Clause And
Effect

lesbian and gay men of the dangers of
Clause 28, and the passivity of the liberal
intelligen^ia, liberal opinion generally,
the Labour Party In particular. It took
some work to actually bring home tlie
relevance of it, and lots of that work was
concentrated in the area of culture and
cultural politics.

• l a t t i i e w I think that the expression
of homosexuality through art and
drama has always been more tolerated
by society than it has in other ways, and
people who can entertain very illiberal
attitudes towards gay people can
nevertheless lay claim to appreciating
artists or playwrights who are gay and
who even treat that subject in their
work. It has therefore been easier for
people in the arts to put their heads
above the parapet, and the argument
has been easier for them to advance
without any sort of personal oppobrium
or ignominy. The arts have been the
visible tip of the iceberg, but there
have been hundreds of thousands more
The participants in the roundtable are: Angela Cooper, gay activist in the 70s and people who have felt as disturbed and
currently involved in the north-west Campaign For Lesbian And Gay Equality; who are more threatened by hostility
Adam Mars-Jones, film critic for The Indepettdent and co-author of The Darker towards homosexuality than the arts
Proof, a collection of stories about Aids; Femi Otitoju, a black lesbian activist who are, but who haven't dared to speak.
works for Haringey's lesbian and gay unit; and Matthew Parris, presenter of
F e m i The arts are actually a lot less
LWT's Weekend World and previously a Conservative MP for seven years. The directly affected by Clause 28. As
discussion was chaired by Jeffrey Weeks, writer on sexual politics and author of
somebody who is right in the middle of
Coming Out: Sexuality And Its Discontents.
this, I believe that one of the main
reasons for Clause 28 is because of the
There is a paradox in Clause 28: in a way it some temporary links between gay way the media has reacted to what's
was designed to limit the possibilities of men and gay women; I'm not sure how been going on in Haringey. I think that
lesbian and gay politics, but the result of it deep they go or how long they'll last. I Clause 28 is a lot less likely to affect the
has been to put lesbian and gay politics on don't see any natural affinity between arts than the day-to-day taking children
the agenda to an extent it's never been different oppressed groups and to me, away from lesbian mothers because
before. So, if we could start with Clause the reaction to Clause 28 has shown that their social workers now have a right to
28, I'd like first to ask, what do you think again. One hasn't seen other minority be prejudiced and their prejudice will
this tells us about the current place of
groups coming to the aid of the gay be legal.
sexual politics in British life?
community in the way that some might A n g e l a We had to go for the tangible
F c m i I think it's having the effect of
think natural. I don't accept the term things right away and I think the arts
strengthening the links between the sexual politics: I don't know what lobby's been incredibly important;
lesbian and gay community and other sexual politics is, but I would say that first, because of the censorship argucommunities. For the first time really, Clause 28 hasn't shown us anything we ment - which gets all true Brits'
people who've been unprepared to didn't already know about attitudes to hackles to rise right away whether
accept that being lesbian or gay is to be homosexuality in Britain, in the Con- you're gay or not; and second, it goti
oppressed, or to get a raw deal, are servative Party, on the Left as well.
media attention, the Eastenders, all
actually recognising the strength of
A d a m I think there is natural solidar- sorts of people who were household
feeling that exists. In that sense it's had ity between different oppressed sec- names and faces - it put an acceptable
a good effect - we've got a lot more tions, but it's not overwhelming and it's face on the gay issue and gave people
support than we had out there among easily blocked or deviated - and
something to relate to. It's very hard
the wider community.
certainly even within a group like gay for most people to relate to lesbian
A n g e l a it's given us a common men, there's any amount of internal
mothers or to start going into the
enemy - something worse than each
fractioning going on. There genuinely intricacies of how it's going to affect
other in fact, to fight. I've been
are gay men who don't see Clause 28 as housing and all those things which we
basically a separatist for 17 years, and
a
threat, who would go on an Aids vigil, know are incredibly real.
if someone had told me six months -ago
M a t t h e w There is a little bit of a
I'd be sat here having this discussion but would not go on a Clause 28 march.
A
n
g
e
l
a
There's
also
a
lot
of
comdanger
in opposing a measure by
and have anything to say about working
placency amongst people who should playing up, talking up, even exaggeratwith gay men, I would have laughed
because I would have had no experi- know better, as far as I'm concerned. It ing the possible results that will flow
ence whatsoever. But I came to the was amazing when we came down on from it. If it comes to be widely
march in January in London and it just the train for the April 30 demo, there believed that that is what the measure
inspired me and I knew I had to do were 600 of us and there was hardly was supposed to do, then when it goes
something. So I went back to Manches- anyone I knew: people have settled into through, as this has, a lot of local
ter, joined the only thing there was at their little niches and their little authority treasurers will now believe
lifestyles with their girlfriend or what- that it was intended to do what the gay
that time which was the north west
Campaign For Lesbian And Gay Equal- ever and I'm really quite shocked at the lobby has said it was...
A d a m The problem is that the
ity, and we've been battling it out since. complacency of a lot of people.
F e m i Especially since it's the first legislation does involve a risk, as the
I don't know what it's like for the rest of
the country but in Manchester we time that lesbians are going to be public hostility already exists, it cermentioned on the statute book...
haven't had gay men and gay women
tainly will be used and it would have
working together for years.
been used quite surreptitiously or
M a t t h e w This may have forged
I was very struck in December by the gap
suddenly if we hadn't been aware of
between the immediate perception of
that possibility. I mean, the hatred by

