as they described

'nb:. Ith ':4::“.‘:1"::
w
Mopponelul.ll::m
Good mamners bolng at least as

approval

prayers for the guidance and protectica
of bor and ber Governmeat.

Ia the corridors  later, after
Mrs  Thatcher had slip away as
soobtrusively as she arrived, the
commissioners mallod over what she bad
told them. :

It was by general consensus an interest-
lng and reveallng expressioa of ber
personal thoughts and beliefs, but not
mecessarily ome that will be allowed to
uachallenged duriag the course of
Assembly.

Few dealed that It was aa overtly politl
cal occasion, bat most were of the oplaloa

)

As for the detailed content and Mrg
Thatcher’s iavocatioa of St Paul and other
Biblical sources as the forerunners of her
braad of preseat-day Conservatism, It
secms likely that sach an analysis will stir
®p as mach coatroversy as the clalm she
Mlhkﬁhhwrtm‘ldmﬂnﬁﬁ
Ia sappert of ber philosophy.

Before Mrs Thatcher addressed the
Assembly, the Moderator sald that the
Kirk was always prepared o listea whea
those i asthority spoke directly to ii
members, bat they would not be shy fuf
speaking back Uf it was felt & word was
nqdni T

Ou Satarday, the Kirk bad the good'

themselves, then made his own, taflaitoly
moge subie
The

maagers (o0 do the listenlag. It asssmes”
that will be reciprocated sew thas
mhmﬁbﬁ. -

The Assembly recelved her views
polliely but the applawse was mauted,
oertalaly loss thas that

vy

Im| ¢ as good politics, Mrs Thatcher determised polileness which maskod the
.uumpmrlhenmwmmo‘ basic coaflict of attitades, & was & nseful
grace, as well as the A bly’'s continved 4

HAMISH CAMPBEL L

SR LT

[Thatcher’s biblical discourse|
fails to win over Kirk critics |

Mra

By WILLIAM PAUL be bad ever hoard any Prime

give to the A A
bouslng and the distribation of since 1979, and particularly to It was a personal declaration of
wealth, the poor makes her .,n

o - e ber deep Christian faith.
) speech was a ooe ¢ is travesty of As there was Do election
m-tdldno(lonsionmy goopel. rndln;,ltwunnp te
controversy,” be said. lme for her to s to the
that does not Assembly. It was customary for g
tcher's presence was the Assembly to hear Prime A e M ’ﬁw
both inappropriate and Insenai- Ministers, provided there was 4 " PO AN ) ) Lq § G4 B Wk
tive because the visit was using o election imminent. heif i X " ! ‘!& AV G AT .
the Assembly for blatant party Y b R :
htk:.nlpurm“mmam
ecturing and sermoaising to us
she should actually listen to
what we have to say.”

The Rev Alan Sorenson, of
Howsebillwood ln Glasgow, aakd®

principles on
lmmb_hppouucll
y In a o the

8
e A

The Rev

“In a senso It was a personal
confession of faith. It showed
dee%‘ and  convinced
Christian belief and bow she
strove to relate this to the
political realitieg that she has to
thought, superbly.
Was a masterly speech.”

PRy g mh‘u‘m
eader, puty, ¥
H. ley, both cﬂlfvchd Mrs
Thatcher’s stance. Mr Hat.
tersley said the ::ll;m with
Conservative 1l y was
that wealth wal:hbeln; used to
slake individual greed.

Mr Kinnock, in a report in the
accused Mrs

Observer,
Thatcher of joining the less than
glorious line of rulers who
sought to justify their excesses
and defi oo the basis of
selective Interpretation of the
Bible. He repeated his view,
tehor men in a speech last week, that
Government had created a
"'bl:munwoey" acwzxy -m

poor got poorer the
&0t richer,

Ammbtynpom—’ml;!dﬂoﬂd—hm‘o
Muummmlmmmm—!mﬂ

recorded. Afterwards the Rev
Paraic of East
Lothian, said: “I felt the Prime
Minister was coming Lo the

he had opposed the visit because
it was part of a campaign to
;::eh:(dn 'll'hlcbcr‘l profile in

. “l am disma L the
Afterwards, the Rev Maxwell Assembly not out of zeal for the Church being lum, MI: the
cmﬁmvauruma.mn glory of God bul to use same along with a football
and Nation Committee, said he Assembly for ber own debatable game a visit to the Garden

political purposes. estival.

“Many of us lo the Kirk think  The two other dissenters
the  gospel of acquisitive were the Rev John Ainslie, Eas-
Individualism she preaches is terbouse i ini
diametrically opposed to the and the Rev H
Christian gospel.” =

He described her speech as
cleverly constructed but from a
Ihmlnl;juu“ ill-educated lay

t this Government

ScoTSM AN 23]5188.

reports, to be deb-
ated at the Assembly, critk
cal of Government policy

woman. “W

lnhndoln;lothmu—,
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“Mrs Thatcher with

Professor White

Creation of wealth
not wrong, P.M.
tells ministers

MRS THATCHER told Church
of Scotland ministers it is not
the creation of wealth that is
wrong but love of money for
its own sake.

Addressing 1200 ministers
and Kirk eiders at the General
Assembly on Saturday, she
said abundance rather than
poverty had a legitimacy
which derived from the very
nature of creation.

The spiritual side came in
deciding what one did with the
wealth.

The Prime Minister added,
“Nevertheless the Tenth Cem-
mandment—Thou shalt not
covet—recognises that making
money and owning things
could become selfish
activities.

“But it is not the creation of
wealth that is wrong but love
of money for its own sake.”

Quoting St Paul, she told the
ministers, “If a man will not
work, he shall not eat.”

Mrs Thatcher said it was
important to work hard and
use our talents before we
could help others.

She said the debate on the
nature of Christianity was too
often polarised on the lines
that it was about spiritual
redemption, not social reform.
However, most Christians
would regard it as their duty to
help their. fellow men, she

/added.

Mrs Thatcher said everyone

was responsible for their own
actions and could not blame
society if they disobeyed the
law. Nor™ could they expect
someone else to exercise
mercy and generosity towards
them.

“The politicians and other
secular powers should strive
by their measures to bring out
the good in people and to fight
down the bad. But they can’t
create the one or abolish the
other.” e )

She said intervention by the
state must never become so
great that it removed personal
responsibility. 5 -

The same applied to tax-
ation. “While you and I would
work extremely hard what-
ever the circumstances, there
are undoubtedly some who
would not unless the incentive
was there. And we need their
efforts, too.”

The Moderator, the Right
Reverend Professor James
White, presented Mrs Thatch-
er with two Church of Scotland
reports, both highly critical of
Government policies. »r

The reports dealt with hous-
ing and the Christian approach
to the distribution of income
and benefits. . .

Earlier five ministers had
attempted to stop the Prime
Minister making her speech
but their objections were over-
ruled by Professor White.

The assembly continues this
week. 2

e r————y -
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Thatcher reveals
politician’s view
of Christianjty

By PETER JONES, Political Reporter .

THE IMPORTANT influence of
the Church of Scotland in the
spiritual  life of the 'bole
Bation,

ndthm;hxuhnnnmm

chuches, were recognised
unmu:henuhesunofg

ifiag

i

teachings of Christ
and the establishment of the

N

"

Fven buman rights, but because
believe it most effectively

“But it is pot the creation of i

wrealth that is wroog but love of
mooey for its own sake The

iritual dimesnsion comes in
Ldmgihatooe&oum&ﬂn
wealth

“Bow could we respood to the

many calis for belp, or invest ieti

for the future, or support the
wonderful artists and craftsmen
whose work also glorifies God,
unless we had first worked hard
and used our taleats to create
the pecessary wealth?”

Mrs Thatcher said that social

politicians should strive to bring
out the good in people and fight
down the bad, but could not cre-
ate the one or abolish the other.
Today, she said, the only wa
taemnmtno—ooevul
without sustenance, bel
opportunity, was to provi L{
law for such things as beal
and education, but intervention
by the State must never becomne
30 great that it effectively
removed

res,
ibility, pog:

“The same applies to taxa-
ﬁon.lurvmleyo:‘rdmdl'ould

Dot unless the incentive was

teach the life of faith

“T always think that the whole |

debate about the Church and the

country like ours: ‘] vow to
thce my country all earthly

ngs above; entire, whole
andpev:(m ulcsemctdmg

“ut on to speak of ‘an-
other country [ heard of long
890’ whose King cannot be seen
and whose armies cannot
counteibc(soulbvaouland
sienty her shining bounds
increase’. Not group by group,
or party by y or even
charch by ch
soul — and each one

“That, members of the
azsembly, is the country which
you chiefly serve. You fight
your cause under the banner of
an historic church. Your success
matters greatly — as moch to
the temporal as to the spiritoal
welfare of the patica.” )

— bat soul by
counts.

Theology and
Mrs Thatcher

PASS whatever verdict you like on Mrs Thatcher’s
address to the General Assembly of the Church of Scot-
-land, there was something enormously refreshing about

. the circumstances under which it was made.

There were no PR men to pave the way, there was
no allegedly pulse-quickening music to herald ber en-
trance, no slogan-draped backcloth or high-technology
autocue; just her, a lectern and for once a critically
attentive audience rather than a slavishly adoring
gathering of the faithfal

It was an intensely Scottish occasion too, ooe of
those occasions where the mighty meet with the ordinary

.- for no other purpose than to debate important issues on
ual terms.

- That point was emphasised not by the stupid

" gestures of the thankfully few who would rather Mrs

Thatcher had not been heard, but by the way in which
lhehadtoukehumtmthebaunnobtruuvdyand
wait for the summons to speak.

The Scottishness was emphasised by the presence
of the Lord High Commissi and his attendant
tories, none of whom would have been present in their

"’ respiendeat official garb and status had pot Scotland
. . once been a sovereign state.

: And that gave Saturday a peculiarly historic note.
To dismiss Mrs Thatcher’s appearance as simply part of
a much peeded image-polishing process following her
party’s rebuff by the Scottish electorate is to miss an
important point.

As we and others have often noted, the General
Assembly of the Church of Scotland is the only forum
we have which approximates to a Scottish Assembly. But
for once the Genera! Assembly fitted the bill of a forum
where we can call the executive arm of Government to

- account.

It will be recalled that in the political burly-barly
" during and -after the General Election, much was made
of bow the Government’s policies were not in tune with
the morals, attitudes, aspirations and values of the
Scottish people.

And did pot Mrs Thatcher on Saturday somehow
recognise the existence of that divide, real or perceived,
in the way she addressed the Assembly, not to desounce
it as some Opposition party as some in the Conservative
Party would, but to give an account of her morals,
attitudes, aspirations, and values.

Accept or reject what she said, the fact remains that
Saturday was an important landmark in the political life
of our nation. The fact that the Prime Minister gave an
account of herself to the General Assembly has enhanced
the status of the Church of Scotland, not demeaned it to
the status of the PR value of a football match appear-
ance as a few were asserting.

As to the nature of Mrs Thatcher’s theology, it

d curiously b pun, mot in itself surprising,
since all of us who have not been immersed in theologi-
cal seminars throughout our lives, but call ourselves
Christians, must necessarily conduct our lives according
to 2 homespun theology.

But Mrs Thatcher conducts the life of a nation, and
much of her policy thinking, we now understand, is ruled
by ber own theology. Much is acceptable to all, for
example the primacy of the doctrine of free will rather
than that of Calvinistic predestination.

However the opening up of her soul has revealed the
fundamental reason why such a gull bas opened up
between Mrs Thatcher’s Government and the Church,
m(lumecoﬂandbulmEnglandaswelL

Mrs Thatcher’s theology gives pride of place to the
mdmdnal and the exercise of individual responsibilities
™ according to Christian principles. But she has either con-
_ sciously rejected, or simply pot thought about, the exten-

" sion of that thinking.

In a nutshell, what she said was that if the individual
gets his or her spiritual thinking right, the correct
material consequences in terms of help for the less
fortunate will follow. It is the kind of thinking that has
led her to declare previously that there is no such thing
as society, only individuals.

But for churchmen, the spiritual and the material,
like freedom, is indivisible and not pot sequential. Mrs
Thatcher called in aid of her theology the hymn that tells

iz of a country whose king cannot be seen and whose

armies cannot be counted but “soul by soul and silently

“~ ber shining bounds increase.”

Not “group by group but soul by soul” she

" emphasised, to which churchmen would say, yes, soul by

soul, but as brother and sister. The failure of Mrs

Thatcher to have that kind of thinking in ber theology,
is where she and the Church part company




IN HHER Epistle to the Caledonians, Mrs
Margaret Thatcher will have embar-
rassed some of her disciples by talking
about God and the Bible.

To old Tories these are deeply personal matters,

alkin to sex and personal
hygiene, that ought not
to he the subject of
public discussion.

Al one time, even
Church of England
vicars blushed at the
mention of religion and
there are still bishops
who wince when The
Almighty is introduced
into the conversation.

Mrs Thatcher, who
wus brought up in a
Methodist household,
has no such inhibitions,
When she addressed the
General Assembly of
the Church of Scotland
at the weekend, God
was the {irst item on the
agenda.

Welcomed

This is a turn of events
much to be welcomed.
Politics in Britain has
been about economics
for as long as I can
remember, and it would
be exhilarating if we
could now start talking
about something else.

Whether she was wise,
politically, to lnunch the
new Tory spirituality in
Scotland is more ques-
tionable.

The Scots, by and
large, hold to gauntly
Calvinistic beliefs, are
repularly attendant at
church, and are

Blessed
“turn of
events

traditionally censorious
of decadent carryings-
on South of the Border.

I am always inclined
to take my hands out of
pockets, straighten up
and watch my step
when I go to Scotland.

Then again, the Scots
have recently fallen into
sinful habits like not
voting Tory at General
Elections. It was
necessary for Mrs
Thatcher to act swiftly
and boldly.

She is aware, obvious-
ly, that the outward and
visible signs of her Ad-
ministration’s success
consists largely of
baubles like Porsches
and wine bars.

So she hit the Elders
of the Church with this:
“We are told we must
work and use our
talents to create wealth.
‘If a man will not work
he shall not eat’, wrote
St Paul to the
Thessalonians.

THE BRIGHTEST
WAY TO
START YOUR WEEK

e

i e
G Sl

Mbnev talks ... Mrs Thatcher preaches to the disbelievers

“But, it is not the
creation of wealth that
is wrong, but love of
money for its own sake.

“The spiritual dimen-
sion comes in deciding
what one does with the
wealth.”

There is no denying
that this is ediflying
stuff. Mr Nigel Lawson,

. next door at No 11, can

be left to the earthy
business of making us
all rich.

Mrs Thatcher, at No
10, will take care of the
spiritual side of things.
There are many flaws in
this strategy although
Mr Neil Kinnock, in his
knee-jerk response,
failed to identify any of
them.

The choice that Mrs
Thatcher envisages—
the anguish over the
distribution of surplus
wenlth—is itself a
luxury.

The great majority in
the nation would be
delighted with so high-
falutin® an anguish.
Such spiritual torment
costs more than ost
people can afford.

It is rare for a Prime
Minister to express con-
victions and feelings that
cannot be explained in
the form of a graph.
Margaret Thatcher has
revealed herself.
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By JOHN DEANS
Political Correspondent

THE - British must match
new-found “wealth and

return to traditional family values.

That was the message from Mrs
Thatcher and Home Secretary Doug-
las Hurd last night as the country

faces the new challenges of the 1990s.

The Prime Minister,
Scotland at the weekend.

nine years ago.

their
freedom
with a fresh moral crusade and

speaking in
firmly
defended the creation of wealth and
restoration of individual freedom
achieved - since she swept to power

»-.;‘:-’:&W& K w‘]&;

A
.n

fﬁ:.*mc

Hurd backg Maggle
over moral crusade

Emphasising the importance of
self-reliance and personal responsibil-
ity, she defied the protests of some
churchmen to declare to the General
Assembly of the Church of Scotland
in Edinburgh: ‘It is not the creation
of wealth that is wrong, but the love
of money for its own sake.’

Expanding on the strong beliefs
which underscore her pioneering po-

litical views, she added: ‘The spiritual
dimension comes from deciding what
one does with the wealth and how we
respond to the many calls for help .
and invest for the future.’

Just 24 hours later, Mr Hurd backed
her up with a fresh plea to parents,
teachers and church leaders to play a
bigger role in restoring moral values
and achieving a return to the commu-

nity spirit which reigned in Britain
before the television age.

Interviewed on the ITV programme
Weekend World, the Home Secretary
sald that since 1979, the restoration of
personal freedom had reversed the
country's economic decline.

But the time had now come, he said,
to tug the other string and re-empha-
sise personal responsibility,

Deputy Labour leader Roy Hatter-
sley claimed after watching Mr Hurd,
however. that the Home Secretary
was breaking ranks and distancing
himself from Mrs Thatcher and that
he was embarrassed by the * greedy
and violent society created by the
Prime Minister.'
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rowly escaped death in
the Brighton bombing
almost four years ago.

WHEN Mrs

‘f- by CHRIS BUCKLAND
’~> Thatcher de-

Political Editor

ari mags in her

@ livered the
Gospel
SAccording
to St Margaret at the
Church of Scotland’s
General Assembly at
the weekend, she was
suspected of hijacking
a religious meeting.

After all, breathing
life into the Tory vote
north of the border will
require a miracle al-
most as great as the
Resurrection.

Some of her more
cynical opponents even
believe she goes to
Church every Sunday
not to listen to The
Word but in case the
Almighty has problems

and might want to ask
her for a bit of advice.

The Prime Minister's
religious faith, how-
ever. is vitally import-
ant to her.

It is much more im-
portant than the blaz-
ing rows she has with
the =wets™ who lurk
under Bishop's robes.

MORAL

She moved to the
Church of England
after a Methodist up-
bringing under the
watchful eye of her dot-
ing father Alderman
Reberts in Grantham.

She now believes that
the Established Church

handbag point way

has a duty to join in the
crusade to look after
the nation's morals
while she looks after its
bank balance.

She may not read
every word preached by
Dr Robert Runcie—a
man who, according to
Edward Heath, she
wants booted out of his
job as Archbishop of
Canterbury.

She does, however,
carry around in her
handbag obscure parish
magazines with homi-
lies from vicars that

meet her approval
squeezed among the an-
nouncements of flower
festivals and bring-and-
buy sales.

Indeed it is surprising
that some startled cler-
ics have not demanded
copyright payvments
when their vicarage jot-
tings appear in a major
political speech or are
trotted out in a TV in-

terview with Sir Robin

Day.

Close collegues saw a
change come over Mrs
Thatcher after she nar-

It was moving when she
described the light com-
ing through the Church
window on the follow-
ing Sunday and real-
ised, “this was theday I
was not meant to see.”
One of her closest
Cabinet collegues said:
“That made her realise
she was mortal —a dif-
ficult enough concept
for the most humble of
us.
“She knows that
round any corner there
may be an Armalite
pointing at her or an-
other bomb waiting.”
She does not forget,
either, the message the
IRA sent her after
Brighton — “This time
you were lucky. We
only have to be lucky

once.
in Scotland at the week-
end she was simply re-
peating the message she

When she spoke

had first heard at her
tather’s knee.

It was a simple dic-
tum trom John Wesley,
whose split from the
Church of England 250
vears ago this week led
to the founding of the
Methodist Church.

He said: “Gain all you
Can, save all you can,
gnve all you can”

She this
own

has carried
further with he
brutal logic when she
once declared that the
Good Samarittan
wouldn't have been a
H coud it he

to pay

roadside. Mvs Thatcher
clearly believes the
dear old C of E should
be more like the robust
free churchers of her
formative years with
their fulminations ag-
ainst sin.

She does have her fa-
vourites among the
muddlers. like Bishop
of London and anti-
women priest cam-
paigner Graham Leon-
ard.

BLAME

She can barely dis-
guise her loathing, how-
ever, for the
“parachute” clergy who
Lind in the middle of
deprived cities, take up
the class war of their
downtrodden parishon-
ers and blame the Gov-

nent tor

every il

That was why she sent
the Chief Rabbi to the
House of Lords this
year. He has no time for
such nonsense and nei-
ther do the many Jew-
ish voters in her
Finchley constituency.

But the lady does try
to convert the “hea-
then” clerics to the true
path of Thatcherism.

I.ast November she
called Dr Runcie and
seven senior bishops to
Chequers to tell them
the Church of England
must play a leading role
in raising moral stan-
dards.

She did not get very
far. Indeed, as one of
them is reputed to have
said after meeting her:
“There, but  for the
prace of God. goes
God.”

* % %% TODAY Monday May 23 1988
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PRIMIS Minister Margavret
Thatcher sulfered a rebuke from
the Church of Scotland at the
weekend when she was presented
with a document outlining alter-
natives to her policies.

Atthekirk's general assembly in
Edinburgh she was urged to read
the document, called Just Sharing,
which calls for redistribution of

by our
Scottish Correspondent

wealth to the poor. .
The document, said the kirk,
contains policies based on Christ-

ian values and reflects the kirk's
strong opposition to the budget,
poll tax and social security
changes.

And it contained a housing pol-
icy calling for comprehensive pro-

vision to meet all needs in place of

-exclusive promotion of the private
sector. o

But the 1,200 ministers and el-
ders at the general assembly were
split on whether the Prime Minis-
ter should have been allowed the
unique honour of addressing it at
all.

Five ministers in succession

opposed this, while Mrs Thatcher
waited in the visitor's gallery wait-
ing for the opportunity she was
seeking.

Three of them were from dep-
rived Glasgow areas: John Ainslie
from Easterhouse, Stuart
MacQuarrie from Toryglen, and
Alan Sorenson from Provan.

Mr McQuarrie walked out of the
assembly after it volubly rejected

the dissenters, and invited Mis
Thatcher to the rostrum

Anotherone ol the five ministers
who tried to stop the Thatcher ser
mon, the Rev Paraic Reamonn of
Cockburnsparth, was clearly out-
raged by it.

“What this government has been
doing to the country and particu
larly the poor since 1979 ke the
speech adisgracelul travesty of the
gospel,” he said.
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p HICH is better—loadsamoney

i or loadsadebt? Neil Kinnock

¥~ was talking his usual load of

codswallop when he gave the impression

that there is something wicked about
making money.

We have been poor under the
socialists and prosperous under the
Tories. ]

We know which is preferable.

In her speech to church leaders
at the Scottish General Assembly,
Mrs Thatcher was right to point
out that it is a Christian duty to
help others.

She was also
right to point out
that the money to
help others does
not fall from
heaven.

If we are to
spend more on
hospitals, on edu-
cation, on looking VO &=
after the poor and  Moggie. .. right
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the needy we first have to create

wealth.

Mrs Thatcher’'s main achieve- !

ment has been to unshackle the
talents and the energies of the
people.

She has made it possible for
them to help themselves and they
have helped the country.

However, there is still a stub-
born minority who ask first what
the state can do for them before
they ask what they can do for
themselves.

They still need to be convinced
of the power of self help.

When they are, watch Britain go.
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by Neil Kinnock, the Labour lead-

more money than they have ever
| er, when he called Thatcherism a

ocratic  societies cannot be

{ “loadsamoney” philosophy that
would lead to “loadsatrouble”.
Torics know they stand vulner-
able 1o the charge. A Harris poll
| published in yesterday's Observer
| found that most people feel richer
and freer, but less happy and
more sclfish.

Mr Hurd said yesterday that
1 Conservatism had always con-
{ tained the two strands of frecdom
{ and responsibility. “But some-
| times you have to put the empha-

'3 sis on the one, sometimes on the

i other. We do now nced to
emphasise more than we have,

; more than we did at the begin-

i ning, that individualism is not a

| narrow or selfish thing.

i “The rcason why you put stress
on individual achievement, en-
couraging people to achicve, and
making it possible for them to do
so, is not so that we can pile up
individual masses of wealth, but
so that the community as a whole
is a more decent place.”

In an interview recorded last
week;, before Mrs Thatcher’s ad-
dress, but broadcast ycsterday on
ITV's Weekend World, Mr Hurd

had before, owning thcir own
house, owning some shares —
‘look, there’s a community to
which you also belong, be an ac-
tive citizen within it’.”

Mrs Thatcher told the General
Asscmbly of the Kirk in Edin-
burgh on Saturday that the tenth
commandment, ‘Thou shalt not
covet’, recogniscd “that making
money and owning things could
become selfish activities”. But it
was not the creation of wealth
that was wrong, but love of moncy
for its own sake: the spiritual di-
mension came in deciding what to
do with wealth.

Both the Prime Minister and
the Home Secretary insisted that
the essentials of the welfare state
should remain intact. “In our gen-
eration, the only way we can en-
sure that no one is left without
sustenance, help or opportunity,
is to have laws to provide for
health and education, pensions
for the elderly, succour for the
sick and disabled,” Mrs Thatcher
said.

Mr Hurd said: “You are going
to go on having a health system,
an education system and a social

touched by a call to somcthing
greater than themselves. Political
structures, state institutions, col-
lective ideals, are not enough.”
Politicians should strive “to bring
out the good in pcople, and to
fight down the bad”.

Mr Hurd believed politicians
were “not very good at preaching
responsibilities”, and conceded
that it was not much good “the
Home Secretary going up and
down the country telling people
to be virtuous”. The -Govern-
ment’s role lay in helping people
to rediscover their abilities.

Roy Hattersley, Labour’s dep-
uty leader, commented that “the
greedy and violent society created
by Mrs Thatcher is clearly an
embarrassment to Douglas Hurd.
He knows that it will not last in
the 1990s, and he didn’t try very
hard to disguise his feelings.”

Mr Hattersley added that Mrs
Thatcher’s speech in Scotland
showed “she still has no compas-
sion, no feclings of fairness, no
gencrosity of spirit, and no sense
of community”.

Reaction; Tory morality, page 2
Leading article, page 14
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Church leaders say
Thatcher speech

missed the

RELIGIOUS leaders said yester-
day that Margaret Thatcher’
speech to the General A biy

By Nick Cohen

7
of the Church of Scotland be-
trayed an ignorance of Christian
ideas of justice.

