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DISCONTINUOUS 

 

This word is not commonly used, but if you drive from Edinburgh to Glasgow along the M8, the motorway 

suddenly becomes the A8 for three junctions before becoming a motorway again.  To all intent and purposes 

it is no different, with two lanes and a hard shoulder in both directions.  However, signs at the beginning of 

this stretch of A road warn you that it has a ‘discontinuous hard shoulder’.  The hard shoulder is physically 

continuous but punctuated by painted hatched lines prior to the hard shoulder becoming a deceleration or 

acceleration lane, or a bus stop complete with bus shelter. 

 

It might have been better to use the word – intermittent, as used by weather forecasters, meaning occurring at 

intervals.  Some people delight in using words to maintain the exclusivity of their profession and keep the 

common people excluded.  We have economists talking about the necessity for quantitative easing, when they 

mean increasing the money supply by printing bank notes and increasing electronic credits.  To deal with this 

diluting of the currency and to pay off the ever increasing public debt they talk of broadening the tax base, 

when they mean finding new ways to tax the commoners.  They need to say what they mean. 

 

Gordon Brown claimed that he had overcome boom and bust in the economy, but it still seems to be 

discontinuous.  He will also claim that like the A8, the economy only appears to be intermittent when actually 

it is continuous, given the trillions being thrown at the banks to keep them going.  You may remember a 

frequent request on BBC Children’s Favourites for a song called Three Wheels on my Wagon.  The wagon 

driver is pursued by the Cherokee and as each wheel falls off the wagon he keeps rolling along while he sings 

his happy song.  One by one the wheels fall off until the wagon stops rolling and the driver gets scalped by 

the indians. 

 

The first wheel came off the economic wagon when Northern Rock collapsed and the last wheel will fall off 

when the increase in money supply weakens the currency wheel spokes.  But wait; is it a rocket?, is it a 

shooting star?  No, it is Superman Brown arriving in the nick of time to put the wheels back on and save the 

economic wagon.  Except, the wagon is now overloaded with debt and new taxes, and collapses anyway. 

 

The Scottish Catholic Observer carried a report in January that Cardinal Murphy O’Connor had proclaimed 

the end of the capitalist era at a fund-raising dinner and this had caused a stir.  His spokesman declined to 

expand on the comments, saying ‘they were private remarks at a private dinner’.  Apparently he told guests 

that Communism died in 1989 with the fall of the Berlin wall and that Capitalism had died last year with the 

credit crunch.  To quote from the Observer :- 

“His comments, suggesting the global economic order faces collapse, will alarm politicians.  In December he 

issued a statement saying, ‘religious leaders are not normally economists, however they cannot ignore the 

damaging human consequences of the rise and fall of economic indicators’” 

 

In February the Universe reported the Cardinal saying that the present economic crisis offers an opportunity 

for people to stop and take stock of what sort of society they want to live in.  To quote from the Universe :- 

“The Cardinal added that the present crisis marks the end of ‘a certain kind of selfish capitalism’; and ‘This 

particular recession is a moment - a kairos – when we have to reflect as a country on what are the things that 
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nourish the values, the virtues, we want to have……capitalism needs to be underpinned with regulation and a 

moral purpose,’ said the Cardinal, who has asked Prime Minister Gordon Brown to complement his National 

Economic Council with a moral one to ‘rediscover the things that make a healthy society’” 

 

So be it.  These two reports might appear to be contradictory and indicate that the stir he caused in January 

had resulted in him being got at by Catholic businessmen and politicians.  Not so, this is more his realisation 

that the Government is determined to keep capitalism going whatever the cost, but it must be different. 

 

Unfortunately, the Prime Minister and Chancellor of the Exchequer have shown that they did not heed the 

warnings and take preventative action, did not react when the situation became obvious and were too slow to 

implement remedial measures.  They will not admit their part in the crisis because they do not understand 

how the crisis came about and they do not know how to deal with it.  In the parlance of the political 

commentators, they have been behind the curve and playing at catch-up.  In an effort to show they are in 

control of the situation they must be seen to be doing something.  By introducing initiatives on a weekly basis 

they hope to keep the rabble – as they think of us - at bay.  They are in fact turning the crisis in to a disaster. 