A Roundtable Discussion

The infamous Clause 28 - curtailing
local authorities' support for lesbians
and gays - has now become law. In its
wake, the political climate looks
uncertain
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enemies is real; so what should we have
done, kept much more quiet?
NatthCW No, I'm not sure that the
response was wrong, but there was an
alternative response which was to look
at what the government had proposed,
accept that it was fairly limited in
scope, express disappointment that it
was going through at all but talk down
the actual likely impact of it and let the
whole thing go through with as little
fuss as possible.
A d a m But I think that's taking upon
yourself the task of doing public
relations for a measure you disapprove
of, hoping thereby to mute its impact,
and I don't think that's the way to do it.
But also it's surely quite striking that the
clause has been modifledT The word
'Intentionally* has been put In to qualify
'promoting homosexuality* for instance,
and also It's been made dear In the
debates In the House of Lords that this
does not affect existing legisbtion about
preventing discrimination.
M a t t h e w The changes the government have made are actually quite
significant. But the lobby against the
clause, for obvious reasons, has not
wished to accept that they're significant, and the government for its own
reasons has not wished to lay claim to
their being significant. The fact that a
lot of bodies are now protected where
they weren't before has gone largely
unreported.

The Nakina
Of Clause 1 8

Jeffrey:
*People are
now making
decisions on
sexuality
¥rfiich may
undermine
their
traditional
party
loyalties*

But surely that wouldn't have happened
without the militancy of lesbian and gay
people and the censonhip argument?

F e m l It would have been an incredibly selfish way of going about it to say,
'well, ok, let's just shush and hope that
we're going to be all right.' One thing it
has done is alerted us, in particular in
the black community, that our rights
are being not just eroded but hacked at;
like somebody with a pneumatic drill.
A n g e l a Right - and we can in no way
rely on the Labour Party to safeguard
our interests. So in fact we've had to be
that much more vocal and on the
streets because we've had no natural
constituency in parliament.
That seems to lead naturally to trying to
place what*s happened in a wider political
and moral agenda, it seems to me that
Clause 28 fits into a wider strategy and the
rumoured personal support for it by
nargaret Thatcher suggests that It's part
of an unfolding political agenda. Would
you agree?