The Rev Brian Duckworth,
general secretary of the Method-
iz Division of Social Responsibil-
ity, said that despite the Prime
Minister's Nonconformist back-

od and her participation in
mm discussion  groups
while she was a studeat in Oxford,
she had missed the point.

“The issue is not whiether peo-
ple are charitable or courteous,
although they are both important.
What matters as far as govern-
ments are concerned is the stew-
ardship of resources and the jus-
tice of the societies they preside
over. This has been a central
point in both the Jewish and
Christian tradition from Leviticus
onwards.

“Our fundamental charge is
that we are moving from a rela-

tively just society to a relatively
unjust one, and that is something
which sticks in the craw of those
of us who have to see the conse-
quences.”

The Prime Minister told the as-
sembly on Saturday that: “Chris-
tianity is about spiritual redemp-
tion, not social reform.” She said
that any set of personal and eco-
DOmMiC arrangements which is not
founded on individual respon-
sibility will do nothing but harm.

Quoting St Paul, she said: “If a
man will not work, he shall ot
eat. It was important to work hard
and use our talents before we
could help others.”

Mr Duckworth said that Mrs
Thatcher failed to distinguish be-
tween the need for individ
responsibility and the respoansibil

point

need for individual responsibility
over the use of money is some-
thing on which all Christians are
2greed. But the message of the
Bible is that governments have
responsibilities too.

“It is not part of Christian
teaching to produce a situation in
which the gap between rich and
poor is increasing and public ser-
vices such as health and educa-
tion are not given a proper share
of our resources. This is the rea-
son why so many church leaders
have been critical of Government

licy in recent years.”

p'001:1 Saturday, the Moderator of
the Church of Scotland, the Right
Rev James White, presented Mry
Thatcher with two church reports
oo bousing and a Christian ap-
proach to the distribution of in-
come and benefits, both highty
critical of Government policies.
Five mini had d to

ities of society. The Anglican
Bishop of Manchester, Stanley
i added: “The

stop the Prime Minister making
ber speech but, they were over-
ruled by Professor White.

Man behind the moral
tone of Conservatism

THE PRIME Minister’s moral
defence of “Thatcherism™ under-
lined her growing concern about
the uncaring image of her brand
of Conservatism.

Her speech to the General As-
sembly of the Church of Scotland
in Edinburgh echoed the themes
of a recent private lecture to the
Centre for Policy Studies, in
which she stressed the need for
self-help and for people to use the
reforms achieved by her adminis-
tration.

The man behind Margaret
Thatcher’s credo on the morality
of Conservatism is Brian Grif-
fiths, the head of her policy unit at

ing Street.

Mrs Thatcher appointed him to
take over the unit after being im-
pressed by his two books on the
morality of right-wing economic
policies: Morality and Monetarism
and The Creadion of Wealth, writ-
ten when he was the Dean of The
City University Business School.

Wounded by the criticism that
the Conservative Party was uncar-
ing about the unemployed, the
poor and the sick, Mrs Thatcher
used the parable of the Good Sa-
maritan to argue that wealth cre-
ation was the precondition for
belping the less well off: the Sa-
mantan could not have helped if
be bhad not had the wealth to do
80, she argued.

By Colin Brown
Political Correspondent

But Professor Griffiths gave
intellectual force to her personal
beliefs. A sidesman at his local
church, and demic cc 1

“Ever since the early Church's
experiment in communism, there
have always been those who have
considered that private 3
interest and profit were at best
Questionable and at worst im-
moral and wicked ”

to the Bank of England, he com-
bined Christianity and Conser-
vatism in credo which she in-
stinctively believed to be right:
the importance of wealth creation
in providing freedom and dignity
to the individual; and the recogni-
tion that wealth carried respon-
sibilities.

He wrote: “The Christian ac-
cepts that self-interest as well as
sclfishness are hallmarks of the
world in which we live. It is no
use, therefore, designing and de-
vising an economic system based
on an unrealistic view of man and
for the Government to try to
manipulate that system for the
common good. In this sense the
Christian has a sympathy for
Adam Smith, who faced up to the
challenge of how to use both
self-interest and selfishness or as
be put it, self-love — in the inter-
ests of the wider community.”

In the introduction to The Cre-
azion of Wealth, he wrote that the
Christian church had never found
it easy to come to terms with the
market place.

He d these misgivings
by arguing that “it was the markst
economy which brought about the
transformation of the Western
world from widespread poverty to
the level of prosperity which it
Dow enjoys”.

The redistribution of wealth
Wwas not an adequate solution to
the problem of world poverty, be
said. “The challenge for the
Christian is this: a certain degree
of inequality has to be allowed in
society if such a society is to pre-
serve human diginity and freedom
and to achieve basic standards of

Justice.

“It is important that people
should recerve the rewards of
their work. But at the same time
moncey involves responsibility and
the Christian as steward is called
to share his resources with oth-
en.”

The moral case for the market
economy was that it helped to
protect the freedom and dignity
of the individual, sccording to
Professor Griffiths — two factors
which have been repeatedly
stressed by the Prime Minister.
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imix and match
‘morality
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EITHER Cardinal
Hume nor the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury,
d would, I suspect, seek
to deny that religious belief has
been the cause of a great deal of
the world's ancient miseries.
It is patently true, of course,
that a lot of wars which were
officially supposed to be about
religion were really about ideol-
. opy or greed, or more likely

both. But then no one but God
i is in a position to know exactly
. what emotions, sinful or other-
i wise, are in the mind of a priest
i when he blesses the spears, the
cannon or the bombs.

In terms of this sort of hypoc-
I risy, the Christian religion
! must be well up the scale in the
" mega-death league. Though it is

a creed officially based on
I mercy, forgiveness of enemies
| and turning of cheeks, it has a
| lot of bloodshed to answer for.

So we need not be greatly sur-
prised by the controversy be-
tween Mrs Thatcher and a sub-
stantial section of the clergy
concerning the precise moral
status of wealth and property
within Christian ethics. If it has
been so easy for our rulers
through the ages to ignore any-
thing as direct as the sixth com-
© mandment (thou shalt not kill)
how can we expect them to
have serious scruples about the
tenth (thou shalt not covet)?

But of course, Mrs Thatcher
was not talking about breaking
any of the commandments
when she gave that august
body, the General Assembly of
the Church of Scotland, the
benefit of her Christian philoso-
phy last Saturday. On the con-
rary, she was concerned to
show that the ideology underly-
ing the actions of her Govern-
ment was consistent with — no,
actually the embodiment of —
Judaic-Christian morality.

Nor were her remarks
remotely new, let alone surpris-
ing, to anyone familiar with the
development of Thatcherism
since she hijacked the old Con-
servative party in 1975, At the
heart of her address (one dare
not call it a mere speech) was
the familiar Thatcherite propo-
sition that wealth has to exist if
we are to have the resources to
help the unfortunate, either in-
dividually or collectively.

It 1s this proposition which
has been consistently deployed
whenever the Government has
needed to justify what it was
doing. As Mrs Thatcher's third
term has progressed, it has be-
come a deatening chorus.

I'hus  the measures which
have been brought under its
moral umbrella extend from
such contradictory actions as
handing out vast tax conces-
sions to a handful of astronomi-
cally rich people to cutting
some social security benefits
| tor the very poor; to seeking

new ways of dividing the rich
from the poor in health care
and education; and even to
removing the concept of *“‘abil-
ity to pay" from local taxation.

As Mr Frank Field, Labour
chatrman of the Commons
soclal services committee,
remarked recently, the orches-
trated nature of this campaign

are now frightened by the
harsh society they are creating,
and by the growing public
revulsion from it. They sud-
denly see the need to clothe it in
Christian garments,

Thus Mr Douglas Hurd, in a
campaign which colleagues in-
sist 15 his own idea and not that
of Mr Bernard Ingham, has
recently been lecturing the
Church of England about its
duty to preach personal inoral-
ity rather than social engineer-
ing. But his unease with his
recently-adopted Thatcherite
creed has been reflected in his
plea for its wealthy benelicia-
ries to show, quite literally,
some Christian charity towards
its victims.

Yet 1 suspect I am not en-
tirely alone in seeing Mr Hurd's
rather condescending version
of Mrs Thatcher's philosophy
as in some respects even more
offensive than its robust origi-
nal. The Iron Lady has the vir-
tues of her faults, and though
she pays some lip service to
that archetypally “Victorian™
virtue, the basket of fruit for
the poor, her main concern is
the creation of wealth to fi-
nance collective care for the un-
lucky and the incapable.

Her case rests on two main
pillars; both are simplistic in
the extreme, though none the
worse for that. The first is that
a ‘dependency society” is the
inevitable result of an all-em-
bracing wellare state, and that
dependency stifles initiative.
Only its removal will restore
the incentive to work.

The second is that high taxes
also stifle initiative, and that
low taxes actually produce
more revenue hy encouraging
high earners and wealth cire-
ators to earn still more. A low
tax economy, it is argued, gen-
erates more private wealth as
well as more revenue for the
Exchequer.

The juxtaposition of these
two propositions has caused
Mrs Thatcher's critics to ask
pertinently why it is that the
rich must have more money to
work harder, while the poor
will only exert themselves if
they get less. It is a fair debal-
ing point, but a better question
is whether either or both propo-
sition is true?

And here there is an obvious
inconsistency, if not an outright
contradiction, between the two
propositions. For the logic of
the first is that it is the very
existonce of a welfare stafe
which ' creates. debilitating de-
pendency. Yet not even Mrs
Thatcher has so far dared to ad-
vocate the dismantling of the
social services in their entirety.
It is true that there are people
who actually advocate just such
a course, and that some of them
remain close to Mrs Thatcher.
But electoral politics still en-
sure that even a fourth term
Thatcher administration  will
stop short of anything so
radical.

As for the second proposition,
even some otherwise orthodox
Treasury officials have genuine
doubts about the incentive ef-
fect of tax cuts on the rich.
What's more, even on the most
optimistic view, their success
clearly depends on the Lawson
boom continuing more or less
indefinitely. In the current
\wnrld climate, and with a bal-
ance of payments crisis already
looming, few people would
count on that.

But if these two propositions
prove mistaken, what is left of
Mrs Thatcher's version of the
Christian ethic? Not much, ex-
cept perhaps her assertion last
week that everyone, absolutely
everyone, had already bene-
fited from her brand of Chris-
tian economics. :

Perhaps she hasn't seen the
youngsters camping out under
the walls of London‘'s Royal
Festival Hall. But, if she has,
she might turn her attention to
the ninth commandment — the
one that says “Thou shalt not

suggests that even ministers

bear false witness.”

22 COMMENT

other side

delivered to the assembled Church of Scotland on

Saturday: both because it told us more clearly
than a dozen Conservative Conference orations what
she stands for, and because it told us something new
about Mrs Thatcher. Three sentences spanned the core.
“We are all responsible for our own actions. We cannot
blame sociely il we disobey the law. We simply cannot
delegate the exercise of mercy and generosity to
others.” In her mind, “Speaking personally as a Chris-
tian," those beliefs have Old and New Testament roots.
Jesus “chose to lay down his life that our sins may be
forgiven.” Saint Paul told the Thessalonians: “If a man
will not work, he shall not eat.” One of the Ten Com-
mandments is to love your neighbour as yourself. Hith-
erto she has nol outwardly appeared much concerned
about Christianity, except occasionally to berate its
more exalted Anglican representatives on carth for
their ‘damp obstreperousness. Now we have an evenly
matched theological debate. Not between the Church
and the forces of uncaring, agnostic capitalism, but be-
tween two interpretations of the Christian faith. When
Mrs Thatcher journeys through the decrepit back
streets of Stepney she thinks, perhaps, of what St. Paul
wrote to the Thessalonians. When the Bishop of Stepney
addresses his flock, however, he cannot put from his
mind, the slum houses along the mean streets in which
his congregation lives, He would say that it is the res-
ponsibility of the only national cougregation we have,
the State, to help rescue his parishioners from squalor. |
She would say that the rescue must be individual, be-
cause the State (under umpteen socialist governments)
contrived the squalor and the hopelessness. The bishops
of urban decay are merely parotting the failed nostrums
of a failed polilics. If she were to accept their sermons,
then she would fail too.

?EEHAT was a remarkable speech the Prime Minister

dwelling over. Human nature. If (on Mrs Thatcher’s
reckoning) the old apparatus of State socialism col-
lapsed because of collectivist apathy, then her vision
must reflect what people can actually do. But it doesn’t.
On taxation: “While you and I would work extremely
hard whatever the circumstances, thcre. are qndoubt-
edly some who would not unless the incentive was
there. And we need their efforts, too.” There are no quo-
{ations from the Testaments, Old or New, to lend theo-
logical resonance to that. It says that whilst I, for my-
self, am not idle or dilatory or selfish or greedy, I am
perforce surrounded by people wl}o_ are. They do not
have my sense of personal responsibility. T!ley must be
induced — even in Old Testament terms, bribed — to fit
into my scheme for things. But who can say that they
will. Who can tell what St. Paul would havg: thought
about a credit card society borrowed to'the hilt, fgehpg
less content with its own conscience than once it did,
watching the gap between rich and poor open wxdpr_?
Mrs Thatcher's speech is not to be easily .dem‘ded; it is
too serious for that. But one wonders how it might have
applied to the Good Samaritan. Would the travellers
have passed by on the other side because it would do the
hapless wayfarer good to, stand. up and shape up %
Would they have shrugged and left it.to the Social Ser~
vices Departiment of the day, currently on a go-slow be-
cause of controversial adjustments to ‘the Damascus
waiting allowance ? Would there have been followers of
Mrs Thatcher who, though she hersqlf would have
helped if she'd been on the road at the time, were more
interested in creating wealth in the Jerusalem develop-
ment zone ?. The questions are not simply put. Tl_ley are
questions (for which we must thank the Prime Minister)
about the shape of British society to come.
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And yet there is a chink in the argument worth
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1heironiesin
Thatcher’s letter
to the elders

Netshos
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HE MOST interesting rev-

elation in Mrs Thatcher's

first epistle to the elders of
the Kirk is that the Prime Min-
ister is not herselt a
Thatcherite.

The driving force of the phi-
losophy which has made her
famous throughout the world is
that people, particularly rich
people, respond to increased in-
centives, But, turning to the
subject of taxation during her
weekend speech to the General
Assembly of the Church of Scot-
land, she said: “While you and [
work extremely hard whatever
the circumstances, there are
undoubtedly some who would
unless the incentive was
there. And we need their efforts
too."

S0, all these taxes are being
reduced in order to get some (a
minority?) to unleash their self
interest in a way that the Prime
Minister admits doesn’t apply
to her and which she scems
ever so taintly to disapprove of.

Few would question Mrs
Thatcher's assessment of her-
self. She is one of the hardest
working politicians in the
world. Most people would ac-
cept that in the present scale of
values she certainly deserves
ore money, but it is difticult
to see how it could increase her
application.

There are only 24 hours in
the day. Indeed the Prime Min-
ister suffered a substantial self-
inflicted pay cut when she
‘waived an increase a few years
‘ago “‘pour encourager les
‘autres’.” Whether there is 'a
causal connection between this
pay cut and her amazing incens
tive to work would require
more detailed study by others.

‘The proposition that the rest
of the populace needs Thatcher-
ism when its architect does not
sits ill at ease with another Bib-
lical precept which she empha-
sised at the weekend: “Do as
you would be done by™.

It would also be helpful to
have a reaction to her emphasis
on the virtue of tolerance from
rusticated politicians like He-
seltine, Biffen, Prior, Gilimour,
Brittan, Carrington, Pym and
St John-Stevas to name but
eipzht.

It is difficult to underestimate
Mrs Thatcher’s contribution to
wealth ereation. But for all the
undoubted (though difticult to
quantity) extra wealth gener-
ated among  individuals  and
companies through tax changes
it palls into insignificance com-
pared with the extra wealth
venerated by inertia.

The archetypal hero of the
Thateher revolution may be the
budding entreprenenr who sells
Lis (or, her) house to make it
rich in business. The  blunt
truth is that most of them, par-
ticularly in the bloated South-
cast, would have been much

1, 1.4

better off keeping their house,
opening a bottle of white bur-
gundy and letting the ludicrous |
rise in house prices do the rest.

Mrs Thatcher herself may
well have earned more by buy-
ing a house in Dulwich she has
never occupied than from the
hard-earned fruits of office.
And thus far, at least, richer
businessmen unless they
have lucrative stock options —
have also received more from
house inflation and the tax cuts
themselves than from the extra
wealth which reduced taxes
were supposed to generate,

And it doesn't end there. Brit-
ain, thanks to Mrs T, consists of
66 per cent owner occupiers. It
is not because owner-occupa-
tion is self evidently a good
thing. If it was then why is rent-
ing so popular in wealthier
countries like France, Switer-
land and Germany? It is popu-
lar mainly because of the un-
paralleled financial incentives
attached buoyed up by a short-
age of homes linked partly to
the Government's refusal to

build council homes which tra-

ditionally have satisfied so
much of the market for first
homes.

And, coming shortly, the abo-
lition of the last remaining
property tax — the rates — in
tavour of the poll tax which nei-
ther relates to ability to pay
(the millionaire will be charged
asmuch asa pauper) nor Lo use
of the services involved (be-
cause tramps making no de-
mands will also have to pay
something).

The theory is that people will
get rich and, as the more en-
lightened Victorians did, they
will give their money to
charity.

Far too much of today's pros-
perity is money which would
otherwise have gone to the poor
had not pensions and other
benefits been deliberately held
back from participating in the
strong growth of earnings of
those in employment.

If the effect is to take money
from the poor and give it to the
rich in the hope that they will
give it back again, what is the
point of starting it in the lirst
place?

What Mrs Thatcher is doing
for the present generation is
nothing to the problems of in-
equality bequeathed to
posterity.

[n the next. century as chil-
dren inherit (tax free if you
haye a passable accountant) the
"owner-occupied”'wealth artifi-
cially stimulated by Govern-
ment policies, the country will
be divided as never before be-
tween those whose parents
passed on these uncarned for-
tunes and those who did not.

Mrs Thatcher will not only (if
she has her way) have buried
socialism, but the very concept
of equality of opportunity
which she proclaiis so sin-

| toreed

cerelyv-elsewhere. . .
1t may be significant that the
person whom the Prime Minis-
ter first quoted as an example
of Thatcherism being exported
around the world — President
Mitterrand — is now presiding
over a swing back to the left.

It is, to be fair, a government
whose policies are far more
market orientated than they
otherwise would have been as a
result of Mrs Thatcher's revolu-
tion. But the only conerete pol-
icv to emerge from President
Mitterrand's rambling letter to
the French people was  the
promise of a wealth tax which
the majority of voters seem to
have accepted as the equitable
counterpoint of a policy which
attempts  to reduce life-time
taxes to create more wealth.

Indeed, tar from burying
socialism, the most lasting ef
fect of Mrs Thatcher's regime
may vyet turn out to be to have
socialist  parties  hoth
here and abroad to shed nine
teenth century ideological bag-
gage which they may have

found it impossible to do on |

their own.

|
l
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Thousands of Christians from all
ning of the Year of the Bible. But it all proved t
ing the massed singing. More than 5,000 peopl

over Scotland converged on the Glas

gow Garden Festival to celebrate the begin-
00 much for one youngster who fell asleep in his father’s arms dur-
e packed into the main arena to enjoy hours of entertainment.

Thatcher’s biblical discourse

fails to

THE = Prime Minister, Mrs

Margaret Thatcher, revealed

the Christian ~ principles on
which she bases. her political
philosoayhy in a speech to the
Gener Assembly = of the
Church of Scotland in Edin-
burgh on Saturday. AR
A move by five dissenting’
Ministers to  deny ' her the
opportunity to speak was over-
whelmingly rejected by the
commissioners. and her audi-
ence then heard a remarkable
rsonal statement describing
r innermost beliefs. ;
She told how key elements of
the Old and New  Testaments
had created for her “‘a view of
the universe, a proper.attitude
to work, and the principles to’
shape economic and social life.”
The
responsibility ran through her
speech and she asserted that it
was not the creation of wealth
that was wrong, but love of
money for its own sake.
Afterwards, the Rev Maxwell
Craig, convener of the Church,
and Nation Committee, said he
was glad the Assembly had been
courteous and listened to what -
she had had to say. = .10}
However, his initial reaction
was that Scotland’s needs were
better declared in the two:
reports presented to her by the
Moderator than in any of her
words. The reports, to be deb-.
ated at the Assembly, are criti-
cal of Government policy over

theme of individual °

housing and

the distribution of
wealth. ; ,

“Her speech was a wise one.

that did not touch on any points
of controversy,” he said. “But
that does not remove the con-
troversy that will be demons-
trated during the Assembly. It
is to be regretted that she will
not. be able to see the debates.
Only to come to the opening day
gives' a somewhat superficial
impression of the ' Assembily’s
business.”

The Ministers hoping to stop

her-speaking had their dissent

aHS b s S ;
By WILLIAMPAUL 72 /s/¢g

since 1979, and particularly to
the poor makes her speech a
quite disgraceful travesty of the
gospel.” ‘ v

The Rev Stuart MacQuarrie,

of Toryglen in Glasgow, said
Mrs Thatcher’s presence was
both inappropriate and insensi-
tive because the visit was using
the Assembly for blatant party
Political purposes. “Rather than
ecturing and sermonising to us
she should actually listen to
what we have to say.”

The Rev Alan Sorenson, of
Househillwood in Glasgow, said

' © Assembly reports — Page 4; Editorial — Page 10

Allan Massie on The Sermon on the Mound — Page 11’

recorded. Afterwards the Rev
Paraic. Reamonn, of East
Lothian; said: “I felt the Prime
Minister was . coming to the
Assembly not out of zeal for the
glory “of God but to use
Assembly for her own debatable

political purposes.
“Many of us in the Kirk think
the . gospel . of , acquisitive

individualism she preaches is
diametrically o?posed to .the
Christian gospel.” ., : ,

He described her speech ‘as

cleverly constructed but from a
theologically ill-educated ' lay

woman. “What this Government

has been doing to the country

he had opposed the visit because
it was part of a campaign to
raise Mrs Thatcher’s profile in
Scotland. “I am dismayed at the
Church being lum in the
same bag along with a football
game and a visit to the Garden
Festival. . L
The two other dissenters
were the Rev John Ainslie, Eas-
terhouse communit
and the Rev Hugh Drummond,

“ of Pitsligo and Sandhaven.

Support for Mrs Thatchér
came from the Rev Dr David

Whiteford, from East Lothian.

He said Mrs Thatcher had del-
ivered one of the best speeches

St Paul writes back .

t Paul writes back . . .

® The Episcopal Bishop of St Andrews, Dunkeld and Durwlane,'phe Rt Rev Michael
' Hare Duke, dons the mantle of the apostle to reply to the Prime Minister.

Dear Margaret, , & IS Y
Your address to the General
Assembly was most interesting.
In it you quoted me a number
of times and, being a compul-
. sive letter ~writer, 1 ecannot
resist a reply. SEURAL

First may I congratulate. you’
in laying to rest once and for all
the myth that theology and

litics are best kept apart.

our whole argument depended
upon the belief that social
action must be rooted in faith.
You robustly affirmed that
your thinking sprang from the
Jewish-Christian tradition.

As a rather elderly apostle,
may I say that I was gratified
to see that you wore a hat. I am
still old-fashioned ' enough to
prefer things that way.

I am concerned, however, at
the use you have made of the!
brases taken from my letters.
hen I wrote to my friends at
Thessalonica, I wished to stop

the rise of a group of preachers
who seemed to be sponging on
the faithful. ‘ y
You will remember that I bad
made it a - rule,
possible, to earn my own living
in my trade as a tentmaker and
not to become ‘a burden upon
the: Christian church, many of

‘whom came, from the low

income bracket, T was not
advocating - “a' social * policy
which denied those” who were
unable ‘to work the ' basic
resources of life. SR
Indeed the gospel which I
received was one of free and

unmerited love from God. This .

I continually taught must be
translated into genmerosity and
sharing between people.

Your particular view of life
has led you to misunderstand
some other parts of . the
Christian writings. When you
spoke of the need to create
wealth as a basis from which
geeerosity could be exercised,

wherever ¢

you seemed to quote the women
with the alabastar jar of
ointment who gave this freely
to anoint the feet of the Master.

Had you, I wonder, seen
her as a successful small
businessperson who. had taken
her opportunities to amass
sufficient savings to make the

ift possible? When my friend

uke told the story he did not
approve of ber source of
income; the normal interpreta-
tion of his phrase is that she

‘'was a' prostitute. The point of

the story was not about the
money she spent but the depth
of her love and her repentance.
- The mists of time make
things unclear but as far as my
memory serves, it is unlikely
that those letters to Timothy
actually came from my own
pen.

Let me, however, pick up
your argument. Your own com-
mitment, I realise, is to

Continued on Page 4, Col 1

minister,

win over Kirk critics

he had ever heard any Prime
Minister give to the Assembly.
It was a personal declaration of
her deep Christian faith.

As there was no election

nding, it was an appropriate
ime for her to speak to the
Assembly. It was customary for
the Assembly to hear Prime
Ministers, provided there was
no election imminent.

“In a sense it was a personal
confession of faith. It showed
her  dee and  convinced
Christian %elief and how she
strove to relate this to the
political realities that she has to |
deal * with. She ' did this, 1|
. thought, superbly. I thought it
was a masterly speech.”

Mr Neil Kinnock, the Labour
leader, and his deputy, Mr Roy
Hattersley, both criticised Mrs
Thatcher’s stance. Mr Hat-
tersley said the problem with
Conservative philosophy was
that wealth was being used to
slake individual greed7

Mr Kinnock, in a report in the
Observer, * ‘accused ' - Mrs
Thatcher of joining the less than
glorious line of rulers who
sought to justify their excesses
and deficiencies on the basis of
selective interpretation of the
Bible. He repeated his view,
given in a speech last week, that
the Government had created a
“loadsamoney” economy where
the poor got poorer and the rich
got richer. . :

—




A letter to Premier fro

Continged [ rom™Page i
encourage self-belp as opposed
to reliance upon the community
to Xrovide for sickness and
need. This may bave led you to
understand the emphasis on
making provision for one’s OWD
bousehold as some sort of refer-
ence to schemes like BUPA
ahead of their time.