 

It is a case of the blind leading the blind; and in the land of the blind, the one-eyed man is king.  They are a 

disconnected government – lacking orderly connection between its parts – in a discontinuous economy, 

creating discord and discontent.  The people are disconsolate and ready to discontinue their term of office.  

This means; We’re in a mess and have had enough.  Are they listening?  No, they are deaf as well as blind. 

 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

ALL IS TRUE 

 

Last month’s BBC drama ‘Margaret’ about the final days of Thatcher’s Premiership is probably closer to the 

unpublished truth of her demise, and associated treachery, because it is recent history and the main players are 

still alive.  Every player will have their own perspective of events and claim their own version to be the truth.  

A detached observer can put the pieces together and present a complete picture – with all the players being in 

denial.  Teacher asks school-boy what is denial?, boy replies – it’s de river in Egypt. 

 

When people are communicating on different wavelengths the facts get distorted and villains become heroes.  

So we have had Royal Mail celebrating Marie Stopes with a stamp and the Royal Mint is commemorating the 

start of Henry VIIIs reign 500 years ago with a special £5 coin.  The BBC has in recent times produced a 

number of historical dramas about the Tudors, influenced by current modern thinking to the detriment of 

factual accuracy.  Even historians disagree, and more so about Henry VIII, who has been portrayed as 

renaissance man heralding the dawn of the modern age and also as the most destructive force in British 

history.  Henry’s reign can teach us a lot about current events and New Labour, with warnings of the pitfalls. 

 

One of Shakespeare’s lesser performed plays was written in 1613 and titled ‘Henry VIII’ but might be better 

known by its alternative title ‘All is True’.  Henry, tricked by a malign Cardinal Wolsey, executes the 

innocent and forgiving Duke of Buckingham.  Worrying that he has sinned by marrying his bother’s widow, 

Catherine of Aragon, Henry fears he will not be graced with heirs. Meeting Ann Bullen, a virtuous Protestant, 

he falls in love and decides to divorce Catherine and marry Ann.  By chance Henry uncovers Wolsey’s 

corrupt financial dealings, and realising the Cardinal opposes his marriage to Ann, punishes him although he 

spares his life.  Relying on Protestant Archbishop Thomas Cranmer as his chief adviser, he protects Thomas 

from the villainous Bishop Gardiner.  The play ends with the birth and Christening of Ann’s daughter, and 

Cranmer looking forward to her glorious reign as Queen Elizabeth.  Written within living memory of the 

actual events and in full knowledge of Elizabeth’s reign, the point is made.  QE1 was the better monarch. 

 

Elizabeth took two decades to sort out the financial mess of the coinage.  She considered this as great an 

achievement as defeating the Spanish Armada and did not share her father’s conviction that the hallmark of a 

great monarch is to stage a spectacular war.  Henry left the country bankrupt due to profligacy and disastrous 

wars, with resulting economic consequences, including the loss of export markets.  His foreign diplomacy 

was also a disaster, mired with u-turns.  He created a financial crisis with currency debasement, debts and 

overall loss of revenue following the sale of ex-religious lands.  All this had an impact in to the 1560s. 
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King Henry the VIII (born1491, reigned 1509 – 1547) has been compared with and called the Tudor Stalin.  

They had the same qualities to be successful tyrants, new how to look good and exploited the cult of 

personality.  The paradox being that in Tudor England it was a tyranny without a standing army, secret 

service or indeed any police force to speak of.  Nearly all government worked through unpaid volunteers.  As 

a consequence, Henry needed to negotiate with his subject Lords when awe and terror failed.  It worked 

because Henry was a bully and it was not a good idea to laugh at him since one of his more long-lasting acts 

was to extend the definition of treason.  Merely to say something rude about the King could be treason as 

much as actual rebellion.  A renaissance form of political correctness! 

 

The most important drama in Henry’s reign came not from his six wives but from the break with the Pope.  

Henry promoted a Reformation that was not Protestant and was equally inclined to the “old learning” as he 

was to the new.  He demonstrated this by executing three Catholics and three Protestants on the same day.  In 

the northern counties monasteries were major employers and socially integrated to a far greater extent than 

the south.  The north was also conservative in religion and resented change.  By the time of his death the 

religious reforms were confined to the south-east and Protestantism was not a significant force. 