M a t t h e w No. There may be historical, almost sociological movements in
society which may tend in a certain
direction, but unless somebody has a
plan you can't call it a strategy. I'm
absolutely certain that nobody has a
plan for a hitlist of moral attitudes that
they're going to change.
F c m l Well I think you must be
jesting! I think there is very definitely
a plan.
Can I read you a quote from Reagan, which

Matthew:
*Wewantto
look
outwards and

try to build
bridges,
particularly
in politics*

Beccmbcr 1987
8: David Wilshire, Tory MP for
Spelthorne, introduces an
amendment to the Local Government Bill at its Commons
committee stage, to make it
unlawful for a local authority
to promote homosexuality or to
teach its acceptability in
schools.
14: 1000 people attend a lobby
of the Commons, organised at
short notice to coincide with
the report stage of the bill.
January 1 9 8 8
9: 12,000-strong demonstration in London organised by the
Organisation for Lesbian and
Gay Action (OLGA).
II: Second reading in the Lords.
February
1-2: Bill reaches the Lords committee stage. An amendment
backed by the Arts Council to
exempt the arts from the
clause's provision is defeated
but a government amendment
changing the wording to 'intentionally promote homosexuality' is passed.
iS-18: Lords report stage. Lord
Willis proposes an amendment
to ensure that the section could
not be used to discriminate
against lesbians and gays. This
is defeated on a three line whip
with government arguing that
the section is not intended to
discriminate against lesbians
and gays. Two women abseil
from the Lords' public gallery
as a protest against the section.
20: 20,000 attend a demonstration in Manchester.
29: Third reading in the Lords.
March
9: The bill is sent back to the
Commons for its third and final
reading. The section is passed
as follows:
Part 1 - A local authority shall
not:
a) Intentionally promote
homosexuality or publish
material with the intention of
promoting homosexuality,
b) Promote the teaching in any
maintained school of the
acceptability of homosexuality
as a pretended family relationship.
Part 2 - Nothing in subsection 1
above shall be taken to prohibit
the doing of anything for the
purpose of treating or preventing disease.
Part 3 - In any proceedings in
connection with the application of this section a court shall
draw such inferences as to the
intention of local authority as
may reasonably be drawn from
the evidence before it.
24: The Local Government Bill
receives Royal Assent.
April
30: S0,000-strong demonstration in London organised by the
Stop The Clause Campaign.
Hay
24: Section 28 comes into force.

I Mnk. is relevant? He says: 'Ny criticism
of the gayrightsmovement is that it Isn't
asking for chrll rights; it is asldng for
recognition and an acceptance of an
alternative lifestyle which I do not believe
society can condone. Nor can 1.' Now, it
seems to me that that sort of position has
been logically implicit in many of the
debates around Clause 28 where Tory MPs
have said: 'I'm not ^ n s t Indhridual gay
people, what I'm against Is the public
affirmation of homosexuality because it
challenges certain other values*.
M a t t h e w If Reagan had been talking
about racism instead of homosexuality,
you wouldn't have said that that was an
anti-permissive or illiberal point of
view. Thatcher certainly wants to stop
wrongdoing: a thought not unfamiliar
to the Left. It's just that people might
disagree as to what wrongdoing is.
There are two quite separate issues
here: one is, should the state stop
people doing things that are evil? Two,
what particular things are evil? And
actually I would have thought that Mrs
Thatcher has much more in common
with many on the Left than she does
with liberals in politics in the belief
that the state should stop evil. It's just
that she would disagree with many on
the Left about what evil is.
A n s c i a I think it's getting into
semantics whether there is or isn't a
plan. In my opinion Margaret Thatcher's going full throttle for everything
she believes in as a woman made good
from her background. I don't think all
the Tories by any means approve of
what she's doing, particularly those
from the shires and the old liberal 'let
them get on with it' brigade.
These tensions within Toryism interest
me, because there seems to be on the one
hand a certain sort of social authoritarianism, and on the other hand among some on
the new right a sort of libertarlanism on
indhridual issues - drugs, sex, and so on and I wondered how this fits in to the
Thatcherite agenda?