None of us whose works bave
been gathered together into
what you know as the New
Testament would feel bappy
about this way of interpreting
what we wrote. We said things
pertinent to those amongst
whom we lived but always bas-
ing them on tbe priorities of our
Gospel about love, identity with
the poor and the primacy of
God’s Kingdom.

1 hope that you may find time
to read those books given you
by my wise friend, Dr James
Whyte, the new Moderator. The
titles that he chose Just Sharing

Scotland’s People
are I believe the kind of things
that T might have written at the
end of my letters bad I lived in

been
of

belonged to each otber in onpe
family. I think that those words
that vou quoted from the letter
to Timotby might Dot nowW be
limited to a duty to 3 single
“household”. They might Dow
read “Anyone who does not look
after the members of his com-
munity  bas rejected . the
faith". .0

As a Jew, I struggled hard
with all that had been given me
out of my past. I was grateful
for the Law but understood it
as a foreshadowing of that new
creation which was begun in the
life, death and resurrection of
Jesus. 1 do not find in your
words an appreciation of that
pew burst of life that we
experienced in dying to the old
Law and rising to new life in
Christ.

You have begun well, for you
have understood that in the
Cross of Christ our wealth is
pothing. As Yyou quoted: “My
richest gain I count but Joss”.
You have discerned the human
predicament in which absolute
answers must be avoided.

Yet I find it bard to know
where you find the text spon
which you base your statement,

m St Paul

“We are told we must work and
use our talents to create
wealth”. It may be that our dis-
tressed world is going to be led
forward by those who can dis-
cover richness in repunciation
pot acquisition. Hungry people
in Africa might take that view.

The centuries divide us.
Perbaps your meaning is Dot
plain to me any more than mine
is to yoa — especially as I bave
to enfrust my dictation %0 a
scribe wbo bhas forsaken an
bopest stylus for a word-

. At least we can

that in the search for true

Jiving there are many mistakes
of which we must repent.

1 marvel at your travels. I
was often op the move but
pever managed s0 swift a
trapsition as yourself from the
playing fields of Glasgow to
tbe academic pastures of New
College within a week. I wonder
if 1 was entirely wrong in dis-
couraging women from speak-
ing — 1 expect 1 was, times
bave changed.

Your brother in commubica-

tion, .
375 It V4 Paul.

A
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as split in
the ranks

BY PETER HANNAM, Chief Political Correspondent

MR DOUGLAS HURD, the
Home Secretary, warned Con-
servatives yesterday of the im-
portance of licies which
increased social -cohesion and
community values.

He claimed Tory philosophy
had for the last 150 years
entailed two strands — freedom
and responsibility. The first had
rightly been at the heart of the

-first years of Thatcher Govern-
: ments but now was the time to
{emphasise the second.

Mr Hurd’s remarks came in

-an ITV Weekend World inter-
. !view recorded before Mrs

“Mr Douglas Hurd: Remarks
2 seized on by Labour.

“Thatcher’s speech at the Gen-
“ eral Assembly on Saturday and
“they were immediately seized
by Labour leaders as the latest
sign of divisions between the
Prime Minister and her Cabinet
colleagues.
The Labour deputy leader,
Mr Roy Hattersley, said Mr
= Hurd appeared to be distancing
‘himself from Mrs Thatcher,
“clearly embarrassed by the
“greedy and violent society she
had created.”
Mr Hurd said yesterday: “We
_have to emphasise more than
we did at the beginning that
individualism is not a narrow or
selfish thing.”
Referring to the role of “ac-
tive citizenship” he argued in
- scarcely coded comments that
" the Government must take on
board concerns about the
effects of its policies on social
cohesion in the last nine years.
the task was to
people to their
responsibilities to
v men

His warning reflected a key
theme of Mrs Thatcher’s third
term of encouraging people to
accept  their social res-
ponsibilities. .But it also
recognised strong anxieties that
the Government was seen as
materialistic and uncaring - for
old community values.

That image appeared to be
reinforced yesterday with a
Harris Opinion Poll for the
Observer newspaper about the
way Britain had changed in the
Thatcher era. It indicated that
people believed that society was
richer and freer but also more
unhappy and more selfish.

Mr Hurd’s comments were
not a direct attack on Mrs
Thatcher and rejected ecrit-
icisms of the Government as a
“loadsamoney”  Government.
But it was a clear attempt to
push the Conservative Party
into more caring and more com-
munity orientated policies. He
argued that the two strands of
freedom and  responsibility
were not mutually exclusive.
Sometimes it was n to
put the emphasis on one and in
1979 it had been quite clear that
the emphasis must be placed on
individualism and the creation
of wealth because, then, some-
thing had gone wrong.”

Now they had to tug the other
string and say to people doing
quite well, “with a bit more
money than ever before”, that
there. was a community to
which they also belonged and
tobe an active part of it.

Mr Hattersley  reacted !
quickly to the interview by try- |
ing to drive a wedge befween
Mrs Thatcher and her Ministers,
claiming that one by one they
were distancing themselves
from her. First it had been the
Chancellor, Mr Nigel Lawson
then the Foreign Secretary, Sir
Geoffrey Howe, and now Mr
Hurd.

Mr Hattersley said “The
greedy and violent society cre-
ated by Mrs Thatcher is clearly
embarrassing to Douglas Hurd.
He knows it cannot survive into
the 90s and he did not try to dis-
guise his feelings.

“But Mrs Thatcher in her dis-

ful speech in Scotland
showed that she still .has no
compassion, no feelings of
fair » 10 generosity of spirit

community.

nse ot
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James Naughtie, Chief
Political Correspondent

Furd temn

EFPIHE Government's pub-
g

lic agonising over the

morality of an acquisi-

tive society was given
another twist yesterday by Mr
Douglas Hurd., the Home Secre-
tary. He said that ministers
should put more pressure on the
better-off to exercise commu-
nity responsibilities.

Following the Prime Minis-
ter's delivery of her credo on
| money and society in Edinburgh
on Saturday, Mr Hurd's words
seemed to highlight the concern
among some ministers that the
Government is appearing to
condone selfishness, and that in-
dividualism is not being har-
nessed to the health of society as
a whole.

He recorded his interview, for
Weekend World., on London
Weekend Television, before Mrs

Thatcher's speech to the Gen-
eral Assembly of the Church of
Scotland. Cuinci(h:ntally. a Har-
ris poil for The Observer yester-
day suggested that the number
of people who considered Brit-
ain a selfish society had risen
sharply in the last decade.

Mr Hurd said that there were
two strands in Conservative
thinking — freedom and respon-
sibility. Individual achievement
had been stressed in pursuit of
economic recovery but some-
thing else was needed.

He said: “We mysn't lose that
but we've also got, I think, to tug
the other string and to say to
those people, doing. quite well
with a bit more ‘money than
they’ve every had before — own-
ing their own house, owning
some shares — look, there's a
community to which you also
belong, be an active citizen
within it."”

Mr Hurd also distanced him-
self clearly from Tories claiming

that the Government's task was
to destroy a “dependency cul-
ture” based on the welfare state.
He said that while over-depen-
dence on government had an at-
rophying effect in some cities he
would not want to extend the
argument further.

Mr Hurd's remarks are little
more than a repitition of his con-
sistent approach to social prob-
lems, but coming against the
background of Mrs Thatcher’s
forthright declaration of her
own moral view of society, they
will tend to encourage a debate
already going on in the
Government,

Mrs Thatcher, too, stressed
the need for individuals to use
their wealth productively and
the importance of individual
responsibility, but Mr Hurd
favours an approach which em-
phasises community responsi-
bility much more.

He said: “I think we do now

need to emphasise more than we

pPers Thatcher’s erede

have that individualism is nota | shown that she stil] had “no

narrow or a selfish thing . . . it's
not just so that we can pile up
individual masses of individual
wealth, little mountains of
wealth, but so that the commu-
nity as a whole is a more decent
place.”

Mr Roy Hattersley, Labour's
deputy leader, seized on the
issue and claimed that the
undermining of Mrs Thatcher
was now well under way in the
Cabinet.

Hesaid: “A greedy and violent

society created by Mrs Thatcher

is clearly an embarrassment to
Douglas Hurd. He knows that it
will fail in the 1990s and he didn't
try very hard to disguise his
Teelings.

“One by one senior Tories are
breaking ranks. Nigel Lawson,
then Geoffrey Howe, now Doug-
las Hurd — each in his own way
distancing himself from the
Prime Minister.” He claimed

that Mrs Thatcher’s speech had

compassion, no feelings of fair.
eSS, no generosity of spirit.”

Ironically, the speech was evi.
dently intended to demonstrate
precisely the opposite. As well
as wanting to perform in Scot-
land as often as possible to assist
the much-sought Conservative
recovery, Mrs Thatcher clearly
saw the speech to the general
assembly — the parliament of
the Kirk — as an opportunity to
answer the criticism of her Gov-
ernment for encouraging self-
1shness, which has become an
important Opposition theme.

In so doing, however, she ap-
pears to have highlighted the
debateina way which could pro-
duce a clash of views inside the
Government. Mr Hurd's
remarks are quite different in
tone from the Prime Minister's.

Leader comment, page 22; lan
Aitken, page 23; Agenda, page
38; Victor Keegan, page 13




THE LIVIES MOND A Y VIAY 25 19500

i~ waom rve

Thatcher returning to
the attack this week

By Nicholas Wood, Political Correspondent

The Government  yes-
terday intensified its cam-
paign to win for itself the
high moral ground of
political debate and
repudiate Labour’s insis-
tent claim to - be the
nation’s conscience.

Mr Douglas Hurd said
he saw the “active citi-
zen”, enriched by the
new-found prosperity of
the Thatcher era and
involved in his local
community, as the key to
achieving the social
objectives that dominate
Mrs Margarct Thatcher's
third term.

The Home Secretary’s inter-
vention came only 24 hours.
after the Prime Minister in
Scotland had spelt out the
spiritual behefs that underpin
her political philosophy.

The Home Sccretary in-

dicated he had no wish to

rcopen the rumbling church
versus state controversy, but
in what appeared to be an,
unguarded moment he urged
the churches to be less “*defeat-
ist™ about their power to
influcnce people for good.
Although Labour immed-
iately seized on Mr Hurd’s
remarks as a coded attack on
the Prime Minister, Tory MPs
believed he was giving voice
to her growing belief that more
people must begin to exercise
the personal responsibility

Leading article...eeeee. 17

that goes with her brand of
economic freedom.

The recent  controversics
over the health service, social
security, education and the
community charge have stifl-
ened her resolve to take the
moral debate to the Opp-
osition.

She is expected to return 1o
this theme this week,
cmphasizing the importance
of good neighbourliness, when
she addresses 2,000 Conser-
vative women at their con-
ference in London. She spent
yesterday at Chequers work-
ing on her speech.

Mr Hurd said on indepen-
dent  television’s  Weekend
World: *1 do think that we
need to emphasize more than
we did at the beginning that
individualism is not just a
narrow or sclfish thing.

“The rcason why we pul
stress on individual achieve-
ment is not just so that we can
pile up individual little moun-
tains of wealth but so that the
country ‘is - more decent
place. ’ bt 8

“We have got to say 1o
people who arc doing quite
well: ‘Look, there is a commu-
nity to which you also belong.
Be an active citizen within
ll."! A

Mrs Thatcher told the Gen-
cral Synod of the Church of
Scotland in Edinburgh: “It is
not the creation of wealth that
is wrong, but love of moncy
for its own sake. The spiritual
dimension comes in deciding
what one does with the wealth.

“How could we respond to
the many calls for help, or
invest for the future, or sup-
port the wonderful artists and
craftsmen whose work also
glorifies God, unless we had
first worked hard and used our
talents to create the necessary
wealth?”

Mrs Thatcher coupled this
vision of people frecly using
their money for the better-
ment of socicty in general with
an insistence that social and
economic arrangements not
founded on an acceptance of
individual responsibility
would do nothing but harm.

“We arc all responsible for
our own actions. We cannot
blame society if we disobey
the law. We cannot simply

delegate the exercise of mercy
and generosity 1o others.”

Mr Hurd's remarks were
scen by Tory MPs as an
attempt to flesh out the moral
basis of Thatcherism by show-
ing how a combination of
philanthropy and the vol-
untary spirit could overcome
social ills. But Mr Roy
Hattersley, the Shadow Home
Secretary, maintained  they
were evidence of a new Cabi-
net rift.

Mr Hattersley said: “The
greedy and violent society
created by Mrs Thatcher is
clearly an embarrassment 1o
Douglas Hurd.

“But Mrs Thatcher’s
disgraceful speech in Scotland
shows that she still has no
compassion, no feclings of
fairncss, no generosity of spirit
and no sense of community.

“One by onc Torics are now
breaking ranks. First Nigel
Lawson, then Geoflrey Howe
and now Douglas Hurd. In-
side the Cabinet the under-
mining of Mrs Thatcher is
now well and truly under
way.”

Mr Hurd said that
strengthening the forces of law
and order was not cnough.lt
was nccessary to go deeper
and enlist the support of
potentially influential groups
such as the churches, parents,
tcachers, busincssmen and
broadcasters to restore social
cohesion, particularly among
the young.

@ Last night the Bishop of
Manchester, the Rt Rev Stan-
ley Booth-Clibborn, wel-
comed the Prime Minister
relating her Christian faith to
political lifc but criticized her
speech as a “distortion of the

hristian Bible”. ‘

He argued that Mrs That-
cher had laid too much
emphasis on individual res-
ponsibility and not said
cnough about corporate res-
ponsibilitics.

The Bishop of Peter-
borough, the Rt Rev William
Westwood, said: “She is right. |
It is the love of moncey that is
wrong. Our Lord did not
attack people who were rich
but those trapped by their
posscssions.”

A spokesman for the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury said that
he was not making a comment
yesterday because he had not
seen a full copy of the speech.

Mr Hurd: Proposing active
role for the well-to-do.
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THE MORAL DEFENCE

In neither logic nor fairness is there justifica-
tion for denying Mrs Thatcher’s right to defend
the moral basis of her policies in the light of her
personal religious convictions. This is the
ground on which she is regularly attacked by
clerics and others who condemn the Govern-
ment’s social policies as' morally flawed or
cven, as the Bishop of Durham described them
recently, *“wicked”. While it has to be assumed
that his criterion of “wickedness™ has some-
thing to do with his understanding of
Christianity, Mrs Thatcher is entitled to rebut
it by reference to the same criterion.

Yet one of the clergymen who had opposed
the invitation to Mrs Thatcher to address the
Assembly of the Church of Scotland said
afterwards that what the Government had
been **doing to the... poor since 1979 made
her speech “a disgraceful travesty of the
Gospel”. Such intemperance is alone reason
enough for Mrs Thatcher not to let the charges
against her policy go by default. On the whole,
she and her theological advisers made a good
job of defending her case at Edinburgh.

The essence of her argument was that
Christianity is concerned with spiritual
redemption and personal responsibility. It
follows that the individual should have scope
to work and to use his talents to create wealth.
It also follows that each individual has a
personal moral duty to use that wealth
responsibly and for the good of others. Though
the State must provide that nobody is in want
of sustenance and that education and health
care are available for all, the intervention of the
State should not be on a scale that diminishes
individual responsibility.

This is a clear and sensible creed that ought
to command general consent. The political
debate should be concerned with where
precisely the lines of limitation are to be drawn
between State and individual to achieve the
maximum possible good. That is the issue, and
it ill-becomes Mr Neil Kinnock, who docs not
base his own political position on any religious
foundation, to denounce Mrs Thatcher for
“selective quotation from the Bible”.

Yet in one respect the focus used by Mrs
Thatcher did not fully display the true basis in
reason for her political ethic. The heart of her
argument can be summed up in the following
phrases: “It is not the creation of wealth that is
wrong but the love of money for its own sake.
The spiritual dimension comes in dcciding
what one does with the wealth... we are all

r¢sp0nsible for our own actions... we cannot
simply delcgate the excrcisc of mercy and
generosity to others.”

All this is true. Confidence in the spread of
responsible individual stewardship must
plainly provide the moral justification for the
Government’s approach to encouraging per-
sonal wealth. Yet the fact must also honestly be
faced that what first stirs any individual to
work hard is the urge to provide as fully as he
can for his family’s and his own needs. What is
at issue is where he draws the boundary
between such needs and what altruistically he
gives to other causcs.

No rule can be devised to guide the decision
and it is here that the better off confront the eye
of a needle. Conscience rules in this matter and
needs to be stirred. Indeed, the clergy would be
more usefully employed stirring it in the older
fashion than in pronouncing political
anathemas. But it is important to recognize
honestly that the primary spur in individual
earning is not the urge to dispose of money
altruistically, but to discharge the obligation to
immediate direct dependants.

Mrs Thatcher did not confront this reality
directly and her address might have left the
unreal impression that altruism is the moral
spur for wealth creation. She came closest to
the truth in quoting St Paul: *1f a man will not
work he shall not eat.” For what is at issue is
how best to stir mankind to work for the good
of all, given the reality of human nature.

The pretence that policies for State provision
are intrinsically more unselfish is an empty
one. Even where the State takes most in order
to redistribute it, this is done on the basis that
each individual retains what is deemed to
satisfy his or her need. Pure morality in
material terms is attainable only by the special
self-denial of the monastery to which few are
called. The State cannot provide it.

The fundamental moral and religious de-
fence of Mrs Thatcher’s case is that her politics
work with the grain of human nature to create
the most productive form of altruism. The case
against the dominance of State provision, for
which so many of her clerical critics hanker, is
that it works against the grain of human reality
to the disadvantage of all. This is the lesson the
communist countries have been learning so
painfully, and with which even the Labour
Party under Mr Kinnock is trying to come to
terms.
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BY MICHAEL CASSELL

THE MILLIONS of individuals
who have prospered under the
Conservatives now have an
active duty to help improve the
overall quality of their communi-
ties, Mr Douglas Hurd, the Home
Secretary, sdid yesterday. .

> His . remarks “follow Mrs
Thatcher’s weekend speech to the
Church “of Scotland general
assembly in Edinburgh, during
w}uc@ she defended the Govern-
ment’s wealth-creating policies
and set out the spiritual beliefs
which underlie her political phi-
losophy. - = e

Mr Hurd, who was speaking on
Lgndon Weekend Televisign's
: Weekend World, repeated a
] theme which he and some other

senior ministers have pursued in
i recent months, stressing that the
{ individualism encouraged by the
Government should not stimulate
personal greed but should oblige

social responsibilities

Hurd telis prosperous o

° .

the better-off to embrace wider !
social responsibilities.

The theme reflects some minis-
terial concern that the Govern-
ment is seen by the electorate as
increasingly - hard-hearted
towards the less well-off and that
it is pursuing policies which are
heightening divisions in society.

Government critics claim the
message forms part of a longer-
term strategy increasingly to
transfer to individuals the tradi-
tional responsibilities of the wel-
fare state.

An Observer-Harris Research
Centre opinion poll published
yesterday showed that although
44 per cent of those questioned !
thought people had more freedom
and 48 per cent thought people
were richer than 10 years ago, 61
per cent believed people were

Continued on Back Page

Social responsibilities continued from Page 1

more selfish and 48 per cent
believed people were more
unhappy.

Mr Hurd yesterday emphasised
that the Government's twin
objectives of enhanced freedom
and individual responsibility had
to work together. In its early
vears, the Government had been
forced to place much of the
emphasis on personal freedom
and the creation of wealth
pecause incentives had been
destroyed and the nation’s econ-
omy had been going “dramatic-
aily downhill.”

The Government, he claimed,
had been successful in reviving
the economy and it was now

“time to tug the other string”

and say to those people doing
well under Thatcherism that
there was a community to which
they belonged and towards which
they had responsibilities.

Mr Hurd said that during the
Government's third term, the
theme of the “active citizen,” not
compelled by law but motivated
by a wish to help, would be
increasingly emphasised.

He added: “We do now need to
emphasise more than we have
that individualiSm is not a nar-
row or selfish thing. The reason
we put stress on individual
achievement is not just so we can
pile up individual masses of
wealth but so that the commu-
nity as a whole is a more decent

place.”

.ation of wealth which was wrong

In her Edinburgh speech, Mrs
Thatcher said it was not the cre-

but “love of money for its own
sake.” She said the “spiritual
dimension” came in deciding how
the wealth was then spent.

Sheé underlined the state’s obli-
gation to provide a range of fun-
damental services to support the
sick and the disabled but stressed
that government intervention
should never become so great
that it removed personal respon-
sibility.

Any set of social and economic
arrangements which was not
founded on the acceptance of per-
sonal responsibility would “do
nothing but harm.”
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The moral base for
a successful economy

HE Prime Minister is right. A certain disdain

for material achievement has beei for too
long the characteristic of our ruling classes.
Yet as Mrs Thatcher told the General
Assembly of the Church of Scotland on Saturday, it is
only when we have *‘used our talents to create the
necessary wealth' that we can respond to ‘‘the many
calls for help". The present popularity of sterling,
and the attractiveness of this country as a magnet to
foreign investment, bear witness to the world's per-
ception of vitality restored. This is the road back to
full employment. There is nothing particularly Chris-
tian about the allocation of resources before they are
created. That only leads to penury and social discon-
tent, as we should have learned by now. Paradoxi-
cally, it is the very scale of our recovery which today
confronts the Prime Minister and her colleagues with
problems of control and management, It is a less
painful adjustment than the dnes we used to know
too well, to lost markets and lost confidence at home
and overseas. But it cannot be neglected for all that.

The latest figures tell us that shop-floor earnings
are growing by 8} per cent a year, and they are no
longer being absorbed by soaring productivity. More
seriously, our borrowing from the high street banks
and the building societies has grown by 50 per cent in
12 months. Nor is any slow-down in sight. On the
contrary, with cash pouring into the building socie-
ties while the stock market is neglected, borrowing is
likely to be further stimulated and saving further
discouraged by another cut in mortgage rates before
we are much older. It is not therefore surprising that
the sharp jumnp in the April retail price index should
have set the alarm bells ringing about renewed infla-
tion out ahead.

Too much should not be read into one month’s
inflation figures, least of all those which reflect bud-
get increases in indirect taxation. The RPI is, in any
case, the “lagging indicator”. It bears the impact of
past cost pressures, not of those to come. The Trea-
sury’s budget-time forecast of 4 per cent inflation
over the current year still looks reasonable. Anxi-
elies concern 1989.

The Government is not ignoring them. The Chan-
cellor gave it as his judgment last week that “‘some
resurgence of world inflation looks to be a greater
danger than world recession’. But in acting to
restrain the credit boom at home, he is inhibited by
the popularity of sterling. He yearns for others —
notably the Americans and the Germans — to put up
their interest charges, so that he could follow suit
without (or so he would hope) provoking another
jump in the international price of the pound. He is
likely to be disappointed. '

The Treasury now believes in retrospect that the
1980 recession, and the ensuing loss of jobs, was
indeed, as its critics complain, attributable in sub-
stantial part to monetary policies which failed to take
account of the strength of sterling. It is determined
not to make the same mistake again. But its pro-
fessed belief that a rising exchange rate justifies cuts
in the cost of borrowed money is dangerously sim-
plistic. While the appreciation of the pound increases
competitive pressures on manufacturers and traders,
it cuts no ice with borrowers or lenders. It leaves
those parts of the labour market, from financial ser-
vices through to public utilities, where wage pres-
sures are strongest, unaffected. Cuts in interest
rates, on the other hand, discourage saving and pro-
mote still more borrowing. Nor, as we have seen, do
they cool the pound for very long.

Mr Lawson last week successfully reasserted his
authority over economic policy. All the more reason,
therefore, that he should be prepared to use it to take
the credit boom in hand. He insists that the current
rate for the pound in the foreign exchange markets is
“unsustainable”. If so, it should do no lasting harm.
What would do lasting harm is any return to the
mentality of inflation, in 1989 and beyond, or the
acceptance by too many of our fellow citizens of
commitments to lending institutions which they may
be unable to honour.

“We are all,” Mres Thatcher reminded the Kirk,
“responsible for our own actions.” But in a complex
modern democracy, government is obliged to influ-
ence the environment in which we perform. This
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Mr Lawson last week successfully reasserted his
authority over economic policy. All the more reason,
therefore, that he should be prepared to use it to take
the credit boom in hand. He insists that the current
rate for the pound in the foreign exchange n.mrlurls 1S
“unsustainable’. If so, it should do no lasting harm.
What would do lasting harm is any return to the
mentality of inflation, in 1989 un(\l beyond, or the
acceptance by too many of our h*llm\.’ citizens of
commitments to lending institutions which they may
be unable to honour.

“We are all,”’ Mrs Thatcher remiml'ed the Kirk,
“responsible for our own actions.’” But in a con'\plex
modern democracy, government is obliged to influ-

ence the environment in which we perform. I'his

Government has been astonishingly successful in
restoring individual energy and enterprise. Its task
now is to take whatever steps are needed to (hscqur-
age over-borrowing. Creating wealth is one thing.
Presuming on the future is something else again.

Hurd backs
Thatcher
on wealth

By Nigel Dudley
Political Stalr
MR HHURD, the Tlome Secre-
tary, yesterday renewed the
Government's campaign to
establish the moral basis of
Thatcherism, insisting that
“individualism is not a nar-
row or selfish thing'.

His conunents came 24 hours
after Mrs Thatcher claimed the
moral high grotnd of politics,
insisting that her beliets were
underpinned by religious heliefs.

Tory and Labour politicians
are now engaged ina struggle to
persuade voters that their poli-
cies are more morally acceptable
than those ol their opponents.