 

Like all bullies he had to have a gang to do his bidding, the main recruit being Thomas Cromwell.  Thomas 

succeeded his mentor, Cardinal Wolsey, as chief minister to Henry VIII.  Originally in Lord Chancellor 

Wolsey’s service, he became secretary to Henry in 1534 and was created a baron in 1536.  He was the real 

director of government policy and drafted the legislation that made the Church of England independent of 

Rome.  Cromwell had Henry divorced from Catherine of Aragon by a series of acts that proclaimed him head 

of the church.  From 1536 to 1540 Cromwell suppressed the monasteries, ruthlessly crushed all opposition, 

and favoured Lutheranism.  He fell from power after he arranged Henry’s fourth marriage to Anne of Cleves, 

which Henry found less than satisfactory.  The purpose had been to cement an alliance with the German 

Protestant princes against France and the Holy Roman Empire.  This mistake led to him being accused of 

treason.  Shortly after being made Earl of Essex in the Spring of 1540 he was arrested and beheaded without 

trial on Henry’s orders. 

 

As Henry grew older he became devious, vindictive and autocratic.  By the end of his reign he had 

deteriorated physically and mentally, becoming corpulent and immobile.  This is the enduring popular image 

of the merry monarch, but the young Henry had a dazzling personality and physique.  He loved eating, 

drinking, gambling and expensive clothes.  He was witty and gregarious and had genuine warmth.  A superb 

athlete, he excelled at a multitude of sports including wrestling.  He craved admiration, was egotistical and 

ambitious for power and money.  Henry had a weakness – greed.  This caused a catastrophic debasement of 

England’s silver coinage which started to reveal their base-metal content.  They started to wear first in the 

most prominent feature of the royal portrait, resulting in Henry being called ‘Old Coppernose’, though not in 

his presence.  This hints at the real reason for the dissolution of the monasteries and the legalised theft of their 

valuables.  An earlier form of quantitative easing! 

 

The inherent weakness of Henry’s government through the need to negotiate resulted in the endless chore of 

conciliation, flattery, haggling and intimidation.  It was not easy since many of his subjects – especially up 

north – hated what he was doing, although they blamed Thomas Cromwell.  In 1534 Thomas Cromwell was 

entrusted by the King to undertake visitations of churches, monasteries and clergy.  He had previous 

experience, for ten years earlier he had dealt with all aspects of the suppression of twenty-nine monasteries on 

behalf of Cardinal Wolsey.  The visitations were not conducted personally by Cromwell but were carried out 

by his Commissaries and started in the summer of 1535.  The monasteries were doomed prior to the 

visitations not as a result of them.  The accusations levelled against the monks were not borne out by the 

evidence contained in the Reports.  The softening up process continued in early autumn 1535 when pulpit 

orators were commissioned to go over the country.  Railers were to declaim against the clergy as hypocrites, 

sorcerers and idle drones.  Preachers said that the monks made the land unprofitable and told the people that if 

the abbeys went down the King would never want any taxes again.  Parliament was also summoned to meet in 

early 1536 with the twofold object of replenishing an exhausted Exchequer and anticipating opposition on the 

part of the religious to the proposed ecclesiastical changes.  On 4
th
 February the Act for suppression of the 

smaller religious houses was reluctantly passed and with responsibility placed firmly on the shoulders of the 
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King.  Parliament made clear that they had passed the Act solely on the King’s declaration that he knew the 

charges to be true against the good name of the religious.  How like Blair and Weapons of Mass Destruction? 

 

This came to a head in Autumn 1536 when the East Midlands [the Lincolnshire Rising] and Northern England 

rebelled, leading to the Pilgrimage of Grace.  Three of the King’s Commissions were in Lincolnshire at 

Michaelmas in 1536.  That for dissolving the smaller monasteries had been in the county since June.  A 

second was assessing and collecting the subsidy and a third was to enquire in to the fitness and education of 

the clergy.  They worked in an atmosphere of rumour and alarm.  The split with Rome and Henry’s divorce 

from Catherine together with the cutting down of feast days and other traditional holidays were part of the 

unrest.  The Lincolnshire Rising was an outburst by people who though that they would be ‘undone for ever’. 