M a t t h e w I think that the philosophy
of Conservatism is hopelessly confused, it's all over the place. One
argument which has been embraced
quite enthusiastically on the Right has
been very unhelpful to gay rights, and
that is the observation which I think is
probably true, that there is no such
thing as private behaviour: anything
that anybody does or says - or to some
extent, thinks - sooner or later affects
other people. That's an argument
whose respectable intellectual pedigree probably comes from the Left, but
it's being heard increasingly now on the
Right, and being used for the imposition of moralities on other people. You
get that in some parts of the Conservative Party. Then you've got the liberals
in the party. Now some of them are the
old shire Tories who are not really very
liberal, but they would rather carry on
as we are as long as nobody makes too
much of a fuss. And then you have the
new Right philosophically, who really
believe in individual freedom. Some of
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them, as you say, have followed it
through to a logical conclusion and
said, well, that means sexual behaviour
too. Others haven't; they've noticed
that the electorate is interested in
freedom to enrich yourself, but not so
interested in freedom to be what they
would think would be morally wrong,
and so they've embraced the freedom
to enrich yourself and they have a blind
spot about the other freedoms.
Now one of the aivunents raised against
some of tlie LalMur councils' attitudes to
lesbian and gay rights is that they've been
authoritarian in their implementation. Has
there been a tendency on the Left to raise
tliese issues in a way which minimises
rather than maximises support for lesbian
and gqr politics?

F c m i Yes. There's definitely been a
negative reaction to the way in which
left local authorities have raised the
issue. And yes, they have been authoritarian in the way in which they've
raised it. I don't think that's wrong.
We've been saying, 'Excuse me, it's
been extremely difficult over here,
we're having a hard time', and Labour
councillors have finally woken up to
that and in an authoritarian way have
said, 'OK, you must all stop giving them
a hard time'. I don't think that's a bad
thing. I don't think there is a better way
of saying to someone you've actually
got to stop being oppressive, you've got
to stop being discriminatory, you've got
to stop these negative practices.
M a t t h e w Is there any change at all
that Haringey should make to their
lesbian and gay policies in the light of
the public response they've had to what
they've done so far?
F c m i Yes, I think they should actually
be implementing the things they're
being beaten for doing. Haringey is
being beaten for giving everybody gay
lessons: the kids of Haringey are
asking for their gay lessons - they've
read about them and they haven't had
them! We should be promoting
homosexuality, we should be going out
on the streets and saying this is
actually a really viable alternative and
sometimes it's fun, you know...
H a t t h c w If this should be as you
suggest so central a political purpose of
a local authority, do you follow that
logic through to saying that it should be
an electoral issue in local authorities?
Should it be unreasonable for people in
Haringey to vote against Labour, because though they support Labour's
broad policies in other areas they don't
agree with Labour about lesbian and
gay rights?
Fcnil In itself I don't think it's right.
How can I think that's right? I'm a
lesbian. If I were an evangelist then
maybe I would?
A d a m But Matthew's saying it's an
electoral freedom as well as a sexual
freedom - it's a different area of free
choice, and that if people are voting
then they have a right to vote against
you if they perceive this is so.
Faml But even though it's a political

issue it's still basically a civil rights
issue, and as long as people believe in
individuals' basic human rights it can't
be acceptable for them to vote against
implementing that kind of policy:
though of course in reality they do.
Adam and Matthew are right, I think, in
saying that people are now making
decisions on sexuality which may actually
undermine their traditional party loyalties: it's a new fluidity of political
identification. And that's why what's
happened In Haringey and other Labour
counclls, and also what's happening
around Clause 28, is so Important, because
In a sense both Left and Right are making
bids to win new constituencies on new
issues, and sexuality Is much more central
than ever before in politics.
M a t t h e w I think it's a process which
is fraught with danger for gay people,
because I'm afraid the constituency in
Britain that believes in gay and lesbian
equality, though larger than the Daily
Mail would have you believe, is definitely a minority constituency; and I
believe it will remain a minority
constituency for many years - possibly
all my lifetime. I seek refuge in a
traditional liberal view which is that
there are some things that all politicians and all parties ought to leave
alone.
Something Matthew said eariler on about
this was interesting, when you made this
distinction between Left and Right both
making homosexuality a public issue, and
the traditional liberal position which
basically says that this is a matter of
indhridual conscience, that MPs have to
make their own minds up and parties
shouldn't have a position on moral issues.
Now, do you think this liberal centre is
being squeezed out of politics by the new
R i ^ t and Left?