Alter a period in which Labour
has concentrated its assault on
specific policies, including the
Community Charge, the Health
Service and the benefit changes,
Mr Rinnock has broadened his
attack to what he describes as
the “loadsamoney' economy.

Yesterday Mr tHattersley tred
to drive a wedge between Mrs
Thatcher and Mr Hurd, claiming
that he was embarrassed by the
“greedy and violent society cre-
ated by the Prime Minister'".

But sources close to Mr Hurd
insisted last night that he totally
backed Mrs Thatcher.

The Prime Minister and the
Home Sccretary strongly
defended the creation of wealth,
and the need to put the individ-
ualbeforea collectivist society.

Mr Hurd said in a television
interview that after a period in
the early 1980s, when it had been
essential to stress the need for
individual wealth creation, I
think we do now need to empha-
sise more than we have that indi-
vidualism is not a narrow or self-
ish thing"".

On Saturday Mrs Thatcher had .
told the General Assemibly of the
Church of Scotland in FEdinburgh
that *it is not the creation of
wealth that is wrong, but love of
money forits own sake".
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Thatcher’s sermon
on the Mound

PRIME Ministers put them-
selves in a vulnerable position
when they forsake the despatch
box for the pulpit. Mrs Thatch-
er, with what is bound to be seen
as her sermon on the Mound, is
no exception. It would be too
simplistic, however, to argue
that religion should be kept out
of politics, any more than the
reverse proposition. Some good
would have come from this visit
if, as we suggested on Saturday,
it had pointed Church and State
towards a better understanding.
This now seems highly unlikely
to be the result, although the
Prime Minister on this occasion
refrained from lecturing the
Kirk about its proper role. Her
address, she emphasised, was in
the nature of a personal testa-
ment. As such, it is full of inter-
est but it would be ingenuous to
expect it to be seen as a thing
apart from politics and from the
newly launched campaign to
paint the electoral map of Scot-
land blue. Only the previous Sat-
urday, she had been a strangerin
the House at Hampden. As one
irreverent divine put it, the
Assembly had been locked in the
same bag as the Old Firm game
and the Garden Festival. At the
Scottish Tory conference in
Perth earlier this month Mrs
Thatcher had claimed eigh-
teenth-century Scottish anteced-
ents for Thatcherism, and on
Saturday she seemed, to some of
her listeners at least, to be giving

it a theologcal dimension.
This is a perilous game: the
Scottish Enlightenment can’t be
! to Thatchenism, just as

more to Christian moral-

> -y

ity than Victorian values. It
should be conceded, however,
that there was also more to Mrs
Thatcher’s address than Victori-
an values; and she rejected also
the “what’s the matter with
greed?” Boesky philosophy. It
was not the creation of material
wealth that was wrong, she said,
but love of money for its own
sake. : ’

Certainly, as one critic point-
ed out, her sermon seemed short
on community values. St Francis
of Assisi, quoted by the Prime
Minister when she took office
nine years ago, seems to have
gone the way of other Wets. Yet
there was much in her address
that would command consensus
— her observation that the spiri-
tual dimension consists in decid-
ing what to do with one’s wealth,
her underlining of the work
ethic. The problem comes in re-
lating this to some of the Gov-
ernment’s current programme,
notably the social security re-
forms, the community charge
legislation, and the Budget, in-
volving as they all do a shift of
resources towards the better-off.

The Government’s expecta-
tion, as Mr Hurd also seemed to
be saying yesterday, although in
much more qualified terms, is
evidently that private industries
and individuals will use their
new wealth to help bridge this
gap. Good luck to any attempt
to encourage private philanthro-
py, but the Government must set
the example by its own generos-
ity of spint. Trickle-down theo-
ries of morality are as suspect as
the straightforward economic
kind

TAKE CARE. The politicians are
after your social conscience. As usual,
Mrs Thatcher is the catalyst for this
new barn-storming campaign, al-
though unlike Mr Kinnock she puts
the emphasis on social respoasibility
rather than conscience.

What it amounts to is this: come the
pext election, if the Brtish revival
continues to be the envy of the
economic world, the political parties
want to have a coherent claim for
providing the next step — ethical and
spiritual wellbeing.

In Tory terms this means persuad-
ing the people that freedom from State
and local-authority interference occa-
sions more social conscience/
respounsibility. Only by this means can
crime figures fall, education standards
rise. essential services improve. Mrs
Thatcher took the new Tory credo to
the Assembly in Edinburgh. Her
Home Secretary, Douglas Hurd, who
seems to be her second in command
for moral regeneration, had already
delivered it to the Church of England
Synod. Sir William Rees Mogg is
about to do his bit for broadcasting
standards. :

_ Quite what the campaign is going to
mean in Labour terms is not yet clear.
Perhaps we will glimpse a vision of it
when the national executive debates
policy review papers on Wednesday.
Perhaps we have already had one in
Mr Kinnock’s ‘‘loadsamoney-
loadsatrouble” speech to his Welsh
party, which favoured his customary
evangelical tone. ' -

We can be reasonably sure, how-
ever, that if Mr Kinnock has his way,
social comscience -will be a major
theme on the General Election hust-
ings. That will come as no surprise,
but the essence of it has’yet to be
determined. Learning from -John
Smith’s draft policy document that an
objective of economic equality is “to
banish want and poverty from
Britain,” does not enlighten.

The whole point, in this two-year
policy review, coupled with the
“Labour Listens” enterprise, is to
drop the cant from Labour manifes-
toes and deploy the stuff people will
vote for in sufficient sumbers to create
a Labour Government in the 1990s. If
the predicted “loadsatrouble” imply-
ing economic crisis just around the
corner eludes Labour again, it needs to
approach the electorate appropriately.

One detects a desire in Mr Kinnock
to be able to say to the voters: “Look.
I am not going to take your wealth
away, but [ am going to make it work
better for the things that you want —
schools, housing, hospitals, employ-
ment.” Thatcherite concepts are to be
adapted, not reversed. That is if
Messrs Benn, Heffer. and the Labour
Party at large will allow it to be so.

If socialists are trying to be more

INSIDE POLITICS
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rragmatic about it, Tories aim to be
ess so. If Mr Kinnock wants to appear
more hard-nosed about his policies for
well-being, Mrs Thatcher seems to
want to appear less so coostrained.
She has spent years advocating Vic-
torian values and was taken to be
advancing the moral values of the
Ironmasters. She reels off the colossal
social spending figures of her Govern-
ments, and is still taken for an
uncaring person. But it may be — how
else does she keep getting elected? —
that her message “You can’t care

unless you've got the cash,” has struck
home.

It is presumably on this basis that
she waants to develop a more sympa-
“thetic morality for her brand of
Toryism, her secular patriotism. Quot-
ing from [ Vow To Thee My Country,
she reminded the Assembly that God’s
kingdom is enlarged “soul by soul aad
silently.” She added the rider: “Not
group by group or party by party or
even church by church, but soul by
soul — and each one counts.” Was it
just by accident that she was address-

ing these remarks' at this time, in
Scotland, where she appears to be so
actively and personally despised?
Many of us will pounder for some
time exactly what she meant by soul by
soul and how it applies to her
approach to policy. It seems to fit Mr
Douglas Hurd’s thoughts that govern-
ment ought to give a lead in
establishing community loyalties and
responsibilities, though not in any
grandiose style and not necessarly by
legislation. He wants what he calls
**active’’ citizens making their

preserce felt for the better in. for
example. education, medical care and
law and order. :

It may be that the Tories now
believe that the on-going political
success of Thatcherism will depend
more on individuals, soul by soul as it
were, accepting her doctrines willingly
and melding them enthusiastically
with their communities. Parents. _
priests and teachers must be a good
deal less lackadaisical about imbuing
the young with shared, Christian
values according to the Thatcher-
Hurd philosophy. In short, there
should be more individual participa-
tion encouraged by a newly pros-
perous business community rather
than directed by the State. :

When Mrs Thatcher declares that
“the family is society” she seems to
imply a family that gets its. priorities
right, fends for itself and applies its
own loyalties and standards within its
social environment. There should be
leadership within this unit, but dis-

_cussion and involvement by all mem-

bers. Her dependency culture is based
on family self-sufficiency.

It’s the sort of thing that might be
better got across by a good song rather

.than a thousand speeches. What we

are seeing now is the political parties
grappling with the task of finding that
song. It may mean the abandonment
on all sides of dogma regarded as
inappropriate or starkly inoperative in
the 1990s. Personal example counts
for a lot. i

In a way, Mrs Thatcher’s Cabiret is

‘a family. It is supposed to get its

priorities right by collective dis-
cussion, full individual participation,
etc, etc. It certainly has family
leadership in the {person of Mrs
Thatcher and the odd family row takes
place with the Likes of Nigel Lawson.

But it strikes me that full Cabinet
meetings are getting -shorter, with
much of the time taken up by Sir
Geoffrey Howe droning on with his
weekly report on foreign affairs. A
very tart look was the response I got
from a Cabinet Minister the other day
when 1 suggested that sterling
exchange and interest rates were now
discussed more on the floor of the
House of Commons than they are in
Cabinet. It’s just a thought. but maybe
if it got out that individuals in Mrs
Thatcher's family were asserting their
rights of participation a bit more we
would begin to look on Mrs Thatcher
more as a benign figure.

We are accustomed to the sandwich
boards on our own local roads to
Damascus preclaiming: “The king-
dom of heaven is at hand.” or (rather
more urgent): “The ead of the world is

- igh.” Look out over the next three

years for politicised placards borne by
those you will easily recognise from
your sanitised television. And check
your purses along with your spiritual
weilbeing.
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MRS Thaicher, in her address 1o
the General Asserobly, said:

“l am greatly bonoured to
have been invited to attend the
opening of this 1988 General As-
sembly of the Church of
Scotland, and | am deeply grate-
ful that you have pow ashed me
10 addicss you.

*1 am very much aware ol;lbo

Y
over four centunies, during which
the iton of the Church of
Scolland has been recognised in

| law and conlirmed
by successive sovereigns.

*It sprang from lﬂ‘indepen-
dence of mind and nigour of
thought that have always beea
such powerful charactenistics of
the Scottish people. It has re-
 mauned close 10 its roots and has
inspired a commitment (0 servics
from all people.

“I am therefore very sensible of
the important influence which the
Church of Scotland exercises in
the life of the whole nation, both
at the spintual bevel and through
the extensive caring scrvices
which are provided :] your

social

Church's department
luronub:hly

“'Perhups it would be best if |
brpn by spesking personally as
a Christian, as well as a politican,
about the way | see things.

“Reading recently | came
across the starkly simple phrase:
‘Chnistianity i1s about spiritual re-
demption, not reform.’
Sameumes the debate on these
matters has become 100 polansed
and given the impression that the
two are quile separate.

“Most Chnsuans would re-

rd it as their personal Chrisuan

uty 1o belp their fellow men and
women

“They would regard the lives
of chnldvrcn A8 A precious trust.
These duties come not from any
secular legislation passed by Par-
liament, but from being a
Christian.

“But there are & number of
people who are not Christians
who would also accept those re-

nsibilities. What are the

istinctive marks of Christianity?

“They stem not [rom the social
but from the sparitual side of our
lives | would idenfify three be-
liefs in particular

“'First, that from the beginnin
man has been endowed by G
with the fundamental right to
choose between good and evil.

“Second, that we were made in
God's own image and therefore
we ure expected (0 use all our own
power of thought and judgment
in exercising that chowe, and fur-
ther, il we open our hearts to
God. He has p 10 work

“I remember very well a ser-
mon on an Armustice Sunday
when our preacher said: ‘No-one
100k away the life of Jesus. He
chose to lu down.'

“1 think back to many discus-
sions in my early life when we all
agreed that if you try to take the
fruits of Christianity without its
roots, the fruits will wither. And
they will not come again unless
you nurture the roots.

“Butl we must not profess the
Chnistian faith and go to Church
umply because we want social
reforms and benefits or & better
standard of behaviour — but bo-

‘It is om the
family that we
in government
bulld our own
policies fer
welfare, |
education,
and care’

cause we accept the sanctity of -
life, the responsiblity that comes
wn:]lrvuium and the supreme
sacrifice of Chnst expressed s0
well in the hymn:

‘When | survey the wondrous
Cross

ﬁ;wﬂd the Prince of glory
‘:'y' richest gain I cownt but
And o it on all
"H'!w ontempt om all my

“May | also say a few words
sbout my personal belief in the
relevance of Christianity to pub-
lic policy ~ 1o the things that are
Cacsar's?

“The Old Testament lays down
in Exodys the Ten Command-
ments as given 10 Moses, the
injunction in Leviticus 1o love
our neighbour as ourselves and
generally the importance of ob-
serving & sinct code of law.

. New Testament is &
record of the lncarnation, the
teachings of Chnist and the estab-
lishment of the Kingdom of God.

“Agein we have the emphasis
on loving our neighbour as our
selves und to ‘Do as you would be
done by.' K

“I believe that by taking to-
gether these key elements from
the Old and New Testaments, we
gain a view of the universe, a
proper attitude to work, and
principles 10 shape economic and
social life.

“We are told we must work
and use our talents 1o create
wealth. “If @ man will not work he
shail not eat” wrote St Paul to the

1\

within us,

“And third, that our Lord Je-
sus Christ the Son of God, when
faced with His temble choice and
lonely vigil chose to lay down His

{ / life that our sins may be forgiven
I

Th . Indeed, abun-
dunce tather than poverty has a
legiimacy which derives from the
very nature of Creation
*Nevertheless, the Tenth Com-
mandment — Thou shalt not
covel — recogmuses that making

money and owning things could
become selfish activitics,

“But it is not the creation of
wealth that is wrong but love of
moncy for ity own sake.

“The spiritual dimension
comes in deciding what one does
with the wealth.

“How could we respond 1o the
mln’ calls for belp, or invest for
the future, or support the won-
derful artista and craftamen
whose work also glorifies God,
unless we had first worked hard
and used our talents to create the
neocssary wealth? And b

times and, ol course, new occa-
sions teach new dutics.
“In our generation, the only

way we can ensure that no-one is

left without sustenance, help or
opportunity, is to have laws to
provide for health and education,

spensions (or the elderly, succour
or the sick and diubLi.

“But intervention by the State
must never become 30 great that
it effectively removes
mPomnhilny.

“"The same applics 10 taxation
for while you and | would work

the woman with the alabaster jar
ointment.

“l confess that | always had
difficulty with interpreting the
Biblical precept 1o love our
neighbours ‘as ourselves' until 1
read some of the words of C. §.
Lewis.

“He pointed out that we don't
exactly love ourselves when we
fall below the standards and be-
liefs we have accepied. Indeed we
might even hate ourselves for,
some unworthy deed.

“None of this, of course, tells
us exactly what kind of political
and socal institutions we should
bave. On this point, Christians
will v often genuinely dis-
agree, c:Zmngh it is a mark of

ristian manners that they will
do 80 with courtesy and mutual

ropec

‘What is certain, however, is .

that any set of social and eco-
pomic arrangements which is not
founded on the tance vnfl.‘ l:o
dividual nsibility wi
nothing bmm

“We are all responsible for our
own actions. We cannot blame
socicty il we disobey the law. We
simply cannot delegate the exer-
cise of mercy and generomty to

n

“The politicians and other sec-
ular powers should stnive by their
measures Lo bring out the good in

ple and to fight down the bad:
m they can't create the one or
abolish the other.

“They can only sce that the
laws encourage the best instincts
and convictions of the people,
instincts and convictions which |
am convinced are far mor€ deeply
rooted than is often supposed.

*Nowhere is this more evident

than the basic ties of the family
which are at the heart of our
sociely and are the very nursery
of civic virtue.

It is on the family that we in
government build our own poli-
cies for wellare, education and
care,

“You recall that Timothy was
warned by St Paul that anyone
who neglects to provide for this
own house (meamng his own
family) has disowned the faith
and s ‘worse than un infidel’.

“We must recognise that mod-
ern sociely 1 infinitely more
complex than that of Biblical

y the cir-
cumstances, there are
undoubtedly some who would
not unicss the incentive was
there. And we need their efforts
100,

“‘Moderator, recently there
have bocn«?m( debates about
religious education. [ belicve
stroongly that politicians must sog
that religious education has a
proper place in the school
curnculum.

“ln Scotland as in England
there is an historic connection
expressed in our laws between
Church and State. The two con-
nections are of a somewhat
different kind, but the arrange-
ments 0’ both countnes are
designed 10 give symbolic expres-
son to the same crucal truth —
that the Christian religion, which,
of course, embodies many of the
great spiritual and moral truths
of Judasm, is 8 fundamental part
of our natonal heritage.

“I believe it is the wish of the

A memento from the Moderat

i WL L

Mra Thatcher Is presenied with

two Church of 8cotland reports, both critical of Government
'policies. The reports deal with housing and the Christian
approach to the distribution of Income and benedite.

which alone can lead to that
peace, in the true meaning of the
word, for which we all Iorl:r

“To aseert absolute moral val-
ues is not 1o claim perfection for
ourselves. No true Chnstian
could do that. What is more, one
of the great principles of our Ju-
daic-Christian inberitance is
tolerance.

“People with other faiths and
cultures have always been wel-
comed in our land, assured of

equality under the law, of pro,

and of open
“There is absolutely nothin,
i ible between this lm’

overwhelming majority of peopla
that this beritage should be pre-
served and fostered

“For centuries it has been our
very life blood. lndeed, we are a
nation whose ideals are founded
on the Bible. Also, it is quite
impossible to understand our his-
tory or literature without
grasping this fact,

our desire 10 maintain the essence
of our own identity. There is no
place for racial or religious iatol-
erance in our creed.

“When Abraham Lincola
spoke in his famous Gettysburg
IEWI'I of 1863 of ‘government of
the people, by the people, and for
the pcuflt'. ﬁt gave the world a
ocat  defini of d

“That is the strong p ]
case for ensuring that children at
school are given adequate in-
struction in the part which the

‘Nowhere in
in the Bible
is the word
democracy

mentioned’

Judaic-Christian tradition has
played in moulding our laws,
manners and institutions.

“How can you make sense of
Shakespeare and Sir Walter
Scott, or of the constitutional
conflicts of the seventeenth cen-
tury in both Scotland and
England, without some such fun-
damental knowledge? -

“But L’u further than this. The
truths the Judaic-Christian

d are laft

which has since been widely and
eathusiastically adopted

“But what be enunciated as a
form of government was not in
itsell especially Christian, for no-
where in the Bible is the word
democracy mentioned.

“‘Ideally, when Christians
meet, as Christians, to take coun-
el together their purpose is not

. (or should not be) to ascertain

what is the mind of the majority
but what is the mind of the Holy
Spirit — something which may be
Quite different.

“Nevertheless, 1 am an enthu-
siast for democracy. And | take
that position, not because 1 be-
lieve majority opinion is
inevitably nght or true, indeed no
majority can take away God giv-
en human nghts.

“But becuuse I believe it most
effectively safeguards the value of

e individual,

not only, as 1 believe, because
they are true, but also because
they provide the moral impulse

th and, more than
any other system, restraing the
abuse of power by the few. And

2
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“But there is little hope for
democracy if the hearts of men
and women in democratic societ-
s cannot be touched by a call to
something greater than them-
sclves. Political structures, State
institutions, collective & are
not enough.
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Reports by CHRISTOPHER RERKIN

Caution
on the
race for
riches

A WARNING that this genera-
tion must not discard the values
of the past was given by Sis lain
Tennant, the Lord High
Commissioner.

“People no longer tolerate be-
ing discipled by the Church or
anyone tlix." be said. “They no
longer want to hear about ‘hell

Jdammation’, and, sadly, an
awful lot of people don't waat to
beoar about God either.

“As this new geoeration races
faster and faster in its ‘shups of

. “We parl ians can leg-
islate for the rule of law. You, the
Church, can teach the life of
faith.

. “For, when all is said and
done, & politician's role is a bum-
ble one.

. "lalways think that the whole
debate about the Church and the
State has never yielded anything
comparable in insight to that
beautiful hyma 7 vow 0 thee my
country’,

“It begins with a triumphant
assertion of what might be de-
scribed as secular patriotism, &
noble thing indeed in a couatry
like ours:

‘I vow to thee my country all
earthly things above, entire, whole
and perfect the service of my love ',

*It goes on to speak of ‘another
coumr'y 1 heard of long ago’ whose
King cannot be soen and whose
armies cannot be counted, but
‘soul by soul and silently har shin-

bounds increase’.

g, .
u ‘pary of s chud oy
i

rch — but soul bysoul — and
each one counts.

“That, members of the Assem-
bly, is the country which you
chiefly serve. You fight your
cause under the banner of an his-
toric church.

“Your success matters Kqu
~- as much 10 the temporal as to
the spiritual welfare of the
oation

“1 believe it is our earnest hope
that may we all come nearer to
that other country whose ways
are the ways of gentlencss and all
her paths are peace.”

', it faces the da of
Bocoming blind 10 the whitlpood
that lic ahead.
*“It should watch that it does
not jettison the true values of
compassion and hovesty and fair

l,".Jh must not sink, destroyed by
its own speed or by jealousy or by
selfishoess or by intolerance, in
its race for nches on oarth.
“Many of its members would
never consider taking time off
each day in prayer to re-aflirm
their love of God so that they
Iﬁ-‘h'l be kept on the correct

ins of

Sir lain said: “The
anxicty and the agony ol our ers
are those of a pew world that is
being born. That birth will be a
success only if the fortunate give
the less fortunate every assistance
to join them, and succour, with
true compassion, those who are
unable to through no fault of
their own.”

Today’s business

9.30 am: Holy Communioa ia
Asscmbly Hall

Constitution of Assembly.
Adoption of reply to the Queen's
letter. Reports by: Business com-
mittee, Diaconate commities,
Board of Stewardshup and Fi-
pance, Personnel commitiee for
sall w the Church offices,
Church of Scotland Trust, Board
of Education, Ministers’ war me-
morial and orphan fuands,
Churches and universities
ows and orphans fund

7 pm: Order of the day. Peti- o
tion: lona manse and answers

Second
appeal by
piping
preacher
rejected

THE Rev. Alan Cameron,
known to thousands for his bag-
playing and preaching at the
ound in {‘Ldmburlh, has failed
in a second attempt (o be read-
mitted as & mimster of the
_Church of Scotland
The General Assembly of the
Church of Scotland decaded by
an overwhelming majonty on
Saturday might not 1o hear Mr
Cameron's petition afer receiv-
ing a report that there were no
changed circumstances from last
year, whon Mr Cameron was first
refused.

Mr Cameron pleaded with the
Awmscmbly not to allow the strct
legal process to justify any abdi-
cation of Christian compassion.
He 1aid he had been rejected pro-
vioualy because of his connection
with the Bible Presbyterian
m in the United States snd

be had been nmyo
scated by certain sections of the
peess.

He said: "I have piped unto
you and you have not danced,
and | have mourned unto Jyou
and you have not lamented.”

" Later, 62-year-old Mr Camer-
on said that he did not thiok he
would try again for readmission.
“I have only another 10 to 15

yoars and | will carry on piping.”

Mt Cameron, formerly known
83 Alan Hasson, demitted office
as & Church of Scotland minister
in 1963, when be had emigratod
o Canada.

When he returned to Scotland,
be faced charges of fraud and
embezzloment, involving sums of
more than £10,000, while he was
Grand Master of the Loyal Or-
ange Lodge of Scotland. His
initinl couviction was quashed on

appeal

il“'ht Rev. Dr Douglas Murray,
convener of the panel on doo
trine, said the Assembliy's
working party which is examiong
Freemasonry was armangiog 10
meet the Grand Lodge of 1-

land for » discussion

CHINO 1V |

SONTTINH




By JOHN DEANS
Political Correspondent

THE British must match their
new-found wealth and freedom
with a fresh moral crusade and
return to traditional family values.

That was the message from Mrs
Thatcher and Home Becretary Doug-
las Hurd last night as the country
faces the new challenges of the 1990s.

The Prime Minister, speaking in
Bcotland at the weekend, firmly
defended the creation of weslth and
restoration of individual freedom
achieved since she swept to power
nine years ago.

et b

ggie

over moral crusade

Emphasising the im ortance of
self-rellance and personal responsibil-
ity, she defied the protests of some
churchmen to declare to the General
Assembly of the Church of Scotland
in Edinburgh: ‘It is not the creation
of wealth that i8 wrong, but the love
of money for its own sake.’

Expanding on the strong beliefs
which underscore her ploneering po-

litical views, she added: “The spiritual
dimension comes from deciding what
one does with the wealth and how we
resgond to the many calls for help ...
and invest for the future.’

Just 24 hours later, Mr Hurd backed
her up with a fresh plea to parents,

- teachers and church leaders to play a
" bigger role in restoring moral values

and achieving & return to the commu-

S

nity spirit which reigned in Britain
before the television age.

Interviewed on the ITV programme
Weekend World, the Home 8ecre
sald that since 1979, the restoration of
personal freedom had reversed the
country’s economic decline. ’

But the time had now come, he sald,
to tug the other string and re-empha-
sise personal responsibility,

Deputy Labour leader Roy Hatter-
sley claimed after watching Mr Hurd,

‘however, that the Home Becretary

was breaking ranks and distancing

himself from Mrs Thatcher and that |
‘he was embarrassed by the * greedy |

and violent soclety created by the |

Prime Minister.’ ‘
%
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By STEPHEN McGREGOR

THE Government is about to
switch its emphasis from individ-
ual freedom to what the
individual could do for the com-
munity, Home Secretary Mr
Douglas Hurd said yesterday.

He said the Government had
to emphasise more than it had in
| the past that individualism was
| not a narrow or selfish thing and
that people owed a responsibility
to the community in which they
lived.

“The reason we put stress on
individual achievement is not just
so that we can pile up individual
masses of wealth, but so that the
community as a whole is a more
decent place,” he said.