 

It was reputed that churches in the main Lincolnshire towns were extremely rich and possessed some valuable 

treasures.  It was said that jewels and plate were to be confiscated from parish churches, and that all gold was 

to be taken to the Mint to be tested.  It was claimed that taxes were to be levied on all horned cattle, and all 

christenings, marriages and burials.  There were even wilder rumours that there would be no church within 

five miles with all the rest being put down.  New taxes to pay for foreign wars, and the King’s ministers 

proposing them, were unpopular.  They had heard that people would not be allowed to eat white bread, goose 

or capon without paying a tribute to the King.  It was also said that every man would have to give an account 

of his property and income with a false return leading to forfeiture of all his goods.  Broadening the tax base! 

   

There was evidence that these rumours had spread to many parts of the eastern and midland counties by the 

autumn of 1536 but they were strongest in Lincolnshire.  They thought their beautiful parish churches were to 

be robbed, they loathed monasteries being closed, they were worried about taxation and inheritance 

legislation, and they detested soft metropolitan types.  They gathered armies far outnumbering what the king 

could muster. The Lincolnshire rebel force, estimated at 40000, had occupied Lincoln Cathedral.  They 

demanded the freedom to continue as practising Catholics, an end to the dissolution of monasteries and 

protection for the treasures of Lincolnshire churches.  They called for an end to the collection of the subsidy 

and to taxes in peacetime, and the repeal of the Statute of Uses which affected the gentry’s inheritance rights. 

They wanted a purge of heretics in government with an end of the ten Articles.  These demands were set out 

in the letter which Henry responded to. 

 

Being in a weak position the last thing the King needed to do was to inflame the temper of the rebels by 

insulting them.  Henry responded; he had never yet heard that a prince’s counsellors and bishops should be 

appointed by ignorant common people, and least of all by the rude commons of one of the most brute and 

beastly shires in his realm.  Henry did not handle it well.  His grasp of military strategy was pathetic and he 

made things worse by overconfidence, sending most of his army home halfway through the whole affair.  He 

ignored intelligence and gave his generals orders that that they had the sense to see needed modification 

behind his back.  He risked all the tactical advantages won by the largely Catholic nobility that led his armies 

or bargained with the  rebels and pilgrims. 

 

These nobles decided to put their king before their God and were better servants than the king deserved.  

Catherine of Aragon, inconveniently loyal wife cast aside to soothe Henry’s tailor-made god, might have 

agreed.  So might her replacement Anne Boleyn, ultimate founder of the Church of England and executed 

victim in one of the most monstrous frame-ups of Henry’s reign.  In the end Henry won the day with false 

promises, playing for time and provoking a second rebellion as an excuse to take savage revenge.  The rebels 

and pilgrims in their tens of thousands had killed but a few; Henry then killed nine score of them. 

 

Henry’s charismatic personality and love of luxury affected the personal rivalry that he had with Francis I 

(King of France 1515 – 1547).  He was handsomer than Francis, who he competed with, even copying his 

beard.  Like Francis, he postured as a ‘roi chevalier’.  This personal rivalry with Francis was reflected in the 

extravagance and prestige shown at the famed meeting of the two kings at the Field of the Cloth of Gold, 

where they wrestled each other, but Francis won the competition.  Rivalry between England and France was 

fundamental to his image. This resulted in three decades of intermittent warfare with France and their ally – 

Scotland.  Renaissance warfare was costly and destructive, but united the realm and created a sense of 

national identity.  Early successes in 1513 in northern France led to the rise of Wolsey who had organised the 
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campaign.  Wolsey was the most powerful person in England up to 1527 – more a statesman than cleric.  At 

the request of Henry, Wolsey was elected Cardinal in 1515 when he also became Lord Chancellor and 

dominated domestic affairs.  He was the architect of Henry’s plan to be a major force in Europe. 