M a t t h e w Yes. I do think the impotence of what used to be a sort of liberal
consensus in Britain has been very
much pointed up by Clause 28. There
was a liberal establishment that would
have come to the aid of the gay and
lesbian community in far more certain
terms in the 60s and even the early 70s
than appeared to be the case this time and I regret that.
A n g e l a I think nine years of Thatcherism have rewritten the script. Everything's become so hardened in all this
new generation, it's very much everyone for themselves. And all the old
constituencies have gone.
Can we get onto Aids because that's one of
the things I wanted to talk about? To what
extent do you think the whole Issue
culminating in Clause 28, has been
structured by the emergence of Aids over
the last seven or eight years?
A n g e l a Hugely. I mean we used to
talk about gay is good in the 70s and all
the positive aspects of being gay. And
then you discover a fatal, incurable
disease that is associated with being
gay: I don't even know whether people
dissociate lesbians from that, people

are so confused they think we've all got
it or could give it to them. It's
absolutely tailor-made for the basic
fear of the destructive nature of what
we are and what we represent to the
family and to everybody.
M a t t h e w I would dispute the chronology here. I was in parliament from
1979 to 1986 and Aids became a national
issue about half way through. But the
change in attitudes towards homosexuality and permissiveness actually
started before Aids was very widely
heard of. Aids certainly reinforced,
focused that prejudice, but I don't think
Aids is the cause, I think it has just
amplified it.
So In other words you think there would
be a Clause 28 with or without Aids?

Angela:
*We*ve had
to be much
more vocal
and on the
streets
because
we*ve had no
natural
constituency
in
parliament*

M a t t h e w I'm not sure. Probably not
yet, no.
A d a m Aids has made a diffei-ence
and in some ways we're weaker in our
response here than in America, partly
because we rely more on say, state
medicine. Even the Terrence Higgins
Trust when it was set up was assumed
to be an interim body, just until the
government realised how serious this
is. Whereas in America, once Gay
Men's Health Crisis started, they realised that they were going to be all there
was for a long time. Certainly here we
were not well-organised. We instinctively relied too much on public bodies
for help, and also, by and large, the
people with most experience and most
reserves politically were among those
first sick or needing to look after others
who were.
A n g e l a I think as well, talking about
being the first target, that Aids is going
to be used in an anti-immigration sort
of way.
FemI Well that's here already.
There's already been quite concrete
proposals to test people for HIV
infection who come in from Africa,
despite the fact that the people who are
doing the most travelling and who are
in the high-risk behaviour groups are
not going to be found in Africa, they're
more likely to be in the United States.
So quite clearly Aids now is working as
a focus for racism in the same way as it
is working as a focus for homophobia.
A d a m Yes, but the United States has
also said that its immigrants must be
tested and there's been a general move
in that direction.
M a t t h e w And of course one's had
the same reaction in many of the black
African states, where it has been said
that, far from coming from within, this
has been foisted on them from outside.
A d a m People by and large use that
way of thinking until it affects them. I
mean people in London at one stage
were very circumspect about associating with Americans, but if somebody
had said to them that people in small
towns should actually be advised not to
have anything to do sexually with
people from London that would suddenly become outrageous!
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F c m i It's not just about immigrants,
it's also about visas and the right, not of
abode, but just to stay for a little while
in a country. We are talking about
testing black people when they come on
holiday to Britain. They're not talking
about testing anybody from the United
States when they come on holiday to
Britain. That's what I meant about a
focus for racism.
A n g e l a It's going to be interesting to
see if Aids does move into the general
population like we keep hearing, what
will happen then, when everybody
knows someone who's got it? Will they
blame us then, for having brought it in
in the first place, so they'll be more
hostile to us, or will they actually
accept we're all in the same boat?
A d a m I think the second. I certainly
hope so. I think when people know
others with Aids, for a start they've got
less time to theorise - they're confronted with the reality of Aids which is
a great rebuker of people talking about
its meaning, because when you see it
grounded in a body, when you've had
some experience of it, it's just very
hard to extrapolate in that way. Quite a
lot of those negative ways of thinking
depend on only being nourished by
newsprint, and not actually having any
contact with real life. But there will
also be a generation that learned about
Aids very early. Now that may be quite
a worrying generation from our point
of view, one with which we have very
little mentally in common, because
they'll have no idea of sexual community, which has historically been the only
sort of community which gay people
have.
Fcmi I'm going into schools and
colleges with young people more and
more and I'm hearing those young
people saying: now we've got it and it's
your fault. And it's those of you who
weren't together enough and weren't
strong enough to be out and open, who
lied and were deceitful about your
sexuality and had wives and girlfriends
as well, who are to blame.
A n g e l a The out gays are the tip of
the iceberg aren't they? I know from
phone calls to Lesbian Link in Manchester that the vast majority are married
women with kids. Presumably it's the
same with gay men, that the vast
majority are men with wives and kids.
That's the reality of gays pervading all
of society, not as out gays, and it's
horrific, in the sense that it is one way
that Aids is being spread: by men
existing in a very closet, cottaging sort
of way, not doing safe sex, not being
part of any of that discussion and then
going back and sleeping with their
wives.
HatthCW There is a terrible temptation for many gay people - it is almost
never expressed, but you can feel it
just below the surface - a temptation to
hope that Aids will spread widely
through the heterosexual population...
A d a m I'm willing to express this
fairly directly I'm afraid . . . all right
it's just below the surface in me then.