Labour immediately seized on
his remarks and sought to drive a
wedge between Mr Hurd and the
Prime Minister, claiming that his
comments contrasted sharply

with Mrs Thatcher’s address to .

the General Assembly of the
Church of Scotland on Saturday.

She had quoted St Paul’s
words, “If a man will not work he
shall not eat”.

Opposition MPs said that se-
nior Cabinet Ministers were
breaking ranks one by one and
that Mr Hurd was trying to dis-
tance himself from the Prime
Minister.

Labour’s deputy leader Mr
Roy Hattersley claimed last night
.that the way Mr Hurd had han-
dled his interview, on -ITV’s
Weekend World, demonstrated
that he was clearly embarrassed
by “the greedy and violent soci-
ety created by the Prime
Minister™.

In the interview, Mr Hurd said
that in the early part of its admin-
istration, the Government had
concentrated on individual free-

dom, but it was now time to “‘tug _

the other string”. Freedom and

"mpo_nsibility worked together,

he said.

Mr Hurd said: “We have to say
to those people who are doing
well, with a bit more money than
they had before, that there is a
community to which you also be-
long: be an active citizen- within
it

The idea of the active citizen
working to improve his commu-
nity would come through more
and more in the policies to be
followed during the ' Govern-
ment’s third term in office, he
said, and he made it clear that
businesses would also be expect-
ed to play their part.

In ber address to the Geperal
Assembly, Mrs Thatcher used
Biblical quotations to justify the
ideology underlying the Govern-
‘ment’s economic and social

licies.

She told the Assembly: “It is
not the creation of wealth that is
wrong, but love of money for its

own sake. The spiritual dimen-
sion comes in deciding what one
does with the wealth.

“How could we respond to the
many calls for help, or invest for
the future, or support the won-
derful artists and craftsmen
whose work also glorifies God,
unless we had first worked hard
and used our talents to create the

' necessary wealth?”

Labour Leader Mr Neil
Kinnock said at the weekend:
“History is littered with rulers
who sought to justify their ex-
cesses and deficiencies on the
grounds of a selective interpreta-
tion of the Bible. Mrs Thatcher is
joining a long and less than glori-
ous line.”

Christopher Reekie writes: Mrs
Thatcher told how she interpret-
ed her faith as a Christian when
she addressed the Assembly after
a few ministers protested at her
speaking.

Stating the Biblical teaching

that we muost work and use our
talents to create wealth, she
quoted St Paul's words, “If a
man will not work he shall not
eat”, and went on to say that
intervention by the State must
never become so great that it ef-
fectively removed personal
respounsibility.

A handful of ministers tried to
prevent her speaking when she
was invited to do so, but the Rt
Rev. Professor James Whyte, the
Moderator of the General As-
sembly of the Church of
Scotland, quashed the protests by
saying that the applause indicat-
ed the will of the Assembly very
clearly.

The Moderator overruled the
Rev. Alan Sorenson, of
Househillwood. who wanted to
move a counter-motion which
would simply bave extended
warm Christian greetings to Mrs
Thatcher.

Five commissioners immedi-

ately announced their dissent
from Mrs Thatcher being invited
to speak. They were -Mr
Sorenson, the Rev. Paraic
Reamonn, .of Cockburnspath,
the Rev. Stuart MacQuarrie, who
said pointedly that he came from
Toryglen, the Rev. John Ainslie,
Easterhouse, and the Rev. Hugh
Drummond, Pitsligo.

These five were later joined by
asixth, the Rev. Colin Anderson,
of Greenock, in dissents recorded
at the clerks’ table.

Mr MacQuarrie, a Labour dis-
trict councillor in Glasgow, said
later that ple in his parish
were suffering from the housing
benefit changes. He could not lis-
ten to Mrs Thatcher and went out
of the hall.

Mr Reamonn said Mrs
Thatcher’s speech was “a very
selective and distorted version of
the Gospel. It was highly individ-
ualist and lacking in a sease of
community.”

Mrs Thatcher, who was greet-

ed by sustained applause, began
ker 2000-word address lasting 15
minutes by speaking personally
as a Christian, as well as a politi-
cian, about the way she saw
things and went on to discuss her
personal belief in the retevance of
Christianity to public policy.

She believed that by taking to-
gether key elements of the Old
and New Testaments we gained a
view of the universe, a proper
attitude to work, and principles
to shape economic and social life.

The Prime Minister said that
any set of social and economic
arrangements which was rot
founded on the acceptance of in-
dividual responsibility would do
nothing but harm. She said “in-
tervention by the State must
never become so great that it ef-
fectively removes personal
responsibility”.

In conclusion, Mrs Thatcher

expressed the thought that the

SUPREME
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Church and State debate had
never yielded anything compara-
ble in 1nsight to the hymn “'I vow
to thee my country”. .
Meanwhile the Free Church of
Scotland’s public questions com-
mittee has accused Mrs
Thatcher’s administration of
lacking in compassion and con-
tributing to human misery.
“Many of the Government’s
measures seem to be dominated
by a ‘cost effective’ philosophy
which pays more attention to the
dogma of materialism thaa to so-
cial concern. The compassion
that ought to be mirtored in the
Government's policies is all too
often relegated in the interest of
costcutting exercises.” says the
committee in a report to Free
Church Generai Assemb!y which
opens in Edinburgh tomorrow.

Thatcher's addres Page 6
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Allan Massie
weighs up the
importance of
Mrs Thatcher’s

to the General
Assembly

7 RS  THATCHER
: came to KEdin-

‘;! % - burgh rather in
i \j :{ the spirit of that
wide &0 malibe gther  Puritan
{from the Fens, Oliver Crom-
well, when he besought the
ministers  of  religion (o
“Beseech you, in the bowels of
Christ, that you may be mis-
tahen”. oy

Her efforts will have had no
effect on her sternest critics. 1
particularly  relished  the
response of the Rev. Steuart
MacQuarrie of Toryglen (no
less), who said that “rather than
lecture and sermonise she
should listen to what we have to
say” — a piece of advice con-
gregations have often directed
at the pulpit. He reportcdlz
refused to listen to her speec
because he was so angry. This
is the true wrath of the
Covenanting man, who knows
God’s mind is his.

Others will certainly scoff,
even while perhaps also admir-
ing her performance as Daniella
in a den of clerical lions. Doctor
Johnson compared a woman
prcuchinf to a dog walking on
its hind legs — “it is not done
well, but you are surprised to
find it done at all”. Critics will

F
4
{

make this comparison carefully,

aware that the enlightened
Church of Scotland has lon%
ordained women; they wil
therefore be wise to restrict the
comparison to this particular
woman.

The Rev Paraic Reamonn, for
example, one of the five who
would have stopped her speak-
irg, has already said that you
might have thought it “simply
the speech of the theologically
ill-educated lay woman,” but
that “what this Government has
been duinF to the country and
particularly to the poor since
1979 makes the speech a dis-
graceful  travesty of the
Gospel.” )

Mr Reamonn’s logic is dis-
tinctly rocky, ill-educated even,
since the Government's record
might render the speech
hypocritical, but could hardly
influence its content as he
suppests. It would be as logical
to say that a sinful minister
cannot preach a good sermon
apainst sin. However, many will
doubtless agree with him, dis-
regarding logic; certainly there

e

23

seems little chance that such as
he will heed Cromwell's advice.

The speech or sermon |is
certainly extraordinary. It is
hard to think of another Prime
Minister who would have
chosen to engage the Assembly
on its own ground and with its
OWN weapons. Py

You would probably have to.

go back to Mr Gladstone to find
one ready to do so. He of course
was the author of a great tome
on The State in its Relations
with the Church, written in his
Tory days, and torn aﬁart with
the utmost relish by Macaulay
in the Edinburgh Review. At
that time Gladstone believed in
a Christian polity; later he went
to Naples and found a govern-
ment which described itself as

such, and he denounced it as

“the negation of God erected
into a system of government”,
which is rather what Mrs
Thatcher’s severest critics think
her administration to be.

It is easy to detect
inconsistencies and oddities in
her argument, but then few
sermons escape these. More-
over, whatever else she is, Mrs
Thatcher is not an ordinary
woman. She is indeed distinctly
odd. That is one of the reasons
she is able to surprise one so
often. You never really know
what she is going to

No doubt many, far better
versed in theology than I, will
be examining her sermon in
detail. It seems to me, I must
say, no more open to contradic-
tion or mockery than most I
have heard from the pulpit.

There are moments indeed
when she has quite caught one
characteristic ~ pulpit  man-
nerism: the dragging of a
recondite and ill-chosen biblical
illustration. It is hard to see for
example just what the woman
with the alabaster jar of oint-
ment is doing in her text. To
make sense of her appearance,
one would have to conclude that
Mrs Thatcher is about to
reverse her policy towards the
university and pour money into
arts faculties, and ind into
the promotion of music, dance,
painting and literature beyond
the Academy. I am not con-
vinced that this is just what she
intended to convey.

Similarly, the text she has
lifted from St Paul's Epistle to
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the Thessalonians — “If a man
will not work, he shall not ea%"

- was surely not wisely

_selected. It is all very well to

o next.

assert the dignity and value of
labour, but a Prime Minister
who has presided over a period
of high unemployment is not the
best person to do so. Many even
among those who do not hold
her directly responsible for that
unemployment must think that
she should be more humble in
this connection.

EVERTHELESS
she was surely
right to answer the
accusation that her
. policy is based on
the appeal to greed. Indeed it
would have been pointless to
have come to address the
Assembly if she had not drawn
attention to the distinction that
exists between the creation of
wealth and the love of moaey.
When she says that “abund-
ance rather than poverty has a
legitimacy that derives {rom
the very nature of creation”,
she is surely making a valid
theological point. I admire her
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Danlella on her way to address the clorical lions: Mrs Thatcher enters the General Assombly

self-denial in not calling the British politician of our times.  No doubt many will criticise

arable of .the talents into play

o justify her economic and fis-

cal policies.

What in the end 'has she"

achieved? Her coming to Edin-

burgh was an act of courage and

courtesy. The Church of Scot- "
“land has been her consistent

critic, and her decision to

accept the invitation to address
its General Assembly
recognised that opposition as
serious and worthy. Even her

_ enemies should admit that her

willingness to argue with the

Church on its own terms was an

act of respect.

Of course she came for politi-
cal reasons, and the utterances
of politicians are always politi-
cal. Nevertheless her sermon
did credit to both the Church
and herself, because it offered a
serious and well-considered
response to serious and well-

considered questions.

Secondly, by presenting her

political ~ philosophy  within
Christian  terms, she was
affirming ' "its  fundamental
morality. -

Mrs Thatcher has been more
bitterly attacked than any

She has been denied even good
intentions. Yet, placing her
philosophy of life within her
understanding of Christianity,
she mounied a vigorous def-
ence. There are other possible
interpretations of the Christian
ethic, but when she asserted the
importance of personal respon-

-sibility and of man’s “funda-

mental right to choose between

‘good and evil”, she was express-

ing her own belief that she is
firmly within the Protestant
Christian tradition.

Thirdly, she did her audience
the courtesy of admitting the
thorniness of the debate. (I
found her admission that she
has had difficulty with the com-
mandment to love %our neigh-
bour as yourself rather endear-
ing.)

She did not take refuge behind
the argument that the concerns
of the Church and of politics are
two different things. She did not
tell the ministers that their
business was to care for souls
and hers to look after bodies.

= She admitted, by implication,

that the two cannot be so neatly
separated.

Mrs Thatcher for her arrogance
in  thus  addressing  the
Assembly, though I would
suggest that she actually dis-
played humility rather than
arrogance. (I wonder too what
would have been said if she had
declined the invitation). No
doubt many besides the Rev.
Paraic Reamonn will sncer at
her grasp of theology. No doubt
the old arguments will continue.

Yet these arguments are
sterile. The most depressing
feature of the debate about
Thatcherism  that  resounds
through the land and fills the
correspondence colurans of this
newspaper 1s the lack of under-
standing and generosity.

Critics of Thatcherism are as
deficient in these qualities as
Mrs Thatcher herself is when |
she talks about Socialism. It!
would be good for all of us if |
we could admit that Mrs;
Thatcher, Neil Kinnock, David
Steel and the Church of Scotland |
all want the same thing: all,
desire a prosperous sociely in
which the relations between
people are decent and honour-
able.




Lhatcher reveals
politician’s view
of Christianity

By PETER JONES, Political Reporter

THE IMPORTANT influence of
the Church of Scotland In the
spiritual  life of the whole
nation, through the caring
services provided by the depart-
ment of soclal responsibility,
and through its links with other
chuches, were recognised b
Mrs Thatcher at the start of her
sl[wtl‘lch t(‘j h(hc General Assembl
ol the Church of Sco

Saturday tland on

But the bulk of her speech
was devoted to cxpluining‘;ww
she saw things “as a Christian,
as well as a politician”, She said
she had recently read the
phrase — Christianity is about
spiritual redemptlon, not social
reform.

“Sometimes the debate on
these matters has become too
polarised and given the impres-
sion that the two are quite
separate. Most Christians would
regard it as thelr rsonal
Christian duty to help thelr
fellow men and women. The
would regard the lives of child-
ren as a precious trust.”

These duties came from belng
a Christlan and not from secular
laws, she sald, but were also
accepted by some who were not
Christlan. She identified three
beliefs, stemming from spir-
itual rather than social parts of
life which she believed were the
dlnstincu've marks of Christian-
ity.

“First, that from the begin-
nl(r:f man has been endowed by
God with the fundamental right

to choose between good and
evil.

“Slccond, that we are made in
God's own Image and therefore
we are cxpected to use all our
own power of thought and
judgement in exercising that
choice; and further, if we open
our hearts to God, he has prom.
ised to work within us.

“And third, that Qur Lord
Jesus Christ, the Son of God,
when faced with his terrible
choice and lonely vigil, chose to
lay down His ll?'e that our sins
may be forgiven.

“I think back to many dis-
cussions in my early life when
we all agreed that if you try to
Lake the fruits of Christianit
without its roots, the frults wi
wither. And they will not come
again unless you nurture the
root.”

Mrs Thatcher went on to
state her belief in the relevance
of Christlanity to public policy
— Old Testament teaching of
the importance of observing a
strict code of law, and the New

THE SCOTSMAN Monday
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Testament teachings of Christ
and the establishment of the
Kingdom of God, both of which
emphasised, she said, loving our*
neighbours as ourselves.
“I believe that by taking'
together these keg l(,elcmcutg
and the New
Teslaments, we gain a view of

Y the universe, a proper attitude

to work, and princlples to sha
economic an socl:S life. e

“We are told we must work
and use our talents o create
wealth, ‘If a man will not
work he shall not eat’ wrote
St Paul to the Thessalonians.
Nevertheless, the Tenth Com-
mandment - thou shalt not
covel — rgcognlses that makjng
money and ownlng things coul
become selfish ac vitlcg.’

“But it {8 not the creation of
wealth that is wrong but love of
money for its own sake. The
spiritual dimension comes in
dccn;llxl:lg what one does with the

eallh,

“How could we respond to the
many calls for help, or invest

i 3 BV

for the future, or support the
wonderful artists and craftsmen

whose work also glorifies God,
unless we had first worked hard
and used our talents to create
the necessary wealth?”

Mrs Thatcher said that social
and economic arrangments had
to be founded on the acceplance
of individual responsibility, that
politicians should strive to brin
out the good in people and figh
down the bad, but could not cre-
ate the one or abolish the other.

Today, she gaid, the only wa
to ensure that no-one was left
without sustenance, help or
opportunity, was to provide b
law for such things as health
and education, but Intervention
by the Stale must never become
s0 great that it effectively
removed  personal * respon-

- sibility,

“The same applies to taxa-
tion, for while you and I would
work extremely hard whatever
the circumstances, there are
undoubtedly some who would
not unless the incentive was

, May 23, 1988

ttggr.g. And we need their efforts

Mrs Thatcher = sald she
atronﬁly believed politicians
should sce religious education
bad a proper place in the school
curriculum, for the Christian
religion was fundamental to the
ration’s heritage. It was impos-
sible to understand our history
or lterature without under.
standing that the nation’s ideals
are {ounded on the Bible.

Mrs Thatcher declared she
was an entbuslast for dem-
ocracy “not because I believe
majority opinion is Inevitably
right or true, indeed no
majority can take away God-
Flven human rights, but because

belleve it most elfectively
safeguards the value of the
Individual, and, more than any
other system, restrains the
abuse of power by the few. And
that is a Christlan concept.

“But there is little hope for
democracy is the hearts of men
and women in democratic soc-
leties cannot be touched by a
call to something greater L{an
themselves.

“Political structures, State
institutions, collective ideals
are pot enough. We lia-
mentarians can legislate {or the
rule of law. You the Church can
teach the life of faith.

“I always think that the whole
debate about the Church and the
State has never yielded any-
:lhuax:g bzgm&alﬁagle in }nslght {o

u Lo
thee my countrw it e

“It begins with a triumphant
assertion of* what might be
described as secular patriotism,
a3 woble thing indeed in a
country like ours: ‘I vow to
thee my country all earthly
things above; entire, whole
ﬁ,"d perfect, the service of my

ve',

“it goes on to speak of ‘an~
other country I heard of long
ago’ whose King cannot be seen
and whose armies cannot be
counted, but ‘soul by soul and
silently her shining bounds
increase’, Not group by group,
or party by party or even
church by church —~ but soul by
soul — and each one counts.

“That, members of the
assembly, is the country which
you chiefly serve. You fight
your cause under the banner of
an historlc church. Your success
matters greatly — as much to
the temporal as to the spirityal
welfare of the natlon.”

WEVISPAPER
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Theology and
Mrs Thatcher

PASS whatever verdict you like on Mrs Thatcher’s
address to the General Assembly of the Church of Scot-
land, there was something enorimously refreshing about

" the circumstances under which it was made.

There were no PR men to pave the way, there was
no allegedly pulse-quickening music to herald her en-
trance, no slogan-draped backcloth or high-technology
autocue; just her, a lectern and for once a critically
attentive audience rather than a slavishly adoring

. gathering of the faithful.

It was an intensely Scottish occasion too, one of

© those occasions where the mighty meet with the ordinary
for no other purpose than to debate important issues on

" equal terms. ;

That point was emphasised not by the stupid
gestures of the thankfully few who would rather Mrs
Thatcher had not been heard, but by the way in which

"she had to take her seat in the hall uncbtrusively and

* wait for the summons to speak.

: The Scottishness was emphasised by the presence
of the Lord High Commissioner and his attendant digna-
tories, none of whom would have been present in their
resplendent official garb and status had not Scotland

, once been a sovercign state.

: And that gave Saturday a peculiarly historic note.

~To dismiss Mrs Thatcher’s appearance as simply part of

-a much needed image-polishing process following her

party’s rebuff by the Scottish electorate is to miss an
important point.

- As we and others have often noted, the General
© Assembly of the Church of Scotland is the only forum
" we have which approximates to a Scottish Assembly. But
_ for once the General Assembly fitted the bill of a forum
. where we can call the executive arm of Government to

accouat.

IL will be recalled that in the political hurly-burly
during and after the General Election, much was made
of how the Government’s policics were not in tune with
. the morals, attitudes, aspirations and values of the
Scottish people.

And did not Mrs Thatcher on Saturday somehow
recognise the existence of that divide, real or perceived,
in the way shie addressed the Assembly, not to denounce
it as some Opposition party as some in the Conservative

" Party would, but to give an account of her morals,
-allitudes, aspirations, and values.

Accept or reject what she said, the fact remains that
Saturday was an important landmark in the political life
of our nation. The fact that the Prime Minister gave an
account of herself to the General Assembly has enhanced
the status of the Church of Scotland, not demeaned it to
the status of the PR value of a feotball match appear-
ance as a few were asserting.

As to the nature of Mrs Thatcher's theology, it
scemed curiously homespun, not in itself surprising,
since all of us who have not been immersed in theologi-
cal seminars throughout our lives, but call ourselves
Cliristians, must necessarily conduct our lives according

" 1o a homespun theology.

But Mrs Thatcher conducts the life of a nation, ard
much of her policy thinking, we now understand, is ruled
by her own theology. Much is acceptable to all, for
cxample the primacy of the doctrine of free will rather

. than that of Calvinistic predestination.”

However the opening up of her soul has revealed the

. fundamental reason why such a gull has opened up

between Mrs Thatcher’s Government and the Church,
ot just in Scotland bul in IEngland as well.

Mrs Thatcher’s theology gives pride of place to the

. individual and the exercise of individual responsibilities

' according to Christian principles. But she has cither con-

; sciously rejected, or simply not thought about, the exten-
sion of that thinking.

In a nutshell, what she said was that if the individual
“pets his or her spiritual thinking right, the correct
material consequences in terms of help for the less
fortunate will follow. Tt is the Lind of thinking that has
led her to declare previously that there is no such thing
as society, only individuals.

: But for churchmen, the spiritual and the material,
- like freedom, is indivisible and not not sequential. Mrs
. Thatcher called in aid of her theology the hymn that tells
~of a country whose king cannot be seen and whose
+ armies cannot be counted but “soul by soul and silently
. her shining bounds increase.”

Not “group by group but soul by soul” che

- emphasised, to which churchmen would say, yes, soul by

soul, but as brother and sister. The failure of Mrs
Thatcher to have that kind of thinking in her theology,
is where she and the Church part company.
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By Nicholas Wood, Political Correspondent

Mr Roy Hattersley will to-
might  trenchantly  reassert
Labour’s claim to be the
conscience of the nation in a
direct riposte to Mrs Margaret
Thatcher’s weckend speech to
the Church of Scotland.

Labour’s deputy leader says
the Prime Minister speaks
about a morality unrecognized
by most of the population.

He will maintain that her
brand of individualism and
cconomic freedom is a rejee-
ton of commumty and the
tyvpe of society people hold
dear. and suggest that if she
continues she will be unelect-
able by the next election.

Mr Hattersley's. interven-
tion in his  Birmingham,
Sparkbrook. constituency
represents the latest sally in
the party dogfight over the
moral high ground.

It comes after Mrs Thatch-
er’s speech in which she spelt

he spiritual beliels under-
ing her pohiucal philo-

This was very much a
‘personal statement™, high-
ranking government sources

1 versterda
wated yesterday.

came  as

!
The disclosure
abour MPs reacted angnily in

¢ Commons. accusing the
Prime Mister of 2 Ttwasting

ms” to address the churceh’s
-eneral assembly.

Mr George Foulkes. Labour
AP for Carrick, Cumnock and
Valley. said she had
4 many people by

i the love of money
wwall evil.

oon

OOt

Turning the Prime Min-
ister’s words against her, he
told MPs: “We sce such evil
taking place, particularly in
the City of London™.

The view yesterday was
that her text in Edinburgh,
redolent with Biblical allu-
sions and quotations, was her
own work.

However. sources insisted
that her remarks, in which she,
maintained that wealth had to
be created before it could be
used and emphasized the im-
portance of personal respon-
sibility, were in tune with

'many previous addresses.

It was clear that differences
remain in the upper reaches of
the Tory party over the extent
to which the Government
should play the moral card in
response to Labour's attacks
over social policies.

Some insiders are con-
cerned that the Government
may be in danger of mixing
rehigion and politics in a
potentially damaging way.
They believe that it should
concentrate on the bread and
butter issucs such as the
cconomy where it has a win-
ning hand.

The Labour attack came in
questions to Mr Michael Ali-
son. the Second Church Es-
tates Commissioner and a
former Parliamentary Private
Sceretary to Mrs Thatcher.

Mr Foulkes said the Church
of Scotland had s arm
twisted and asked Mr Alison
to ensure Mrs Thatcher prac-|
tiscd what she preached.

Parliament, page 10
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 strikes chord only with some

THE PRIME Minister’s speech to
the General Assembly of the
Church of Scotland at the week-
end - in which she invoked
scripture to underpin the virtues

of individual responsibility, per- .

sonal charity and “spiritual
redemption” - has struck power-
ful resonance in the breast of at
least one of its communicants.

Sir Hector Laing, chairman of
United Biscuits, was moved yes-
terday to quote Sophocles (“or
someone like that — of course I
knew him well”) to the effect that
“when the freedom the citizens of
Athens wanted most was the
freedom from responsibility, then
Athens ceases to be free.” That,
Sir Hector said, spoke to the fact
that the Government had created
freedom and it was now up to all
to use it with responsibility.

Mrs Thatcher's speech, adver-
| tised as a keynote statement of
principles, is also seen by both
right and left as a gauntlet
thrown down to those in her
party who favour a Conservatism
more oriented to social justice.

Sir Hector, a strong supporter,
said: “I spent some time at the
weekend being interviewed by
the BBC’s Panorama who
suggested to me — in the nicest
possible way, of course — that I
had substantially benefited from
the Budget and did I not feel bad
about that? And I said, not at all.
Wealth is a responsibility and a
privilege and one has to use it in
that way.”

He agreed wholly with her
view that church and state
moved in separate spheres.
“Look, the Government is there
to protect the trade routes,
uphold the currency and preserve
law and order. It is then up to the
individual to try to keep up soci-
ety as he would like it to be.”

- John Lloyd looks at
reactions to the
prime minister’s

“speech on religious
and social values
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1t resonated, too, in the breast
of Professor Kenneth Minogue,
Professor of Political Science at
the London School of Economics.
“It’s up to the church to flail the
sinners on greed and morality:
Governments get ahead and gov-
ern.” -

However, Prof Minogue, who
achieved prominence as the tele-
vision presenter of the New
Enlightenment series on the
advance of the liberal right, was
worried about the “nasty under-
side” which has Mrs Thatcher
and Mr Douglas Hurd, the Home
Secretary, hectoring the elector-
ate on its duties. “I think they
should just shut up there: I think
that’s the main weakness of the
Thatcher Government.”

Prof Alan Budd, director of the
London Business School, cannot
see, he says, much sign of busi-
ness responding to calls for social
responsibilities. *“You could
argue that they should: that their
new profitability has been made
possible by the redundancies
they made. But I think they are
still at the first stage — making
the profits: they’re not yet at the
stage of distributing them.”