 

Henry’s ambitions were restricted by finance despite Wolsey’s achievement in raising large amounts of 

additional taxation.  In 1518 a Treaty of London was concluded, being a pact for ‘universal peace’ [European 

Universal Peace].  This was down to Cardinal Wolsey’s diplomacy, but he had hijacked the plan from the 

Pope.  The Treaty collapsed in 1519 on the death of the Holy Roman Emperor – Maximilian I – and the 

succession of Charles V of Spain and Burgundy.  The King and Cardinal staged a meeting with Francis on 

French territory in 1520 that was to pave the way for further diplomacy.  They planned a chivalric 

extravaganza with no expense spared, and a vast and entirely new wooden palace was built near Guisnes – the 

Field of the Cloth of Gold. 

 

From 1521 an alliance between France and Scotland led to conflict; with the Holy Roman Emperor and Henry 

against Francis in what was called the ‘Great Enterprise’.  This was unsuccessful and commitment to the 

Great Enterprise cooled as cash reserves ran low.  The Cardinal then secured power from the Pope to 

centralise the Church in England, and to govern it and tax it in the King’s interest.  In 1525 Cardinal Wolsey 

attempted to raise a non-parliamentary tax called the Amicable Grant to pay for the invasion of France by 

England alone.  This led to a revolt in East Anglia and Henry distanced himself from the Cardinal.  In 1527 

the Cardinal tried to repair relations with Francis.  There was no consistent foreign policy and by 1528 Henry 

was at war with the Holy Roman Emperor.  The economic effect resulting from the loss of export markets led 

to a revolt by cloth workers in Sussex.  This with poor harvests threatened political and economic stability.  

 

In 1529 the Holy Roman Emperor defeated Francis once again and France concluded a separate peace treaty 

which isolated England.  The Cardinal’s diplomacy had collapsed.  By October of that year, the Cardinal was 

indicted and pleaded guilty to ‘praemunire’, and was replaced as Lord Chancellor by Sir Thomas More.  From 

then onwards the Church was progressively subjugated and forced to surrender its independence and submit 

to royal jurisdiction, conform to the royal prerogative and English common law.  Thomas More and John 

Fisher together with Carthusians and other religious loyal to Rome were executed for exercising their right of 

conscience.  People suffered from more harvest failures in 1535/1536.  The Exchequer was bare. 

 

Dissolution of the monasteries had yielded £1.3million by the end of Henry’s reign. This was used up in two 

years of war against France. By 1546 Henry’s infirmities were obvious and his death was anticipated resulting 

in an atmosphere of conspiracy to pervade the Court.  Henry became paranoid, trusting no one and refusing to 

sign state papers.  Henry’s legacy still affects our European relations, especially with France which is wary of 

‘perfidious Albion’.  The entente cordiale between the two countries conceals the continuing rivalry which 

has existed since the Norman Conquest and was exacerbated in Tudor times.  The hatred stirred up against 

Rome is claimed by some historians to be latent and the root of British euro-scepticism. 

 

Now consider the similarities with New Labour and the joint reign of Blair, who wanted to take us to the heart 

of Europe but was out manoeuvred and failed; and Chancellor Brown – the Scottish Stalin, who exercised 

total control and brought the economy to its knees.  Quantitative easing and broadening the tax base are 

nothing new.  It will take more than two decades to sort out the financial mess and much longer to restore and 

renew the country.  Peter Mandelson, the master of spin and the dark arts of politics would have more than 

matched Thomas Cromwell.  The marches and protests over the Iraq invasion, fuel taxes and jobs for British 

workers were uprisings of the commoners.  The attacks on conscience; intolerance and imposition of the new 

rights religion;  extravagant and wasteful consumption; with image more important than substance are Tudor-

like. Paranoia and plotting as New Labour dies compares with that leading up to Henry’s death.  Ipso facto. 

 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

PIGS AND PUNTS 
 

The most recent enlargement of the European Union incorporated the former Communist countries of Eastern 

Europe.  The transformation of their economies along Western European lines is still a work in progress and 
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their accession was premature.  It was political expediency rather than economic reality that accelerated their 

EU membership.  The East needed the security but the West wanted a larger market.  Both sides paid a price; 

the West committed to financial support for restructuring and the East dismantled their old industries. 