but sometimes on a clear day you can
see it - just feeling that there should be
sacrifices and we've made enough,
somehow. Much as people were relieved when Rock Hudson had Aids, not
because of anything personal at all, but
because things were really changing; a
category had been passed.
There is an argument that gay people can
actually survive Aids better than heterosexuals, I mean not physically, but socially
and morally, because there is the sexual
community that Adam mentioned, people
are able to talk about sexuality and have
support in a way that heterosexuals
historically haven't.

Femi: *Social
workers now
have a right
to be
prejudiced
and their
prejudice will
be legal*

HatthCW And external hostility
breeds community and community
breeds rules.
F e m i The way that things like NSU
and syphilis and gonorrhoea have
plummeted because of gay men adapting their behaviour, is testimony to the
fact that I believe we can cope better.
We don't blame one another in the same
way, because the heterosexual community blames us all.
A n g e l a I feel terribly sorry for any
heterosexual people who've got Aids at
the moment because they've no community of their own and they probably
feel alienated from the natural community that exists.
M a t t h e w I know all the reasons, and
they're perfectly understandable maybe they're irresistible - why we
always end up contemplating our own
navels, but it is a pity that here we're
talking about a disease which can kill
heterosexuals, homosexuals, anybody.
If only we had the self-confidence just
to feel sympathy for people who get
illnesses and to look out from our own
'community' to the others outside. You
hear people talking about Aids as
though the difficulty of living with an
incurable disease was an absolutely
new idea which had just been invented
by gay men.
Femi We're talking about a whole
community being persecuted here because they are unfortunate enough to
be living with an incurable disease. We
haven't generated the 'we': we have
become the 'we' because we have been
treated like that. They don't say, 'Oh,
that one's a black lesbian, let's persecute her in this way and that one's a
white ex-Tory MP, let's persecute him
in a nicer way!'
M a t t h e w It's very sad when a
community begins to want to define
itself in terms of suffering. You get a
sort of aggressive self-pity which I
think is very pernicious.
Femi You get righteous anger!
A d a m If it's wrong to accept other
people's definitions, if somehow you're
playing their game by saying yes, we
are gay, what is the ideal position? To
go on living your life as if there was no
society, or that we would function
better as a society if we never felt
either allegiances or differences?
M a t t h e w No, there are allegiances,
there are communities, though I don't