Those whose thinking leads
them to the left of the spectrum
naturally view the speech with-
out much charity. Prof Raymond
Plant, who heads the politics
department at Southampton Uni-

versity and who has been the
prime mover of the Socialist Phi-
losophers’ Group, says: “The
Prime Minister is seeking to
prove that the ‘trickle down’
effect plus personal charity can
take the place of much state pro-
vision. The evidence must be
against that: quite a large group
is now marginalised and not
reached by this.

_ “As for criticising the churches
for intruding — the Government
has itself moralised the social
sphere, by talking of dependency
and trying to create a new model
individual — she cannot blame
the churches for posing their
moral view. :

“She assumes a rigid distinc-
tion between personal morality
and the outcomes of economic
decisions: even if the market was
amoral, as she and others have
claimed, it's perfectly open to
governments to intervene in its
outcomes.”

A.H. Halsey, Professor of Social
and Administrative Studies at
Oxford University, thought the
speech “humbug.” He is prepared
to allow “that it’s not total cyni-
cism on her part: she believes
some of it: but she wants to teil
people she belongs to a good tra-
dition, and she doesn't.

“My view about biblical argu-
ment is that it’s always selective:
but I note that the churches,
including the Catholic Church,
are now all stressing the commu-
nitarian tradition in scriptures,
and she’s dead against that.

“I think it's changing now: I
see commentators and others
reacting against all this ‘loadsa-
money’ thing. There's a very
deep distrust of money, and love
of money — money as a way of
life. That will count against her,
increasingly.”




THE GUARDIAN
Tuesday May 24 1988

PM’s

=aHE Prime Minister’s

k3 weekend speech to Scot-
tish churchmen setting

out her beliefs on personal mo-
rality came under Opposition
fire in the Commons yesterday.

But her former Parliamen-
tary Private Secretary, Mr
Michael Alison (C. Selby), res-
ponding in Question Time for
the Church Commissioners, de-
nied a Labour charge that the
Prime Minister had “twisted
arms” so as to address the Gen-
eral Assembly of the Church of
Scotland.

Mrs Thatcher, he said, had
made a notable contribution to
the debate on personal faith
and civic responsibility and her
speech had been well-received.

Mr Tony Banks (Lab. New-
ham North West) said — in a
jibe at the reported rift between
Mrs Thatcher and the Chancel-
lor Mr Nigel Lawson — that
until the week-end speech, he
had thought the Budget speech
was “written by St Nigel rather
than St Paul.”

Mr Banks, also quoting St
Paul said our leaders should be
sober, temperate and not
greedy of filthy lucre.

Mr Alison replied: “I am very
glad you have taken to quoting
scripture. We can look forward

to more. “If you want to take
the letter of the word, Mrs
Thatcher has never hitherto, as
faras I am aware, been guilty of
insobriety and she certainly
was not when she addressed the
General Assembly.”

Mr George Foulkes (Lab.
Carrick, Cumnock and Doon)
asked Mr Alison “if the Church
Commissioners had their arms
twisted — as did the General
Assembly of the Church of Scot-
land — to issue an invitation to
Mrs Thatcher to address the
Synod of the Church of Eng-
land, will you make sure she
practises what she preaches.”

To Tory jeers, Mr Foulkes
said Mrs Thatcher offended
many people when she said the
love of money is the root of all
evil. He added: “We see such
evil taking place, particularly
in the City of London.”

Mr Alison said Mr Foulkes
was doing less than justice to
his fellow Scots. It was a mock-
ery if he thought the several
hundred General Assembly
members all had arms so weak
they could be twisted by Mrs
Thatcher. The Prime Minister
had made a “notable contribu-
tion” to an important topical
debate, he told MPs.

Mr John Marshall (C Hen-

5@@@@@ under fire

don S) said certain Church lead-
ers should give their flock
“sound spiritual leadership
rather than induiging in parti-
san politics.”

Mr Alison said the Prime
Minister’s message to the Gen-
eral Assembly was that “Chris-
tians will often genuinly dis-
agree about aspects of secular
politics though it is a mark of
Christian manners they should
do so with courtesy and mutual
respect.”

Labour’s attack on the Prime
Minister’s speech continued
during an Opposition-initiated
housing debate.

Labour frontbencher Mr
Clive Soley (Hammersmith)
said: “One of the reasons the
Prime Minister gets into so
much trouble with the
churches is because the
churches do have a different
perception of what the prior-
ities are in this country today.”

Leftwinger Mr Dennis Skin-
ner (Lab. Bolsover) added that
with 50,000 more homeless
people than when the Conser-
vatives came to power in 1979,
Mrs Thatcher ought to be
preaching about something
other than what individuals
could do with their personal
wealth.
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Mrs Thatcher . . . “inspired”

brs 1 has
given up
- £100,000

By SIMON WALTERS

PREMIER Margaret
Thatcher has given up
£100,000 in pay since
1979, she revealed
yesterday.

She currently draws only
her Cabinet DMlinister's
pay of £51,068—£11,630
LESS than her salary
as Prime Minister.

Airs Thatcher made the
disclosure after Neil
Kinnock attacked her
in the Commons fcr
telling church leaders
her policies were in
line with Christ’s
teachings.

The Labour leader ac-
cused her of cutting aid
to the poor and asked:
“Which passage of the
Bible inspired you to
do that? Was it
when Pilate took water
and washed his
hands?”

Depths

Mrs Thatcher angrily de-
nied she had encour-
aged a greedy soct

She told Mr Kinnoc
“Look at the amount
have voluntarily fore-
gone from my salary.”

Labour’s deputy lender
Roy Hattersley later
accused her of “plum!
ing the dept
cynicism"'’
® CHANCELLCR
Lawson praised
Thatcher’'s *“inspi
leadership™ in a Kkiss-
and-make-up speech
following their clash
over the pound.

Why Mcogie must call
it @ dey—Fege 6
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PREMIER Margaret Thatcher has taken a pay

cut totalling £100,000 since she came to power

nine years ago.

This was revealed last night after a bitter Com-
mons clash in which Neil Kinnock said she had
washed her hands of the poor, like Pontius Pilate.

Amid hoots of derision
money” from Labour
-MPs, Mrs Thatcher told
the Labour . leader to
check how much she
had left in the nation’s
coffers since becoming
Prime Minister.

Mrs Thatcher has al-
ways believed she should
get the same pay as one
of her Cabinet ministers.

In the current year she
will get £51.068 — £11,630
less than the £62,628 she
is entitled to when her
Parliamentary allowance
is included.

Over nine years that’'s a
saving of £100,000 to the
Exchequer. Mrs Thatcher
came under fire during
Prime Minister's question
time for a weekend

and shouts of “loads of

by CHRIS BUCKLAND
Political Editor

speech justifying Govern-
ment policies with quota-
tions from the Bible.

Mr Kinnock said she
had “cut child benefit,
stopped school meals and
ended single payments.
Can she tell us which
particular passage of the
Bible inspired her?

“Could it have been
Matthew 27(24) ‘And Pi-
late took water and
washed his hands’.” Mrs
Thatcher’s pay cut deci-
sion may have been made
easier by millionaire hus-
band Denis, who is on
several company boards.
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s turn on ‘disloval” Cri

TORIES at West-
minster turned on back-
bencher Jullan Critch-
ley last night after he
launched an astonishing
attack on Mrs Thatcher
from abroad.

They accused him of
treachery for writing an
articie criticising Mrs
Thatcher’s personal styie
and leadership in the New
York Times.

Mr Critchley’s attack is
viewed as breaching the
unwritten code of not
criticising Britain over-

seas.

The Aldershot MP—a
constant, but minor, Irr-
itant to the Tory front
bench—alleged

By PETER KOOLEY Pclitical Fepcrier

widespread discontent
with the PM In the Tory
party.

He called on Nirs
Thatcher to quit before
the end of her third term
saying she had “served
her purpose”.

Mr Critchley accused
her of trading as a
politician in “exhortation
and rebuke” and that
some of her Cabinet
colleagues found her
“self-righteous and hard
to bear.”

Last night his back-
bench colleagues accused

Mr Critchley cf being out
of touch and totally
wrong.

From the Commons
Nicholas Winterton
declared: *“He spends
more time out of this
place than he does in it.
Perhaps people should be
aware that he is not as in
touch with Parliament
and the party as he would
lead them to believe.

“it Is typical of him to
make his attack from the
other side of the Atlantlc
in a foreign newspaper.”

Ealing MP Harry

A

’?" n /”‘
b ej

Greenway jnined the critl-
cisms of Mr Critchley.

“It would re better If he
came to the House and
attended to see what Is
goinz on. He is rarely seen
here,” he said.

Tory back-bencher Eric
Forth said Mr Critchley
had “got it wrong In every
respect 2

He said: I can’t
remember Mr Critchley
being In the Commons
regularly for Prime Minis-
ter’'s Question Time. He
does not make a huge
contribution at West-
minster so I think for his
remarks to be printed in
New York are appro-
priate.

MRS THATCHER was clearly
hurt yesterday as she accused Mr

Kinnock of “debasing” everything
she believed in after he had tried to
attack her religious beliefs.

Her bitter rebuke came in the
Commons as he compared her to
implying she had
washed her hands of the less well-off.

She said her weekend speech to the
Church of Scotland, when she explained
the spiritual basis of her go-getting
political philosophy, had been & personal

Pontius Pilate,

avowal of faith.

She repeated her theme that
creation of wealth was not
wrong—but love of money for
its own sake was.

And she reminded Mr Kin-
nock of her financial sacrifice
since becoming Premier in
1979. She is entitled to draw
£62,698. Instead, she only acc-
epts a Cabinet Minister’s
£51,068 salary.

Later Mr Kxx*nock though
stressing he was “not mamed
to 2 millionaire,” admitted he
draws his full salary—and
intends to accept his increase
from Tory tax cuts.

And Archbishop of Canter-

°

£
Left rip
LABOUR'S hard Left yester-
day launched a blistering
trike on Neil Kinnock’s key
policy reviews which aim to
rewrite the party’s election
manifesto.

th Labour S

trs Thatcher: Sacnf:ce

By ROBERT GIESON
Political Editor

bury Dr Rotert Runcie later
backed Mrs Thatcher, saying:
“] thought sne had, as usual,
clear and coherent things to say
about the mezans of wealth
creation and 1 agree with heron
that.”

Mr Kinneck had sparked the
row by asking Mrs Thatcher to
“unireeze’ child benefit.

She said it is targeted at
families needing it most.

what is likely to become 2 long
and bloody battle.

Mr Livingstone bluntly
attacked the economic plans
stating the figures did not add
up, that the policy lacked any
credibility and would once
agn n pro ve to be an electoral

Dr Runcie: Support

Mr Kinnock hit back: “She

has cut child benefit, she has -

stopped free school meals, she
has ended single payments—
which passage of the Eible
inspired all that?

“Could it have been Matthew
27:24, when Pilate took water
and washed his hands?”

Mrs Thatcher told him: “You
debase everything I believe in if
we tried to exchange verse
quotations across the despatch
tox.”

She emphasised the need for

into Kinnock’s new 1deas

The reviews which have been
hammered out by leading front
benchers and unicn bosses
since Labour’s election defeat
aimed to ‘“modernise’”’ the
party’s appeal.

e already come
¢ for accepting the
arket and

pe"<onal responsibility and
generosity to the less fortunate.

And she said her political
philosophy had provided “more
houses, a better health service,
better salaries—in fact life is
better off all round precisely
beczuse of the policies we have
now.”

Dr Runcie also said later: “I
would want to ask a little more
about the questions of making
wezlth and at the same time it
dividing society in a way which
makes the people who have
fallen behind, through no fault
of their own, feel on the edge of
things.”

Mr Kinnock added Ilater:
“Naturally I will go on giving to
charity but traglcax’y the
contributions do not begin to
make up for the reductions in
support for the poor and
disabled cm‘dren or the needy
in Britain.”

Mr Kinnock, brought up a
Methodist, said he was not an
atheist but from the age of 18
had had difficulty accepting the
idea of immortality of the soul
and the absolute requirement
of forgiveness.

foreign investment the only
way a Labour Government
could pay for its programme
would be through either an
incomes policy or tax increases.

Mr Benn accused Mr Kin-
nock of attempting to bury
socialism.

9 Er
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not leave
inercy
o others

~ By JOHN DEANS
Political Correspondent

\f e inug‘t THE Prime Minister

issued a ringing
defence of her wealth-
creating revolution yes-
terday.

It gave everyone in Britain the
chance of leading a better,
more responsible life, said Mrs

Thatcher.

She carried her moral
mission into the Com-
mons, insisting that her
vision for the country
was firmly based on her
Christian beliefs.

‘Life is better off all round
precisely because of our poli-
| cies,” she told MPs.

“There is more money avail-
able to pay ourselves, nore
houses, belter health services
and salaries.’

Important

ter stand delighted Tories

during Question Time. The
exchanges were dominated by
her speech last Saturday to
Scottish churchmen when she
stressed the importance of tra-
ditional Christian virtues like
hard work, self-reliance and
charity.

Turnlnglz on Labour critics
who say her policles amount to
a ‘creed of greed', she sald: ‘We
simply cannot delegate the
exercise of mercy and generosi-
ty to others. There is an
important place both for help
froon the State, which we
operate, and also personal help
and personal responsibility.’

| She was involved in an angry

| exchange with Labour leader
| Nell Kinnock which came to a
head when he spoke of the the
cuts in child benefit and social
welfare subsidies and quoted
Matthew 27:24: ‘When Pilate
took water and washed his
hands.'

Mrs Thatcher accused himn of
‘debasing everything 1 believe
in' by hurling Biblical quota-
tions across the Commons in
an attempt to make political
points.

Then the Prime Minister sug-
gested that her own personal
restraint was an example of the
sharing society she is trylng to
achieve.

‘Perhaps you will kindly look
al the amount I have volun-
tarily foregone from my salary,’
she said.

Turn to Page 2. Col.2
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MPs who have served

changes
more than ten years will
based on the current
salary of £22.000 a year.

our
you

to give a great deal more to
‘] do not believe that one
discharges all one's duties by

children in families who have
no earnings, so it helps those

who need it most'.
Mrs Thatcher told him:

Mr Kinnock retorted:
not make up for child benefit
cuts. When 1 heard
‘Now I know you do not.’
haps
Labour's deputy
9 % b —
Labour’s cash boost
The

courtesy of reading the speech.
All
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Leader John Wakeham

night.

were
wondered
practice.
casting
ment,

that

the

help Neil
in-

deci-
Ministers
Minister

Labour
Party machine is to go up
from £493,900 to £839,700.
receiving a ‘golden handshake’

he said had
replied
from
the

and restore to it
scale of the

creases in funding the Opposi-

to
tion parties’ running expenses

g her to ‘unfreeze’
Kinnock run

child benefit — which was not

the Prime

Since she came to power in
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Cabinet Minister. )
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child benefit was reviewed State.’
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raggie refuses to. glve

L1100 Prime Minister today set out

to ram home the moral crusade .

she Lwnched at the weekend, un-

woved by lire .md blimstone from
iL.abour. R T

I what was heralded as a
far-reaching speech, Mrs Thatcher
prepared to reassert her message
about the Christian virtues of
seltreliance, hard-work and the

" by Charles RReiss ' )¢
Political Fdltol' ETLITRE

'Ih(' toutmm-(l (novernment (‘ffox t. ;

to win the moral high ground was

reinforced by Home’ becretury,_

Douglas Hurd.

Ie called on the churches to
speak out more often about per-

creation of wealth to help others.

sonal, moral responsibilities. And

* DAILY MIRROR, Wednesday, May 25, 1988

PREMIER Margaret
'lhutchcr was accused
vesterday of being a
Poutius Pilate and wash-
ing her hands of the fate
of Britain’s children.

Labour leader Neil
Kinnock branded her a
hypocrite for cutting the
value of child benefit
while desceribing children
as “‘our precious trust.”

He launched the Com-
mons attack over her
speech Lo Scottish church
leaders in which she said
Christian teaching
backed her policies.

Mr Kinnock asked:
“Can she tell us which

Emmre from the .Bible
1spired her?

“Could it be Matthew
27:24 when Pilate took
water and washed his
hands?"”

Mrs Thatcher replied:
‘I believe we debase
everything we believe in if
we exchange verse quota-
tions across the floor.”

Then she astonished
MPs by boasting of her

own generosity in taking,
£11,600 less than a Prime.

Minister's salary.

ers and teachers—as well as par-
cnts——mubt play their part. ‘

Tory women's conference at the
Barbican. Mr Iurd stressed what
he called the “obligation on each
one of us to help turn young
people away from the temptation
towards crime”.

The i'rlme Mlnlster and Mr.
+:Hurd were both speaking at the:

up her crusade

he sald that television broadcast-

Politiclans and the pollce could
¢ 'do a certaln amount, he sald, “but
" you cannot legislate for nelghbour-

' liness .
*» The’

“good neighbour” theme
promises to becoine a repeated
message fromn ministers in the
weeks ahead,

The objective, Mr Hurd sald,
wis Lo “revive a spirit of responsi-
ble citizenship throughout the

pation, amongst men and
women of all ages | all pro-
fessions, from all social
and ethuic backgrounds”,

Labour was rapidly pre-
paring its counter-attack
claiming, as Neil Kinnock
did yesterday, that DMrs
Thatcher, like Pontius Pi-
late, was “washing her
hands " of the problems of
the poor.

Mr Hurd pointed out
that the peak age for erine
was 15 and that childien
spent hours “goggling at
the television”,

Broadcasters, he went
on, “musl recognise their
responsibility to ensure
that television, vivid and
powerful as it is, does not
provide that extra excite-
ment which can push
someone into violence,

“The churches, although
less influential than in
years past, can still speak
with more authority about
personal moral conduct
than can any politician,

“I would encourage them
to do so more often.”

N
Flowers
for Raisa
MES THATCHER did her hil
for glasnost today when she
sent a houguet of Hlowers and
“very best wishes” to Mikhall
Gorbachev's wife Railsa,

The Prime Minister agreed
to send the flowers to mavk
the Launch of Intertlora’s sei-
vice to Moscow.

The order for the houquet
was transmitted from the
Chelsea Flower Show, via
Sweden.The cost? About L1125,




Labour battles ferociously |
for ‘moral high ground’ |

By George Jones, Political Correspondent
THE BIZARRE battle for the moral high ground of British
politics intensified last night as Labour’s leaders launched a
ferocious attack on Mrs Thatcher’s record for compassion and
the Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr Runcie, signalled his support
for the Prime Minister’s weekend declaration that there was

reli.gi.ous justification for the Government’s wealth creation
policies. '

In sharp personal exchanges in the Commons, Mrs Thatcher

accused Mr Kinnock of “debasing everything”’ by 1 i
: ! _ ¥y quoting the Bible
back at her during Prime Minister’s question time. .

She cited her refusal to draw her full £62,098

| salary as Prime Minister—forgoing nearly

£100,000 since entering Downing Street nine
years ago — as evidence of her personal responsi-

bility towards wealth.

Mrs Thatcher was clearly stung by Mr
'Kinnock’s comparison of her to Pontius Pilate
| washing his hands at the trial of Christ over the
| Government decision to freeze child benefit, stop
| free school meals and end single payments to

The controversy fol-
lowed Mrs Thatcher’s
weekend speech to the
Church of Scotland in
which she gave an
unequivocal declaration
that Thatcherism and
wealth creation were
underpinned by religious
‘faith.

In the speech, Mrs
Thatcher referred explicitly
to her own Christian faith
and said wealth creation was
- not imunoral but the love of
" money was.

[.ast night Labour intensified
its attack on the Prime Minister
by sending a new “‘poverty surt
vey'” ta Church leaders which, it
claimed, showed that almost
eight million homes had lost out
because of the impact of the Bud-

_getchanges.

According to a computer
analysjs published by Mr Gordon

" Brown, a.Labour Treasury

spokesman, more than one mil-
lion families were losing £3 a
week and two million more than
£2 a week, while the better off
had benefited from tax cuts.

“In view of Mrs Thatcher’s
clatms about the morality of her
policy, I am sending this survey
to Church leaders so that they
can judge for themselves the sin-
cerity of her comments,”” said Mr
Brown.

Mr Hattersley, Labour’s dep-
uty leader, accused Mrs
Thatcher and her advisers of
“plumbing the depths of cyni-
cism” by attempting to provide a
moral dimension for her policies
after fighting elections as the

party of “crude self-interest”.
On Budget Day, the Govern-

l ment had £6,000 million to allo-

cate according to the Prime Min-
ister’s “‘spiritual dimension”".

But Mrs Thatcher decided to
cut taxes and providé the richest
members of society with tax
reductions of thousands of
pounds a week, said Mr
Hattersley.

By using the Budget surplus on
tax cuts, the Prime Minister
chose not to use it to provide an
adequate system of social secu-
rity or to revitalise the health
service.

“To create a moral justifica-
tion for ignoring the old, the sick
and the poor in favour of super-
tax payers requires some spec-

tacularintellectual gymnastics.” .

But there was support for the
Prime Minister's weekend
speech from the Archbishop of
Canterbury, who on Monday
voted in support of the unsuc-
cessful attempt n the Lords to
force the Government to relate
the poll tax to ability to pay

social security claimants.

Parliament—P13
An underclass beyond
reach—P18

In a radio interview, Dr Runcie
said he thought Mrs Thatcher
had made a *‘very clear state-
ment’’ of her own position as a
Christian concerned about the
creation of wealth in the country.

“I approve of weaith creation
as an activity of human beings
that they may flourish better,
and I approve of the challenge
she issued to people who arc con-
cerned with wealth creation to
remember the point of it all—
that it should be for the service of
creating a common life among
people inour country.”

Dr Runcie said there might be
some Church people who would
want to say wealth creation
could be a dangerous activity if it
led to exploitation or injustices.

All of the time there had to be
consideration for the common
interest of the people and a rec-
ognition of the rights of groups in
society. '

The Prime Minister’s weekend
speech was seen as a direct res-
ponse to senior Churchmen who
have attacked Mrs Thatcher's

.economic policies, including the

Bishop of Durham who recently
described them as “wicked”".

It is also part of a deliberate
attempt by senior Ministers to
open up a moral debate about the
role of society and to encourage
the exercise of more personal
responsibility and less reliance
on the State.

The speech included numer-
ous Biblical quotations, and Mr
Robin Catford, the Downing
Street aide who advises the
Prime Minister on ecclesiastical
appointments, is credited by
Whitehall insiders as playing a
leading role in its preparation.

|
But yesterday the Church of |

Scotland took issue with the phi-
losophy behind Mrs Thatcher’s
speech by adopting a report
which warned of the dangers of
wealth creation.

The Very Rev John Paterson,
commending the report, said “‘an
exclusive concentration’ on
wealth creation “‘endangers an
understanding of the true mean-
ing of life”.

Today Mrs Thatcher is
expected to develop the theme of
family responsibility in a speech
to the Conservative Women'’s
conference in London.

In the Commons yesterday,
she strongly defended the Gov-

ernment’s economic policies, |
saving life was “better off all |
“here was more mouney |

round’.
available to share. more houses,

Continued on Back Page
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Moral ground

Continued from P1

a better health service and better
salaries.

The acrimonious exchanges
with Mr Kinnock underlined the
deepening personal hostility
between the two party leaders.

Mr Kinnock asked the Prime
Minister what passage from the
Scriptures had inspired her to
cut child benefits and other wel-
fare payments.

“Could it be Matthew 27.24.
‘Pilate took water and washed

'his hands'?" he asked.

Mrs Thatcher said the week-
end speech had been an expres-
sion of her personal beliefs and
views, adding: *‘I believe you
debase everything I believe in if
we try to exchange various quo-
tations across the Despatch
Box.”

She had made clear in her
weekend speech the exercise of
“mercy and generosity’” simply
could not be delegated to others.
There was an important place for
both help through the State and
personal responsibility.

Mrs Thatcher then pointedly
reminded Mr Kinnock of herown
decision voluntarily to forego
part of her salary. Instead of
drawing the full £62,098, she
takes the same amount as a Cabi-
net Minister, £51,068.

Since she became Prime Min-
ister this has resulted in between
£95,000 and £100,000 remaining
with the Treasury to be used for
Government spending.

The Prime Minister has made
clear on several occasions that
she does not wish to be paid
more than any other member of
her Cabinet.

But last night Mr Kinnock hit
back at Mrs Thatcher’s decision
to use her voluntary pay cut to
underline her views on wealth
and the love of money.

*1 wondered when the Prime
Minister would eventually get
around to using the sacrifice
which she can well afford to
make as a political gimmick,”
said the Labour leader.

“I thought that virtue was its
ownreward."”
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9 ARGARET THATCHER is
M largely impervious to politi-
cal abuse, but she is surpris-
ingly easily hurt by the accusation
that she is uncaring. She would reject
angrily any suggestion that the
Government cared only about the
rich, striving and successful — and
any claim that the Conservatives
want to see the newly tax-cut flaunt-
ing their wealth in a vulgar, “loadsa-
money’’ fashion would horrify her.

These reactions are entirely sin-
cere. Tory cynics might rest content
with the thought that a substantial
majority of the population is now
part of a coalition of prosperity: not
she. The Prime Minister believes
that Thatcherism is for everyone.

Moreover, both in public and pri-
vate life, she has always laboured
under a strong sense of duty. Riches
for her are not a means to ease, indul-
gence and luxury — but merely a
broader horizon for the discharge of
duty. Even though she now conforms
to the established Church, Margaret
Thatcher’s career is the latest flower-
ing of the nonconformist conscience
in British politics (nonconformists
have always tended to impute snob-
bery and insincerity to the bench of
Bishops).

So it is hardly surprising that she
should take the moral offensive, and
seek to vindicate the Government’s
record by reference to Christianity. It
is even less surprising that there
should be a fierce counter-attack,
although — perhaps because they
were taken by surprise — few of the
Prime Minister's critics have
matched the serious tone of her
remarks, or avoided muddled
thinking.