 

Now that the financial and economic crisis has spread across the breadth of Europe there is dismay in the East 

resulting from a reluctance of the prosperous countries of West EU to bail them out.  There is a moral 

obligation to assist them.  More worrying are the problems being experienced by the Mediterranean EU 

countries who have been members for thirty years and should be in a better condition to weather the storm.  A 

security and stability that should be reinforced by their membership of the Euro currency zone; Portugal. 

Italy, Greece and Spain (now termed the PIGS) have mostly had their credit ratings cut, making it more 

expensive for them to raise funds by foreign exchange.  Membership of the Euro, with its constraining rules, 

has restricted their ability to adopt interest rates that are more appropriate to their circumstances.  There are 

fears that if they are to survive, they must depart the Euro. 

 

Ireland has been made an honorary PIG due to its own deteriorating situation and being the first EU country 

to enter recession.  To escape the interest rates set by the European Central Bank, and more appropriate to 

France and Germany, there is talk of then leaving the Euro and reintroducing the Punt.  This is borne of the 

reality that 70% of Irish small businesses export to the UK.  A 30% devaluation of the Pound has made their 

exports more expensive, while imports from the UK have become cheaper.  60,000 to 95,000 jobs are at risk.  

It’s cheaper for the Republic’s citizens to do their retail shopping in Northern Ireland leading to a contraction 

in the RoI retail sector.  In January the RoI Finance Minister, Brian Lenihan, undiplomatically attacked the 

UK government, accusing them of deliberately devaluing the Pound to the detriment of the Euro zone. 

 

However, the RoI economy is different from those of the PIGS and has more similarities with the USA and 

UK.  In Ireland ownership of the land by the people who farmed it was the aim of the Land League and it is 

still the case that without land – you are nothing.  Outside the cities the minimum requirement will be a 

detached, spacious family property on at least half an acre of land.  This results in magnificent mansion like 

houses spawned by the Celtic Tiger economy.  Even people with the new jobs in the cities hang on to the land 

and are prepared to commute to work over ever longer distances.  This has been facilitated by the Fianna Fail 

government through its dealings with the Irish construction industry and the Irish banks.  This relationship is 

cemented every year in the Fianna Fail hospitality tent at Galway races.  It has led to scandals and public 

enquiries.  The latest being in relation to the Anglo-Irish bank, which funded the construction industry, and 

has now been nationalised.  The question is why, when it was a commercial bank with no retail outlets. 

 

The Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development has revealed that debt in French households 

amounts to 89.1% of income.  In the USA it is 139.7% and in the UK 168.5%..  In France home ownership is 

57% - 10 points below the Euro zone average.   This might explain why the property owning democracies 

have such a high level of personal debt resulting from the mortgage borrowing required to eventually own 

their own homes.  Renting a home is not seen as a sign of failure in France.  In property owning economies 

renting is seen as the last resort of those desperate for a roof over their heads.  There are many good reasons 

for renting, but the overwhelming view is that it is throwing money away with nothing to show for it at the 

end.  House price inflation has also ensured that owning your own home is a good investment.  The only 

reason for this is that demand for houses exceeds supply. 

 

Basing economic growth on construction and financial services is not sustainable in the long run.  As we have 

seen with the credit crunch, when demand is restricted through the unavailability of mortgages, the price of 

housing decreases.  If there was an unlimited mortgage supply and house building firms were given free 

access to enough land, then demand could be met and house prices would decrease.  Either way houses would 

then not be seen as an investment. In that respect there needs to be a change of attitude and direction. Builders 

construct houses, people make homes.   
 

What is very clear is that each EU country has its own distinctive economy.  In Brussels the European 

Commission try to control Europe’s economy as if it was homogeneous.  Fragmentation in to geographical 

groups within the EU will happen.  If this crisis does not destroy the idea of the Single Market based on the 

free movement of capital, labour, goods and services, then the next crisis will.  Two decades at the most. 
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------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

E-mail:   sectre.resurgence@btinternet.com                           Phone/answer machine:   01526 348 555 

 

Post to:   P.K. – S.C.L.  PO BOX 1070 - LINCOLN - LN4 4WE 