think gayness is in every sense a
community. But I think it depends
where you are in the historical process.
If you are right at the bottom of the
heap, if your sufferings are immense
and the intolerance and persecution
against you almost overwhelming, I
think you can do nothing but draw
together, and put up a barrier against
the outside world and try at least to
sustain yourself through internal
morale. I don't think gay people are in
that position at all.
But surely the point here is that people
feel that there are common reasons for
working, fighting, struggling, Ihring
together, and those are actually the basis
of a particular form of politics?
M a t t h e w Yes, of course that's true.
What I'm saying is let's just remember
that there are a hell of a lot of people in
the outside world who are perfectly
well disposed towards gay people. We
want to look out towards that and try
and build bridges, particularly in politics, rather than always looking inwards and feeling sorry for ourselves.
A n g e l a But we're not... we've just
marched, 30-50,000 of us marched in
London, I hardly think that was an
introverted act. And it's important for
us to provide these sympathetic heterosexuals with a focus for their support
and energy. If we don't bloody well
march, they're certainly not going to.
F e m i I think that's it. You're saying
we need to build bridges and go out into
this community which is right back to
my point in that we are the community.
M a t t h e w Well, I feel that I'm in
many communities. I don't feel it's only
the community of gay men and lesbians
that I'm in. For much of my life that is
secondary to other organisations, other
social structures of which I'm a part.
We're running out of time, so can I move
on to where we see things developing in
the future? And can I start by talking about
the church? Because it is very interesting
that in the 60s the church was in the
vanguard of liberalism. In the 80s, it
seems to me that the vanguard of moral
politics is taken by politicians, of the Left
or of the Right, and the church is in this
anguished position of being not quite sure
where to fit in.

F e m i I think the church had a specific
role and that role was not to try and
shape people's thinking and beliefs, but
actually to reflect them. The church is
finally taking up its rightful role in that
respect. In terms of what its role is
going to be in the future, I'd like to
think that it was going to be quite
positive and certainly one of the bodies
that supported us, but I couldn't be too
sure.
A n g e l a I think they're hugely
embarrassed, the church. I mean
they've always known, and we've always known, that half of them are gay!
All these vicars and priests . . . I feel
quite sorry for them in a way, because
they're going to have to really stand up
and they've been quietly getting on
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counselling and advice for anyone with or
concerned about AIDS or HIV Infection.
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advertisements, and runs workshops / talks
for any interested group.
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EVERYONE'S
PROBLEM
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more to come) 1 Million of which have been
distributed!
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Press, Television, Radio and all other media.
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Government, Local Authorities and other
professional groups about dealing with AIDSnow and for the future.
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with being gay and being vicars all this
time. I'm not sure about priests because the Catholic church is different:
you've got an incredibly reactionary
Pope at the moment who is creating a
really heavy moral climate in the
Catholic church in the way Thatcher is
in the Conservative Party.
HaMlMW Christ came to earth to
create a very heavy moral climate!
'The church' doesn't exist, there are
many, many churches and there are
many groups and divisions. What the
church has to do is in its various parts
make up its mind what its attitude to
homosexuality is. If the church believes that homosexuality is wrong and
sinful, then they're absolutely right to
try and discourage it, and they have
been hypocritical all these years tolerating in their midst gay vicars when
they believe - if it is what they believe
- that homosexuality is wrong. It
certainly isn't wrong for the church to
preach against sin, it isn't wrong for the
church to try and encourage virtue that's one of the things Christ came to
earth to do. As to whether in theological
terms homosexuality is sinful or not that's a matter the theologians will
have to work out for themselves: I have
no views of my own.
A d a m But I do think the church
offers a very interesting example of an
organisation that has tried to operate as
you earlier suggested gay politics
should operate: that is, not to make
issues of things. It had in fact a

welcome for gay people, but not an
announced one, under a system which
worked quite well for some years. But
at the same time it means you're in a
state of complete weakness the moment somebody asks what your position is. Once you have to have a
position, then you're in a trap either
way.
M a t t h e w That's a fair point.
The point I was trying to malce is tlut
sexuality lias become a political issue, in
that it tends not to be priests and bishops
who make the running. There's now
something in the moral agenda which
politicians are concerned writh rather than
priests.