It is clearly possible to argue that
this is an un Christian Government.
If the Christian attitude to worldly
goods is that practised by St Francis
or Mother Theresa, and expounded
in Christ’s reply to the young man —
*“Go, sell whatsoever thou hast, and
give to the poor’” — then Mrs
Thatcher and her administration fail
the test. But who could possibly pass
it? Not Roy Hattersley, anyway.

but are Christians required to take

Mrs Thatcher has set out the values
she believes will regenerate society.
But, asks BRUCE ANDERSON, is anyone at
the bottom of the pile listening?

-

a vow of poverty? John Wesley
thought not: he advised his followers
to gain all they could by honesty,
wisdom and hard work, so as to look
after their families and succour the
poor — and there is also the Parable
of the Talents. If those are the crite-
ria, this Government has nothing to
fear: it has been strikingly successful
in husbanding the Talents.

If Wesley was right, a Christian
government is perfectly entitled to
encourage wealth creation, as long as
it intends to use some of the addi-
tional resources to help eliminate
poverty. The argument then becomes
a matter of detail — about how much
money should be allocated and how it
should be spent.

At that point, Mrs Thatcher is fully
entitled to become exasperated with
most of her critics for their persistent
lack of intellectual rigour and their
refusal to face facts. She can claim
that those who think the answer lies
in higher taxes on the rich plus more
government spending are ignoring
two crucial factors.

First, all the evidence suggests that
lowering taxes on the rich is both a
stimulus to the private sector and a
boost to the Treasury’s receipts. The
only motive for raising taxes would
appear to be envy — which used to
qualify as a deadly sin.

Second, the causes of poverty are
not only financial, but moral.

Certainly there are the deserving
poor, who are either too ill or too old
to work: in many cases such persons’
savings were eroded by inflation, and
they should be compensated for that.
The Government should, and proba-
bly will, do more to help such groups.
Equally, many of the unemployed
also have a strong claim on the public

purse, in that they have had to pay a
disproportionate part of the cost of
€CoNnomic recovery.

But there is no doubt that the
unemployment figures greatly exag-
gerate the extent of the problem.
Why are there apparently so ‘many
long-term unemployed in the South-
East, a region of increasing labour
shortages? Although not all the
unemployed are in the black econ-
omy, it might be better if they were:
idleness is perhaps even more corro-
sive of character than the fraudulent
claiming of benefits.

HE PRIME Minister is greatly
exercised by the danger of a

dependency culture emerging
—a cycle of dependence. What likeli-
hood is there that demoralised young
people brought up on welfare bene-
fits, who have never had any contact
with the world of work, will possibly
teach decent values to their own chil-
dren? The problem is compounded
when the quickest way to obtain a flat
is not to save for a mortgage, but to
become an unmarried mother.
Possibly the gravest.domestic
threat currently facing the nation is
the emergence of an urban under-
class, among whom the transmission
of values and disciplined habits has
largely broken down, and whose chil-
dren are wholly unsuited to life and
work in an increasingly complex soci-
ety. As the rest of the country
advances, the gap between it and the
underclass will widen, making it still
more difficult for those who have
fallen off the ladder to climb back on.
This is a new form of poverty:
members of the underclass have a
much higher standard 0( living than
the unemployed in the Thirties did —
and much lower standards in every

other particular. They are not poor in
money, but poor in morals.

This is therefore primarily a mora!
problem, not a monetary one. The
Prime Minister acknowledges that
fact, which most of her critics refuse
to do. The Labour party will not pub-
licly face up to the moral dimension,
and the churchmen may have a guilty
conscience. Where were the
Churches when the underclass was
emerging?

Although Mrs Thatcher is more
realistic than most of her critics, that
is not to say she understands the
scale of the problem. Indeed, there is
one great drawback which prevents
her from doing so — her own
qualities.

Given her drive, determination and
energy, it is probably impossible for
her to have any insight into the men-
tality of the shiftless and feckless.
She probably feels that all the under-
class needs is a good talking-to — by
her. A quarter of an hour of pull-your-
socks-up, concluding with a bit of
encouragement — and they would all
be small businessmen. If only it were
that simple.

Today, at the Conservative
Women's Conference, Mrs Thatcher
may well return to the theme of mo-
rality: it is undoubtedly going to play
an important role in the political
debate for the rest of this Parliament.
This is thoroughiy desirable, for it

“may lead to fresh thinking. The Left

ought to acknowledge the inade-
quacy of traditional state action.
while the Right should realise that
the problem will not be solved by
economic recovery and individual
enrichment alone.

Sometimes, however, politicians
tend to confuse the discussion of an
issue with the resolution of it. It
should be easy for Mrs Thatcher to
refute any charges of immorality. If
she moves the discussion of moral
issues to the top of the political
agenda, that will be to everyone's
advantage.

But a solution to the problems of |

the underclass will be no nearer. At
present, no-one has any idea how to
set about the task of re-moralising it.

|
|
|
|
I
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takes a beating
in Bible punch-up

Andrew
Rawnsley

"esssssssessessssssssssenssane

N the beginning was the

Word, and the Word was Mrs

= Thatcher’s and the Word was

:0od. So thought her back-

nenchers at Prime Minister’s
‘Juestion Time.

There came a man, sent from
“hislehurst, whose name was
oger Sims.

And the witness of Sims was
nat there was “widespread
apport for the sentiments she
vpressed to the Church of
>cotland on Saturday.”

There a came another.man
‘alled Bill Walker, a wild and
1airy man, from Tayside. And
he witness of Walker was that
they're delighted to have a
ader in this country who is a

actising Christian and dem-
1strates this every day.”

For both were stuck on the

iderness of the Tory back-

nches and exceeding desirous
fajob.

And all ministers were made
v Her, even the most creeping
':'.x'lir)g things on the face of
estminster.

Yet there arose a great wail-
2 and gnashing and rending

order papers on the benches
iposite. For they were sore up-

't that God's tunes were being

Jlayed by the devil.

And Tom Clarke offered a
parable: “Pious words don't
represent Christian values.”
And Clarke begat Roy Evans
and Evans begat David Steel all
making a similar point.

And there came a man called
Neil Kinnock. Now Kinnock
began a great weeping and
mourning for the children, and |

mld not be comforted. He

sayeth: “Will the Prime Minis-
ter now unfreeze child benefit
and restore the 70p cut she has
made in the last two years?”

And seeing the multitudes,
Thatcher went up to the des-
patch box and spoke in riddles.

“This year we chose to give a
great deal more to children in
families who have no earnings,
so it helps those who need it
most.”

And when she sat down, most
of her disciples came unto her
and cheered.

For they knew the greatest of
all the commandments, that
thou shalt love the Lady thy
Thatcher with all thy heart,
with all thy soul and with what-
ever mind thou hast.

But Kinnock answered: Ye do
err, not knowing the scriptures
and, neither did it make up for
the child benefit cuts.

“The Prime Minister has cut
child benefit, she has stopped
free school meals, she has
ended single payments —
which passage of the Bible in-
spired all that?”’

Could it, wondereth Kinnock,
have been Matthew 27:24:

“Then Pilate took water and |

washed his hands.” I

Now there was a great wail-
ing and gnashing on the Tory
benches, and a rending of
double-breasted pinstripe suits.
Though it was difficult to sym-
pathise with their objection.
For if Mrs Thatcher had felt
free to recruit St Paul as an|
early Thatcherite it was open to
Mr Kinnock, and also shrewd,
to find in Pontius Pilate an
early convert to Tory penal
policy. - !

Mrs Thatcher rose for rhei
second time. {

“I believe you debase every-|
thing I believe in if we try to
exchange verse quotations
across the dispatch box.”

Then the Prime Minister had
a fit of morality. “You asked me
personally,” sayeth
Thatcher — though yelleth or
shrieketh would be as accurate.
“Perhaps you will look at the
amount | have voluntarily for-
gone from my salary over the
last years.”

And the Opposition just had a
fit. For, verily, the thought|
struck you, the wife of a mil-
tonaire, given to quoting the
Bible, might recall Matthew 6:1.

“Take hecd that you do not
your righteousness before mien:

Else ye have no reward with
our Father which is in

Y
heaven ™

=t el AL
Gibbard’s view
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Kinnock and

Martin Linton g

HE Prime Minister came

E under Opposition attack

again yesterday over her
speech to the Church of Scot-
land, exchanging views on
Christian ethics and morals
across the despatch bex with
Mr Neil Kinnock.

The Labour leader asked her
to unfreeze child benetit and
restore the 70p cut in value
over the past two vears.

Mrs Thatcher said child ben-
efit was reviewed every vear.
This year the Government had
chosen to give an increase to

“We have rather beeninvaded . . .”

low-income families who
needed it most.

Mr Kinnock said that did not
make up for the cuts in child
benefit. “When she said on Sat-
urday that children were our
precious trust, I wondered if
she meant it in practice. Now I
know she did not.”

Mrs Thatcher replied that
she had also said: “1 do not be-
lieve one discharges all one’s
duties by casting them off on
the state.”

Mr Kinnock said she had cut
child benefit, stopped free
school meals, and ended single
payments. “Which particula{
passage of the Bible inspired
her to do all these?” )

To a chorus of approval from
his backbenches. he asked

clash on

whether it might be Matthew,
chapter 27, verse 24: “And Pi-
late took water and washed his
hands.” )

But the Prime Minister said
Mr Kinnock “debases every-
thing I believe in” by exchang-
ing biblical quotations across
the cespatch box.

She repeated her belief that
“vou simply cannot delegate
the exercise of mercy and gen-

erositv to others. There is a
| very important place both for |
| help from the state and also
' personal heip and
responsibility.”

She suggested that “perhaps !
| he would lock at the amount I
{ have voluntarilv forgone from
| my salary” — she accepts only |
| £51.068 of her £62,698 a year.

! more available for sharing

{ Thatcher said.

ethics

Mr Tom Clarke (Lab. Monk-
lands W) asked her if she had
had time to read the booklet
Just Sharing — presented to
her at the weekend by the Mod-
erator of the Church of Scot-
land — which conciuded that
Scotland was a sick society
with 1% million people living
on the borders of poverty.

The Prime Minister said she
had been glad to receive the
booklet. “It is because of this
Government that there is far

out.” she said.

There were more houses. bet-
ter health. and better salaries.
“In fact. life is better off all
round. precisely because of the
policies we have followed.” Mrs

Labour takes moral

James Naughtie
Chlef Political Correspondent

=edHE PRIME Minister yes-
terday cited her decision

to ferego part of her sal-

ary as evidence of her moral
approach to public life, and

i promptly intensified the debate

stirred up by the speech she

| . made on Christianity and poli-
!, tics at the weekend.

Mr Neil Kinnock, the Labour
leader, said last night that he
had wondered how long it
would be before Mrs Thatcher
used a voluntary sacrifice as a
political gimmick. “O, though
virtue was its own reward,” he
said.

Later, Mr Roy Hattersley. the
deputy Labour leader, accused
Mrs Thatcher of “plumbing the
depths of cynicism” in produc-
ing a spurious moral justifica-
tion for a philosophy of ruthless
individualism.

Labour has seized with glee
on the moral debate started by
Mrs Thatcher’s speech to the
general assembly of the Church
of Scotland last weekend.

She accused Mr Kinnock of
debasing Christianity by seek-
ing to trade scripture across the
dispatch box, but Labour at-
tacked her in turn for allegedly
trying to justify her policies on

| spurious Biblical grounds. Mrs

hatcher responded to Mr Kin-
nock’s criticism in the Com-
mons — which he directed at
the failure to fully uprate child
benefit — by saying her speech
had been well received.

When he compared her to
Pontius Pilate washing his
hands of responsibility, she
said that he was debasing what
she believed. “Perhaps you will
i kindly look at the amount I
{ have voluntarily foregone from
my salary.” =

This brought roars of laugh-
ter from the Labour benches
and audible cries of “What
about Denis?,” a reference to
Mr Thatcher, a highly-success-
ful businessman.

Since becoming Prime Minis-
ter in 1979, Mrs Thatcher has
drawn only a £51.068 Cabinet
minister’s salary and not her
full entitlement of £62,698 from
the excheguer.

Mr Hattersley’s speech, to his
local party in Birmingham, was
an indication of how Labour in-
tends to proceed. He said that
Mrs Thatcher was disqualified
from any claim to pccupy the
the moral high ground because
she had chosen to make her
speech on her beliefs “on the
advice of public relations con-
sultants, media advisers and

opinion poll analysts”.

"She had dressed up “in spt
ous Christian justification” }
belief that people would
make their best contribution
society without the prospect
acash bonus, he said.

Labour MPs were happ
after Question Time vesterc
than they have been for sor
weeks, believing that M
Thatcher has given them
tactical opening.

When Dr David Owen, t
SDP leader. asked her to ¢
sider reforming the Lords af
the Government's use of bac
woodsmen peers to win a p
tax vote on Monday, s
claimed that the result was d
to the argument put by the G
ernment swinging the debate.

This produced raucous laug
ter on the Opposition bench
and even among some of b
own supporters. Mrs Thatch
based her claim on the fact t
more cross-bench peers h
voted for the Government th
againstit.

Later, when journalists qu
tioned a Downing Street spok
man at Westminster he ask
them why did Mr Kinnock n
#ive away part of his salarv as
suggested he would be able
give more to charity because
the Government'’s tax cuts.

Day in Politics, page 4
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atcher uses persona
in claim for moral hig]

MARGARET THATCHER
used the sacrifice she had made in
torgoing about £100,000 in her
ne Ministerial salary yester-
dayv to counter a challenge by Neil
Kinnock, the Labour leader, to
her claim to the moral high
ground in British politics.

The clash  between Mrs
Thatcher and Mr Kinnock during
Prime Minister’s questions was
seen by both senior Labour and
Tory MPs as an important shift in
the political battleground.

Ministers said last night that
Mrs Thatcher had moved onto
the attack on Labour's ground on
the welfare state because the
Government  had proved that
Britain’s economic growth can be

statned.

But Tory MPs said she was hurt
v the attacks on the Conserva-
tives for “not caring” about the
cifects on the poor of the social
sccurity changes, health charges
and the poll tax.

Shadow Cabinet ministers said
last night that Mrs Thatcher had
made a blunder by fighting on
what they regard as Labour's
home ground. e

Mr Kinnock attacked her de-

ce of the morality of Conserva-
tism at the weekend by challeng-
ing Mrs  Thatcher's  personal
commitment to the poor, follow-
ing the real terms cut in child ben-
cfit this yvear. She retorted: “You
asked me personally. Perhaps you
will look at the amount [ have vol-
untarily foregone from my salary

By Colin Brown
and Stephen Goodwin

over the last years.”

Tory MPs cheered Mrs That-
cher and jeered at Mr Kinnock.
One shouted, “catyermoney”, a
reference to Mr Kinnock's attack
at  the weekend on the
“loadsamoney” economy. But
privately, many Tory MPs said
later they were uncoformtable
about the Prime Minister’s re-
mark. “It was Daily Express vul-
garity,” said one Tory MP.

Mr Kinnock later dismissed it
as a political gimmick: “I thought
virtue was its own reward.”

Mrs Thatcher is entitled to a
full salary of £62,698, but draws
£51,068 — the ordinary Cabinct
minister’s salary. One Tory MP
pointed out that her sacrifice was

mitigated by the support of a rich
husband.

Mr Kinnock picked on the
Prime Minister's assertion in her
weekend speech that children
were “our special trust”. Amid
cheers from his backbenchers, Mr
Kinnock said: “You have cut
child benefit; you have stopped
free school meals; you have ended
single payments — which passage
of the Bible inspired all that?

“Could it have been Matthew
27:24 when Pilate took water and
washed his hands?”

Mrs Thatcher retorted: “I be-
licve you debase everything we
believe in if we try to exchange
various quotations across the dis-
patch box.”

Supporting the sentiments of
Mrs Thatcher's speech to the
General Assembly of the Kirk,
Roger Sims (C, Chislchurst) said

that “more compassion and toler-
ance” were principles shared by
all parties, including the Conser-
vatives,

Warning against “pious words”
alone, Tom  Clarke (Lab,
Monklands West) asked if the
Prime Minister had glimpsed one
of the books given to her at the as-
sembly. Entitled Just Sharing, it
concluded that the lot of 1.5 mil-
lion men, women and children
who lived on the borders of pov-
erty represented “a sick socicty in
Scotland”.

David Steel, joint leader of the
SLD, pursued the same point.
Did Mrs Thatcher now accept
that the Government had a duty
to do something about the 31 per
cent of the Scottish population
who lived near the margins of
poverty?

Mrs Thatcher repeated: “Be-

Survey reveals wealth gap

CHURCH LEADERS will be sent a survey by a La-
bour spokesman showing that the gulf between rich
and poor has widened under Margaret Thatcher’s
administration, despite her defence of the morality
of Conservatism at the weekend, Colin Brown writes.

Figures produced by Gordon Brown, the Shadow
Chief Secretary to the Treasury, show that one mil-
lion families and households were losing more than
£3 a weck as a result of the Budget and social secu-
rity changes. The computer analysis shows that 7.6
million households would see their living standards
fall. [t also reveals that 150,000 familics have gained
more than £100 a week and 50,000 families have

fares.

gained more than £200 a week from the changes.

Mr Brown said: “This new analysis provides hard
evidence of the Government's clear and direct
responsibility for the growing gap between rich and
poor. Mrs Thatcher’s Christianity should be judged
not by pious words but her actions.”

The figures show that 6.3 million families could*
gain up to £2 a week from the combined changes, but
Mr Brown pointed out that inflation could wipe out
the gains, after price rises of 11 per cent for electric-
ity, 10 for water, 12 for rates, 9 council rents, 8.3 for
prescriptions, 6 for gas and about 10 for bus and rail

cause of the policies run by this
Government there is more money
available to share.”

Last night, Mrs Thatcher and
her advisers were accused of
“plumbing the depths of cyni-
cism”. Roy Hattersley, the deputy
leader of the Labour Party, told
his  Sparkbrook, Birmingham,
constituency: “They have also ad-
mitted by implication that they
have lost the ethical argument . . .

“They are beginning to turn

back towards the gospel of com-
munity, the belief in shared rights
and responsibilities . . . For those
of us who have believed that all
our lives, it is immensely hearten-
ing that the idea has become
again so strong that the Prime
Minister has been forced to cob-
ble together a spurious moral jus-
titication for the callous wastc of
the free-for-all society for which
she is totally responsible.”
B The Archbishop of Canterbury
yesterday supported the praise of
wealth  creation  in. Margaret
Thatcher's speech to the General
Assembly of the Church of Scot-
land, Sandra Barwick writes.

“I approve of wealth creation
as an activity of human beings
that they might flourish better,
and also I approve of the chal-
lenge she issucd to people who
are concerned with wealth cre-
ation to remember the point of it
all — that it should be for the pur-
pose of creating a common life
amongst people in a country,” Dr
Robert Runcice said.
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Leaders in battle for
moral high ground

By Philip Webster, Chief Political Correspondent

The battle for the high
moral ground of politics
crupted yesterday as the
Prime Minister and Mr
Neil Kinnock  clashed
furiously in the Com-
mons over her speech to
the Church of Scotland
last week.

In onc of their most
highly-charged confronta-
tions yet, Mrs Margaret
Thatcher accused Mr
Ivinnock  of  *“debasing
cverything” as he quoted
the Bible at her across the
dispatch box and likened
her to Pontius Pilate.

She provoked cheers from
Conservative MPsand cries of
derision from the Opposition
as she replied to the attack on

her speech by reminding him
of the sum she voluntarily
relinquishes from her salary.
~She is estimated to have
forgone £100,000 since 1979
by taking the salary of a
Cabinet Minister rather than
her entitlement  as  Prime
Minister.

Mr Roy Hattersley, deputy
lcader of the Labour Party,
later described Mrs Thatcher
as the modern prophet of

Lawson pledge weeeeeees2
Wealth divide ...
Parliament ceeeeeesererennese8'
Commons sketch .........24

ruthless individualism, saying
her speech to the church was
as “intellectually demeaning
as it was morally bankrupt”,
and accusing her of *“breath-
taking cffrontery” in saying
that a spiritual dimension
came from deciding what was
done with wealth.

Mrs Thatcher is expected to
return to the fray with her
speech today at the Conser-
vative women's conference in
London, when she will
emphasize the virtues of good
neighbourliness. ;

In a speech in Birmingham,
Mr Hattersley said that in the
Budget, the Government had
£6 billion to allocate according
to Mrs Thatcher's “spiritual
dimension™.

By choosing to usc it on tax
cuts, particularly for the rich-
est, she had chosen not to usc
it to meet social needs. “To
create a moral justification for
ignoring the old, the sick and
the poor in favour of the
super-1axpayers requires spece
tacular intcllectual gym-
nastics”™, he said. *Last
Saturday, Mrs Thatcher fell
off the high-wirc  several
times.”

Mrs Thatcher's decision to
set her personal religious creed
alongside her political beliefls
last weekend has  worried
many Conservative MPs and
has opened a new arca of
political debate which could
dominate the coming months.

The Archbishop of Canter-
bury. Dr Robert Runcie, said
yesterday that he welcomed
the challenge in Mrs Thatch-
cr's speech about the way
people used their wealth.

However, his own reserva-
tions surfaced when he added:

»»»»»»

“I would want to ask a little
more about the questions of
making wealth and at the
same time dividing society in
a way that makes people who
have fallen behind fcel on the
cdge of things.”

Mrs Thatcher cmphasized
in the Commons yesterday
that- she had ‘been giving a
“personal view” of her Chris-
tian faith.

Her clash with Mr Kinnock
came during an cxchange
about freezing child benefit.
The Labour leader said her
remark on Saturday that
children were “our precious
trust” caused him to wonder
whether she meant it in prac-
tice. Now he knew she did not.

Mrs Thatcher angrily asked
him to do her the courtesy of
reading the speech. She did
not believe “‘one discharged
onc’s dutics by casting them
off on to the state™.

As the uproar grew, Mr
Kinnock retorted that Mrs
Thatcher had cut child bene-
fit, stopped free school mcals
and ended single payments 1o
social sccurity claimants.

He asked what particular
passage of the Bible had
inspired her to do that and
suggested Matthew 27:24: “*Pi-
late took water and washed his
hands”.

She replied: “He debases
everything that he and I
probably believe inif we try to
cxchange various quotations
across the dispatch box. I
made it perfectly clear in that
speech, one simply cannot
delegate the exercise of mercy
and generosity to others.”

Her subscquent comment
on forgoing part of her salary

Continued on page 24, col 1
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f.eaders
battle on
morality

Continued from page 1
brought roars of support from
her own side, but a dismissive
wave of the hand from the
Labour leader.

Last night Mr Kinnock said:
*1 wondered when the Prime
Minister would eventually get
around to using the sacril%cc
which she can well make as a
political gimmick.”

When Mr David Steel, the
former Liberal lcader, referred
1o Scottish poverty levels, Mrs
Thatcher again drew cheers
when she said that “there are
more houses, there is a better
health service, there are better
salaries, in fact life is better off
all round, preciscly because of
the policics we have run”.

Mr Hattersley said that over
the past 10 days, Mrs Thatcher
and her advisers had “plumb-
ed the depths of cynicism™
and admitted by implication
that they had lost the cthical
argument,

“Until it seemed expedient
to provide their policics with a
moral dimension, Conscr-
vatives offered themselves in
successive general clections as,
the party of crude sclf-in-
terest”, he said. .

Labour, on the other hand,
had argued since its creation
for a community working
together

s S 8 ¢

Commons sketch

From Archangel
to Sybil Fawlty -

Mrs Thatcher might have
merited the odd mention in
the pages of P.G. Wodchouse,
or perhaps her very own
chapter in E.F. Benson, but it
is hard to see her squeezing
into the pages of the New
Testament with any great
ease. Nevertheless, these
were the surroundings she
seemed to choose for herself
in her speech to the synod of
the Church of Scotland at the
weekend.

Tory backbenchers scemed
cock-a-hoop at her clevation,
and wished to shower her
with glad tidings of mass
approval from their constit-
uencies. For them, the four
gospels are primarily con-
cerned with Individual Res-
ponsibility and Getting On
With It Yourself. When was
it I saw you hungry? they
would ask, and, not waiting
for a reply, they would offer
their own reply: “Oh, yes, |
remember — when you
weren’t exercising your In-
dividual Responsibility.”

Looking back to the Old
Testament, their new pri-
vatized, assertive, stream-
lined, economic version of

the Five Commandments,

would most certainly include
“Thou Shalt Not Whimper”,
“Shoplifters will be Pros-
ecuted”, “Don’t Come Run-
ning to Me” and *“Never
Knowingly Undersold”. The
Jesus Christ of Tory back-
bench dreams was a first-
class salesman for Free
Enterprise, a sort of bearded
Terence Conran.

Mr Roger Sims, the
Conservative Member  for
Chislehurst, wished to alert
the Prime Minister to the
widespread support for her
speech to the synod, and
wondered if she would care to
reassert her principles  of
“Christian ethics and in-
dividual responsibility”. The
mutters and mumbles of the
unbelievers began to ring
around the Chamber. The
two main partics are as
divided on Christianity as
they are on everything clse:
for  the Labour Party, the
Feeding of the Five Thou-
sand represents a clear de-
mand for the nationalization
of the loaves and fishes
industries while for the
Conservatives it is a firm
indication of market forces
supplying the consumer with
what he wants, when he
wants it.

Mrs Thatcher thanked Mr
Sims for his kind words. She

reminded him that her
speech was “an expression of
personal beliefs and views™.
As a plague of complaining
locusts prepared to flutter
upwards from the benches
opposite, she attempted to
soothe the multitude by add-
ing “‘others may disagree, but
it is a mark of Christian
manners and courtesy thatwe
do so in a mannerly way". So
now Jesus Christ, the Conser-
vative Member for Nazareth
South, was not merely a po-
getting entrepreneur but also
a first class graduate from a
leading school of ctiquette.

Up popped Mr Neil
Kinnock, ever the Doubting
Thomas. Calling to mind
recent cuts in child benefit
and the end to free school
meals, he wished to know
which passage in the Bible
most influenced the Hon
Lady. Was it Pilatc washing
his “hands? From a quick
burst as the Archangel Ga-
briel, Mrs Thatcher was back
to her less demanding role of
Sybil Fawlty, indignant, furi-
ous, and always in the right.
“He debases everything |
believe in, trying to exchange
quotations from the Bible
across the Dispatch Box” she
said, adding: “I made it
perfectly clear in that speech
that one simply cannot dcle-
gate the exercise of mercy and
generosity o others™. Far
better, she secemed to imply,
that mercy and generosity
should be formed into a
privatized company, Merc-
Gen ple, so that all charitable
acts could be scrutinized for
efliciency and  profitability
before taking their position in
the market place.

By this time, both sides of
the House were screaming at
each other, every Member
nowa theologian, now an all-
in wrestler. Even the nor-
mally demure Dame  Jill
Knight was bouncing up and
down, pointing and yelling,
moving this way and that,"
resembling from a distance
nothing so much as a fist-
fight in a rhododendron
bush. When Mr Bill Walker,
the last Tory in Scotland, said
that his people were deliphted
by the speech, and that it was
“a nice change to have a
leader who's a practising
Christian”’, Mr Edward
Heath looked a lhttle dis-
gruntled, and half-motioned
to complain, the original
warder turned to whiner.

Craig Brown

claimed

By Richard Ford
Political Correspondent

The Government's welfare reforms
will leave one in six of Britain's
houscholds poorer even after the tax
cutting Budget, the Labour Party
r yesterday  as
continued over the morality under-
lying Mrs Margaret Thatcher’s beliefs
The tax cuts and changes in social

argument

1ng to a computer analysis carried out
for Labour. Two million households
lose more than £2 a week and 3.5
million more than £1 a week.

The analysis also showed that
150,000 families have gained more

week.

than £100 a week from all the changes
and another 50,000 more than £200 a

With the Government and the
Opposition now battling for the moral
high ground in politics, Mr Gordon
Brown, shadow Chicf Secreta
Treasury, said the combined effects of
the Budget and the social security
changes provided “hard evidence of

Labour tackles Thatcher over wealth divide

iccunty benefits show that the bottom
25 per cent of families lose £600
million compared with the top § per
cent who receive £2.5 billion, accord-

the Government’s clear and direct
responsibility for the growing gap

between rich and poor”.

to the

He was sending the results of the
computer analysis to church leaders
so that they could judge for them-
sclves the sincerity of Mrs Thatcher’s
comments to the Church of Scotland
outlining the spiritual belief underpin-
ning her political philosophy.
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Thgdfen heﬁ' Christian moral stance

BY IVOR OWEN

A DEFIANT Mrs Margaret
Thatcher rejected criticism of her
personal interpretation of Chris-
tian values in the Commons yes-
terday. She highlighted the fact
that since becoming Prime Minis-
ter in 1979 she has voluntarily
forgone between £95.000 and
£100.000 of her salary entitle-
ment.

She did not quantify the extent
of her financial sacrifice - nor
mention that new pension
arrangements for the office of
Prime Minister will increase her
retirement income by a third
more than that currently avail-
able to £22.894.

Torv backbenchers rallied to
Mrs Thatcher's support as she
vizorously defended the views
she expressed to the general
assembly of the Church of Scot-
land on Saturday in the face of a
sustained attack - backed by per-
sistent heckling - from the oppo-
sition benches. ¢

Mr Neil Kinnock, the Labour
leader, led the onslaught by call-
ing on the Prime Minister to
“unfreeze"” child benefit and
restore the 70 pence cut in its
value which had taken place in
the last two years.

Mrs Thatcher replied that child
benefit was reviewed each year.
This year the Government had
decided to give “a great deal
more” to children in families
with low earnings to help those
who needed it most.

Mr Kinnock insisted that cuts
in child benefit had not been res-
tored and, to Labour cheers, said
when he heard the Prime Minis-
ter describe children as “our pre-
cious trust” he had wondered if
she meant it in practice. *.

He scoffed: “Now 1 know you
do not.”

Mrs Thatcher urged Mr Kin-
nock to read her entire speech to
the general assembly.

Backed by government cheers,

she said: “I do not believe that
one discharges all one's duties by
casting them off on to the state.”

Mr Kinnock said: “You have
cut child benefit, stopped free
school meals and ended single
(social security) payments -
which part of the Bible inspired
you to do all that?”

Amid further Labour cheers he
inquired if it could have been
Matthew's account of how Pilate
had washed his hands to disclaim
responsibility for the death of
Christ.

As supporters of the Govern-
ment protested against Mr Kin-
nock's charges the Prime Minis-
ter told him: “I believe you
debase everything I believe in if
we try to exchange verse quota-
tions across the despatch box.”

Mrs Thatcher reaffirmed her
view that the exercise of generos-
ity and mercy could not be dele-
gated to others and that there
was a place for help through the

state as well as for personal help
and responsibility.

Looking directly at Mr Kin-
nock, the Prime Minister said:
“You ask me personally. Perhaps
you will look at the amount I
have voluntarily forgone from
my salary over the last years.”

Later Mr Kinnock commented:
“I wondered when the Prime Min-
ister would eventually get round
to using the sacrifice which she
can well afford to make as a
political gimmick. I thought that
virtue was its own reward.”

When challenged by Mr David
Steel, joint interim leader of the
Social and Liberal Democrats,
about a Church of Scotland
report drawing attention to the
31 per cent of the Scottish popu-
lation living on the margins of
poverty, Mrs Thatcher empha-

sised that government policies,

had resulted in more money
being available for sharing.

As Prime Minister Mrs

Thatcher is_entitled to £62,698 a
year, comprising £45,787 salary
and £16,911 parliamentary allow-
ance.

Under revised pension arrange-
ments announced yesterday Mrs
Thatcher's current pension enti-
tlement of £17,170 rises to £22.894.
© Mr Rov Hattersley, Labour's
deputy leader, last night main-
tained the Opposition’s attack on
Mrs Thatcher's stand on moral
values, by claiming she had been
forced “to cobble together a spu-
rious moral justification for the
callous waste of the free-for-all
society for which she is totally

‘ responsible.”

Mr Hattersley, speaking to his
Sparkbrook, Birmingham, con-
stituency party, said the Tories
had offered themselves in succes-
sive elections as the party of
“crude self-interest” until decid-
ing that it would be expedient to
provide a moral dimension to
their policies.
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In trying to swap quota-
| tions from the Bible
' across the Dispatch Box

the Leader of the Opp-
osition was debasing
everything that they be-
lieved in, Mrs Thatcher
said during Prime Min-
| ister’s question time.

Mr Neil Kinnock had accused
her of being like Pilate in the
way she washed her hands of

| child benefit and other social
| benefits.

The accusation came from
| Mr Kinnock after the Prime
! Minister had been congratulated

by Mr Roger Sims (Chislehurst,

; C) on her speech in Edinburgh
i last weekend to the Church of
Scotland.

Was fth}:z dPrime fMinister
aware of the of support
' that existed tﬁroughout the
country for the sentiments she
| had expressed in that speech,
Mr Sims asked, to loud Labour
protests and laughter.

Would she take the opportu-
nity of asserting that one of the
principles of the Christain ethic
was personal and individual
responsibility? And were not
other principles, such as care,
compassion and tolerance,
shared by people of all political

arties, including that to which

e and the Pnnme Minister were
proud to belong?

Mrs Thatcher said that the
remarks in her speech had been
an expression of personal beliefs
and views. As she had pointed
out at the time, there might be
those who disagreed, but as a
matter of Chnstian courtesy
that would be done 1n a man-
nerly way.

PRIME MINISTER

Mr Kinnock asked if she
would now unfreeze child bene-
fit and restore the 70p cuts that
had been made in the past two
years?

Mrs Thatcher said that child
benefit was reviewed each year.
This year the Government had
decided togivea t deal more
to children in families which
had low earnings. That helped
those who needed it most.

Mr Kinnock said that that did
not make up for child benefit
cuts. When she had said in her
speech on Saturday that child-
ren were “‘our precious trust”,
he had wondered if she had
meant 1t in practice. -

“Now I know she does not
(loud Conservative protests). BX
their fruits shall ye know them.

Mrs Thatcher said that per-
haps Mr Kinnock would do her
the courtesy of reading her
speech. She did not believe, and
it was a personal view, that one
discharged one’s duties by cast-
ing them off on to the state.

Mr Kinnock said that the
Prime Minister had cut child
benefit, stopped free school
meals and ended single pay-
ments.

“Could she tell the House
which particular passage of the
Bible inspired her to that? Could
it have been Matthew 27:24,
‘Pilate took water and washed
his hands'?”

Mrs Thatcher: He debases
everything that he and I prob-
ably believe in if we try to
exchange various quotations
across the Dispatch Box. I made
it perfectly clear in that speech,

one simply cannot delegate the
exercise of mercy and generosity
to others.

- Therefore there is a very good
place both for help through the
state, which we operate, and also
personal heip and personal
responsibility.

There were noisy interrup-
tions when Mrs Thatcher added
that remarks had been directed
at her personally and perhaps
Mr Kinnock would like to know
the amount she had voluntarily
forgone from her salary over the
years.

Mr Thomas Clarke (Monk-
lands West, Lab): Has she had
time to glimpse at Just Sharing,
one of the books presented to
her on Saturday by the Church
of Scotland, and to agree with its
conclusion that the reality of 1.5
million men, women and child-
ren who live on the borders of
poverty represents a sick society
in Scotland?

In view of the charity which
the assembly demonstrated by
listening to her speech —
(Conservative shouts of “Rub-
bish”) — will she respornd by
showing humility and oifering
to meet the real challenge of
poverty, if only because pious
words themselves do not always
represent Christian value,

A Conservative MP: Sit down
then.

Mr Clarke: Positive policies
and a caring approach. in a
meaningful sense, often do.

Mrs Thatcher: I was glad to
receive the bookiet Just Siaring.
It gives me the opportunity to
point out that because of the
policies of this Government,
there is far more available for
sharing.

Mr Roy Hughes (Newport
East, Lab): In her speech she
attempted to reconcile the creed
of greed with morality and in
that speech she also pointed out
that each one counts.

Can she confirm that this was
the moral imperative upper-
most yesterday when she
whip in hundreds of back-
woodsmen in the House of
Lords?

Mrs Thatcher: He will not be
surprised if I do not agree about
the premise which underlies the
question. I do not believe that

those, such as nurses and doc- -

tors, are exercising the creed of
greed when they ask for more.

Mr William Walker (Tayside
North, C): Many people in
Scotland were delighted to see
her going to the Church of
Scotland assembly and delight-
ed that itis a pleasant change to
have a leader who is practising
her beliefs in what she is doing.

Mr David Steel, joint leader
of the SLD, asked whether the
Prime Minister remembered
that he had asked last month
whether she had seen a Church
of Scotland report on poverty
showing that 31 per cent of the
population was at or near the
margins of poverty.

The report had been handed
to her by the moderator of the
general assembly, at the end of
her speech.

“The Government has a di-
rect and moral duty to do
something about it.”

Mrs Thatcher: As I have
indicated many times in the past
few minutes, there is more
money to share, more houses, a
better health service, better
salanes. Life is better all round,
precisely because of our policies.

Mrs Thatcher: Mr Kinnock debases everything he and I believe in if we try to exchange quotations across the Dispatch Box.




By Jonathan Petre
Religious Affairs
Correspondent

{
| A PROPOSAL to invite Mrs
| Thatcher to next year's Gen-
eral Assembly of the Church |
of Scotland was defeated yes- |
terday in Edinburgh, four |
days after her controversial |
speech there on wealth |
creation. !
| “The Assembly rejected the |
proposal from the Rev Gordon
| Savage to invite both the Prime |
| Minister and Mr Rifkind, Scot- |
| tish Secretary, to listen to next |
i year'sdcb.xtconsocxal1ssues.

But the Church last night}
denied that a snub was intended. i

An official statement said: "It |
is a gross misunderstanding and |
misrepresentation of the dect- |
sion of the General Assembly to |
represent it as being inany waya
snub to the Prime Minister.”

The Rey James Weatherhead,
Principal Clerk of the Assembly,
added: 1 cannot believe that
anvone who was present in the
General Assembly and faithfully
and honourably reported its pro-
ceedings could have been so
grievously and irresponsibly
mistaken.

“What the General Assembly
decided was not to take what
would have been the totally
unprecedented step of issuing a
direct invitation to the Prime
Minister to attend the General
Assembly.

“This does not mean that she
would be unwelcome if she chose
to attend and it certainly does
not mean that she has been, in
any sense, ‘banned’.

“It was evident that in taking
this decision the General Assem-
bly was moved not only by prece-
dent but by consideration for the
Primne Minister in view of many
demands on her time.”

Several prime ministers have
attended the Assembly before
Mrs Thatcher.

In a separate move, the Rev
Paraic Reamonn, one of five dis-
senters who objected to Mrs
Thatcher being aliowed to sprak
last Saturday, suggested that a
spectal study should be made of
\Mrs Thatcher's speech for posst-
ble debate next year.

But Mr David Wright, a lec-
turer at Fdinburzh’s New Col-
lege, said this would give Mrs

' ldress it which she

i
Q}
|
|
|
|
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"Kirk counterblast to Th
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.
*THE GENERAL Assembly of the
Church of Scotland yesterday gave a
spirited counterblast to the sermon
preached to it by the Prime Minister,
and to what was referred to as the
“new economic Westminster confes-
sion of faith.”

But though Mrs Thatcher had
enjoyed the attention of the majority
of commissioners, neither she nor
any of her Ministers was present in

s Edinburgh to hear two well-known

. churchmen defend the Kirk's right to

"_-J be involved in politics.
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One, the Rev Maxwell Craig, has
. become known for his outspokenness
as convener and spokesman of the
Church and Nation committee. He
aflirmed the Kirk's right to speak
out for justice in a society which,
whatever the politicians might say,
,was not yet just.

% But it was a much-loved elder
statesman, the Very Rev Leonard
!Small, who made the dramatic
wgesture which fired the Assembly.
™ In an impassioned call for more
" Government belp for the elderly, Dr
Small said he expected to hear the

»r

'DESPITE attempts to gain to

come under fire

By PETER MACDONALD and GORDON DEAN

“monitor  sensitively”

parrol-cry that ministers shouid go
back to their pulpits and stop playing
politics.

Echoing the words of a minister
who a century ago put paid to the
Assembly's pervousness about send-
ing out missionaries, Dr Small thrust
an arm at the clerks’ table and
demanded: “Rax me that Bible."

From what he said was Jesus's
first sermon, he read: “The spirit of
the Lord is upon me because he hath
anointed me to preach the gospel to
the poor,” (Luke 4:18). Treating the
poor with compassion, not con-
descension, was no optional extra,
Dr Small said. “It is a binding obliga-
tion on any Christian Church and an
society which dares to call ijtsel
Christian.” J

Mr Craig also used the Bible to
back his argument — though with
far less frequency than Mrs Thalcher
had done. §

To those seductive voices which
whispered that it would be easier for
the Church to keep out of con-

By PETER MACDONALD

said: “Why say peace, peace when
there is no peace?”

And it was Jesus who said: “Woe
to you, for you do all the right
religious things, but you peglect the
justice of God and the love of God.”

Mr Craig went on: “If we obey our
and you were probably also in

plie

“Our society is no longer like that
!;‘yramid. It is shaped like a diamond.

he majority of our people are well-
off.” 'I‘hv{ could accept the changes
in benefil because they didn't need
bepefit. .., 'y .o i

rr;ajorny down at the bottom of the
le. )

Many commissioners were surprised to find that they had been accused in
some sections of the media of snubbing Mrs Thatcher by refusing to invite’
ber to next year's Assembly. True, they voted down a proposal to invite hér,
but only after it had been suggested that such invitations were best left, as
at present, to the Lord High Commissioner. They had also been told that a |
general invitation to interested politiclans had already been made,

Government, making ‘sure gou
Lord, we shall not be popular.” But
there were reasons to speak out. +
It did not follow that, just because
there - was democracy, there was

justice. “There was a time when our *

society was a pyramid. If you were
in the top quarter you were fine —

“The majority can look after '
themselves. Democracy will see to
that. What our democracy is failing
to do is to look after that third of our *
people who are poor. That's why
democracy can be unjust — that’s
why our democracy presently is un-
just, ¥ -

o troversy the Old Tcsta-mcnlprop.hcls slayed fine. The poor were tbe ., ‘It ‘,’9,5,‘ Justice of God which -
* Plea for poor as
- poll tax plans

its

_some last-minute support for
the Government's reforms, the
Assembly  gave a forceful
thumbs down to the poll tax

It accepted the view of its
Church and Nation Committee
that the Government should
look apain at the abolition of
Rates (Scotland) Act and intro-
duce changes in the interests of
people on low incomes.

1t also called on the Govern-
ment both to review the 20 per
cent minimum payment and to
provide a progrgssive rebate
system.

Neither the commiitee, nor
indwidual cominissioners, pro-
posed that the tax should not be
r.nd But the idea was hinted at
w the Hev George Charlton,
Fort Aupustus, who reminded
the Assembly that an Am‘:‘m‘hl)"

effects, and introduce amend-
ments if there was undue hard-
ship.

A Strathaven elder, Mr
Kenneth McDougall, said he had
three wage-earning sons who at
rrr.wnl contributed nothing to
ocal government and he saw
nothing unjust in their being
asked to make a contribution.

The commitiee also agreed to
urge the Government either to
exempt full-time students from
poll tax, or to compensate them
for the cost through increased
grants.

The Assembly also criticised
Government proposals to end
the Community Programme
and cxpressed concern about
the morality of provisions in the
Employment Training Scheme,
which it  sald should be

requires.the Cburch to be the voice
of those who have no voice,” Mr
Craig said.

He spoke of the “curious love-

affair with market forces in the eco-
nomic sphere,” and sald: “Market
forces sound like the very basis of a
free society. They sound kind of
couthy — they remind us of the
Barras in Glasgow or a corner shop
in a country town.
" “Think again,” Mr Craig said
“Market forces are increasingly at
the mercy of fewer and fewer
multi-national companies and con-
glomerates.

“The scope for buman decision
rows less each year, as a computer
in Tokyo talks to computers in
London and New York. Market
forces have no care of people —

* there's po compassion in & computer.

' “That's why we cannot expect
market forces to heal the growing
divisions ,in our mation or in our
world.” .

Referring to criticisms within the
Kirk about his committee's high pro-
file, Mr Craig said: “Scotland today,

atcher sermon

like today's Britain, is a community
divided against itself. Such a com-
munity cannot stand. That's why our
committee must keep a high profile,
must risk criticism — to inform the
Church, and then the nation, that the
justice of God is the oxygen of his
gi«)plc. Dodge his justice, and we
ol

Mr Craig, however, dodged a
criticism from an Elie elder, Mr
Norman Warnock, that the com-
mittee's reports this year had “an
obvious bias against everything the
Government has tried to do.”

The Rev Paraic Reamonn, Cock-
burnspath, who was one of the group
that dissented from the decision to
invite Mrs Thatcher to speak, said
ber speech gave the Kirk a new
opportunity o examine the thrust
and direction of Government policy
and to do so in the hght of her
theological defence of it.

It had been right to bear the Prime
Minister, but Mr Reamonn defended
the dissenters’ action and said it was
right to indicate the breadth, Jength,
beight and depth of their disagree-
ment.

Attack on
benefit
cuts for
clderly

ELDERLY PEOPLE were
already suffering hardship as a
direct resull of the operation of
the new Social Security Act and
the situation would worsen as
its effects really began to bite,
a former Moderator, the Very
Rev Leonard Small, said.

Dr Small, who is also pre-
sident of Age Concern Scotland
and only a few days over 83,
successfully asked the
Assembly (o urge the Govern-
ment to make resources avail-
able to alleviate the hardship.

Giving instances of individual
cascs, he said he found it offens-
tve that some people tried to
minimise the effects of the Act
or to suggest that in some way
the problem was apgravated by
the  improvidence  of  the
inadequacy  of  old  people
themselves

“The older people we are

éaithne,
minister
to be

dismissed

By GORDON DEAN
THE Rev William Dungavel
minister at Olrig and Dunnett
for the past 17 years, is to b
dismissed from the charge on
June 30, the Assembly decided
last night when it upheld a deci
sion of the Presbytery of
Caithness.

Earlier this year the pres
bytery  decided that  Mr
Dungavel had created “divi
sion” in the congregation, and
failed to administer it properly

He appealed to the Assembly
last night on the grounds ol mis
trial and miscarriage of {uslm
but these were dismissec

Mr Dungavel (62) told the
Asspmbly that he wiched

1ain a minister of the Churc!
of Scotland but not to continut
at Olrig and Dunnett. He now
worships at the Canisbay Free
Evangelical Church with his
wife, Leita.

The Rev Michael Mappin
presbytery clerk, said tha:
many attempts had been madc
at reconciliation withou!
success. He said that if My
Dungavel remained as paric
minister the parish would ai
most certainly die

On leaving the Assembl
Hall, Mr Dungavel, a form
Coatbridge steelworker, said 1
was a “very sad day” for him

S

Free Church
Assembly

Tributes
to pension
offerings

By JAMES JOHNSTON

SPECIAL tribute was paid

the Free Church Assemibly ye
terday to old pren.
who, on receving their per
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By DAVID ANDREW

RS Thatcher was

yesterday at the
centre of a Kirk snub
riddle.

They voted not to invite
her back to the General
Assembly next year.

The decision came days after
her controversial Christian
creed speech in Edinburgh.

And last night Labour MPs
gleefully backed the “get lost
Maggie”” message.

Shadow Scots Secretary Don-
ald Dewar asked the Commons:
“Has the message about the

~Invited

policies not been proclaimed
loud and clear by the Church of
Scotland?”

Then amid Labour jeers,
Scots Secretary Malcolm Rif-
kind said Thatcher had
received a ‘“warm and gen-
uine’ welcome from the assem-

He claimed that of 1200
members, only five had shown
any discourtesy.

The Thatcher decision came

during a motion inviting her to’

attend the key debate next year
of the Church and Nation Com-
mittee and the Board of Social
Responsibility.

A senior Kirk spokesman
explained: *“We never invite
anyone to sit in on a particualr
debate.

“It would have been quitc
unprecedented if Mrs Thatche:
had been asked to be there.”

He added that anyone could
listen from the public gallery i
he or she was interested
enough. )

Assembly principal clerk the
Rev James Weatherhead den-
ied the move was a snub.

He said: “Anyone who inter-
prets it as that would be grossly
misrepresenting the situa-
tion.”

And the minister who pro-

\Govemmenr’s unacceptable

From Page One

an American who is mar-
ried to an English com-
puter analyst. :

Christine bought the
bumper from a Boots
branch in Brighton
before they returned to
Florida. .

Last night Boots said
they were about to take
action after Mrs Mur-
doch’s complaint when
they were overtaken by
the Coop tragedy.

STICKERS

A spokesman said
thousands of extra warn-
ing labels ‘*were all
ready to be distributed to
our stores.

“But the Coop tragedy

occurred before they
could be sent out.”
“ At an inquest on April
29 a coroner called for a
safety inquiry and
warned parents against
using the product.

Boots — who sent legal
representatives to the
inquest — immediately
said they were clearing
their shelves of cot
bumper pads.

FINAL showdown between the electricians
union and the TUC looked Inevitable last

night.

For yesterday the TUC’s General Council gave
the electricians until to June to withdraw from two
controversial single-union deals.

But last night the union’s leader, Eric Hammond,
remained defiant and declared: “We cannot accept
instructions which compel us to break our word and

dishonour agreements.”

If the electricians fail to pull out of the deals they
will face suspension from the TUC from July.
_ And they could then be kicked out of the TUC at the

Powep play
gvep coal

THE elecrricity coal sup-
ply price war took a
nuclear twist yesterday.

The Torness station in
East Lothian was plugged
into the national grid for
the first time.

And SSEB boss Donald
Miller used the occasion to
reinforce his stance on the
cost of coal.

He said: “With a choice
of coal, gas, water, oil and
nuclear, we need never be
at the mercy of any one
sector of the market to
supply our own needs.”

annual conference in
Bournemouth in Septem-
ber.

Mean

The electricians are
already balloting their
members on the crucial
issue.

And Mr Hammond
said he was confident
they would back the
‘““policies of common-
sense and realism which
are the hallmarks of our
union”.

But even if the electri-
cians are unplugged
from the main trade
union movement, the

SULLIVAN

ruling would not apply in

" Scotland.

STUC leader Camp-
bell Christie said yester-
day: “We are a separate
trade union centre. The
fact that the EETPU is
suspended or expelled
from the TUC does not
automatically mean they
are suspended or
expelled from the
STUC:”

The position would
need to be reviewed by
the Scottish TUC Gen-
eral Council.

AN posed the invitation,

N the Rev Gordon Savage
of Dumfries, said: “I
felt it would have been
useful for the Prime
Minister to come to lis-
ten to the assembly
debartes.

OPENING

“Irealise it has never
been done before, but
there is a feeling that
the Government are
rather insensitive o
the needs of Scotland.

“And it would have
been a nice gesture to
invite her back next
year — not for the open-
ing ceremony, but dur-
ing assembly
business.”

Officials said thar
only the Lord High
Commissioner could
invite specific individu-
als to the assembly.

And it was not up w0
the assembly them-

\selves.

Neil waaf_s on
new policies

ABOUR leader Neil Kinnock set the party on
course for the 1990s yesterday by winning
the national executive’'s approval for the new

policy review.

All seven papers drawn up in the course of the
examination of Labour’s policy in recent months
were accepted at yesterday’s meeting - despite
protests by the hard left.

Mr Kinnock was
clearly delighted with

the outcome - cerrain o