Adam:
*There m'll
bea
generation
that learned
about Aids
very early,
with which
we will have
little
mentally in
common*

Femi I think also we have to recognise the fact that the politicians are
only getting involved because of the
pressure from the gay community - it's
not that the politicians decided to take
this issue on, but the community
deciding we were going to take on the
politicians. But we - 1 mean the lesbian
and gay community - haven't decided
to take on the church in the same way.
We have chosen to target the politicians, we have chosen to target in
particular those we thought would take
us - which was the Labour councils.
Can I ask as a last question, each of you in
turn what you think the way forward is7

Fcitll I think the way forward has to
be perseverence and a continued high
profile. Clause 28 is a sign of people

being under pressure, the reason that
Clause 28 has been brought in is
because it has been perceived that
people's attitudes are changing - that
they're being more tolerant and that
you need to stamp that out. So the way
forward has to be up with the banners,
out with the stout walking shoes.
A n g e l a I agree. I was just thinking
of the ironies: I feel more enlivened,
enthusiastic, almost optimistic than I
have for 10 or 15 years and that's
because of Clause 28. I just hope that
the gay movement does not have to
have marches every five minutes to
keep moving forward.
H a i t h e w The lesson I draw is that
it's wrong to suppose that any political
party is wholly against us, and it's
wrong to suppose that any political
party is wholly for us: they consist of
men and women with different and
changing points of view. I think the
important thing for gay people is to
carry on working relatively quietly to
gain and to earn the respect of the
community at large, and I think that we
should do it, so far as we can, in a
cheerful confident and friendly way.
A d a m I think you can be cheerful
without being confident! Or that seems
to define my position. Earning respect
seems to me an entirely false target I'm
afraid. If you are doing other things
right then you will earn respect automatically or indirectly, but it's not
something you can ever set out to
earn. •
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Tartan
And
Blue
Thatcherism's
counter-revolution has
come unstuck north of
Hadrian's Wall - much
to its anger and
bewilderment. Scotland
refuses to follow. There
is growing national
resentment. Tom Nairn
examines why and
where it might lead

'Mr Ridley advocates a lotoX
rzm.ovXdxng of Scotland's political
culture: "What is so silly about the
Scots is that..."
He quickly changed tack: "I am not
sure sitting here in Westminster
listening to what the Scottish Labour
MPs are going on about, that I have the
faintest idea of what the hell it is they
are after apart from destruction and
criticism. If that is expressing the views
of the Scots I am left in total
bewilderment as to what they are..."
Nicholas Ridley, interviewed by Chris
McLaughlin, The Scotsman, May 2,
1988.

A

pity about that change of
tack. Ridley was clearly
itching to put the boot
right into Caledonia's political shit (or as our vernacular prefers,
shite) while still in the unevacuated
state. Regrettably, raison d'etat prevailed: only three days remained before district elections were due to be
held all over Scotland which would
furnish the first test of national opinion
since June 1987.
Such prudence denied us another
great Tory lapsus comparable to
Thatcher's, who on a recent visit said of
Adam Smith, 'Now he was a jolly good
Scot': an insight already taken over into
folklore. However, little effort is
needed to fill in Ridley's blanks since
he was pretty unbuttoned in the rest of
the interview. His main point was that
it is high time the Scots became
English: 'The Scots have fastened on
30

their separate identity as a nation to try
and establish that somehow all this
does not apply to them, whereas the
northern English - who are not perhaps
so well off even as the Scots - have
accepted that they are a part of
England and will have to see their way
through the remedies that we have
made available. I hope the Scots will
join them because it will be to the
benefit of the Scots. I don't think they
can go on having a different political
philosophy and at the same time expect
to benefit economically like the rest of
us. You cannot have it both ways...'
Nicholas is the tenth Ridley to hold
honourable member status, and by the
old family standards this is talk both
tough and new. His ancestors took it for
granted that the Scots had things both
ways: a two-faced lot who remained a
nation of sorts yet cashed in on being
British. Nor should it be forgotten how
useful such ambiguity was to Ridley
England and its appendages in Wales,
Ireland and elsewhere: the military,
state and imperial machines all relied
upon a steady supply of jolly good
Scottish cadres - and notably upon the
institutional middle class and emigre
intelligentsia furnished by a disproportionately large educational system
(eight universities for a population of
five million). England may have been
chief midwife to the development of
modern capital, but it was Adam Smith
who invented capitalism.
By May 6, there could be no more
doubt: the recalcitrant bastards were
more bent than ever on having it both
ways. Polling figures higher than usual
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