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Abstract

Hobsbawn explains the rise of nationalism in Westurope as a reaction to the collapse of
larger hopes and aspirations, and to the (regbparent) crisis of macro-national state power.
But in the case of Scotland, the situation appdiffierent. In my study, | show how the political
nationalist discourse in Scotland seems to deviatee and more from the main theories
regarding the conceptualisation, underlying exdiana and practice of nationalism at the
political level. By analysing how and how often tBeottish National Party (SNP) employs
references to the past and the shared historyeohdlion in its pro-independence rhetoric, |
demonstrate how indeed Scottish nationalism casalibto present a unique case of political
nationalism in contemporary Western Europe. Bystisg on cultural specificities, | also
explain to what extent it follows the traditionhkbry, primarily regarding the connection of
the past to national identity and nationalist disse. In the end, my main conclusion is that
the SNP strategically employs a rhetoric turnedatms the future and deliberately minimise
the allusions to the past in order to fit its nasibst discourse and present ideology, presenting
himself as an inclusive, very modern and viableegomental option for Scotland, but still

refuses to abandon historical references all-tageth

1 Hobsbawn, 1990:178.



Preface

When | started studying history, | was suddenlgifeged to discover what a wonderful
resource it could be if applied with tact and distaeent to other fields and especially to
rhetoric. The more | learned the more | discovettled many usages of history in political
discourses. | found it fascinating to understanditiptan’s references and little by little to
begin to see to what end those references where,raad what effects they had. | felt like |
could see the underlying mechanics of the discolikeea clockmaker opening a watch. As |
continue through my curriculum, | started to getrentvolved with contemporary Western
history, and then with nationalism, and then wigttionalism in the British Isles. When came
the time to consider a research question for trespnt thesis, | was returning from holidays
in Scotland and had been marked by the contexXteoindependence referendum. Naturally,
all those interests and questions of mine mergeddrmgradually more precise idea, and soon
my research topic was found: the place and roleigtbry in the Scottish nationalist discourse.

I was lucky enough to found a supervisor in thesperof Véronique Pouillard who
shared my enthusiasm for my project, and even sote found someone able to advise me
and put up with my particular working schedulewts indeed impossible for me to complete
this thesis in the initial expected timeframe beealhad to work full-time and also had to
complete other projects first. Eventually, | foumdit of time there and then to advance, and
after two years, | was able to achieve the preteggis.

Despite those not so optimal conditions, | am premudhave finally completed this
project, and | must say that | have very much eegaesearching it, getting familiar with an
incredible amount of theoretical work (although thet about discourse theory and French
philosophers was quite strenuous at times), andsdf analysing the SNP’s discourse like a
clockmaker stripping down a watch. And in the e¢hd,most difficult task was certainly to not
let myself be distracted by all the new possibk#itand questions that my research was
bringing.

| hope you will enjoy reading my work and that neytowill help see you differently
the way the SNP expresses itself in the next imdkgpee referendum, which seem to be about
to happen far sooner than we all could have expkecte

Flora Strand
Oslo, 04.05.2017
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Introduction



1. Presentation

War is often said to have shaped European histryafvery long time. Ever since 1945,
Western European states have enjoyed a ratherfpepeeod and war within their borders
has become quite unlikely. However, in the 1990s,dismemberment of the Soviet Union
and Yugoslavia has revived some ancient nationeli@ims on the European continent and
renewed interest in topics related to national segional identities. For instance, regional
nationalist causes have reaffirmed themselvesanddrs, Catalonia, Basque Country, Corsica,
Scotland, Belgium, and to some extent in Frencltddry, Wales and Northern Italy, giving
rise to new political tensions and possible causfesonflict. At the exception of some
occasional terrorist attacks perpetuated by arnaetiohs of Basque, Northern Irish and
Corsican nationalist movements, regional nationadign Western Europe express themselves
rather peacefully through the means of the law, a@atic processes and institutions.
Nonetheless, despite the improbability of armedflminand civil war, the risk of state
fragmentation remains real, as proven by the Stotteferendum on independence in
September 2014.

The 2014 referendum, made possible after the stgmmse of the Scottish National

Party (SNP), was formulated through the straightéod question “Should Scotland be an
independent country?” and definitively constitutad important moment in British and
European political history mediatized internatidynaDespite the victory of the ‘no’ side by
55%, meaning that Scotland will remain in the Uthikengdom, the vote has attracted a lot of
attention and mobilise politicians significantlyhd debate during the referendum campaign
was centred on economic questions, but the refamanidls also instigated cogitation and
afterthoughts on the historical dimension of thenmf Scotland and England, signed in 1707.
Actually, 300 years after, historians, politiciafgjt also concerned citizens wonder if the
considerations that brought the two countries togrein 1707 still matter todeyThere is a
strong relation between nationalism and historytidwialist movements are often a product of
history, but also they are fuelled by their owntdng: history shapes the national identity and
acts a unifying force. Hobsbawn argues that in otdéreinvent the past’ nationalists select
specific moments from the past that they decideehoember or use in their discourses. This

manipulation of history as a tool to nationalisndé$ended in such terms:

2Whatley, 2014: x.



“For historians are to nationalism what poppy-grsvien Pakistan are to heroin addicts: we
supply the essential raw material for the markettidths without a past are contradictions in

terms. What makes a nati@githe past; what justifies one nation against otigetke past and

historians are the people who produceo’ it.”

History had been used before in Scottish politdiatourse as a potent force: for example,
during the 2007 legislative elections, historiagjlanents and references were omnipresent, as
for instance in the SNP’s slogaliz07, no right to choose; 2007 the right to choddes use

of such historical references in nationalist rhietois generally considered a given.
Nevertheless, a quick glance at what the mediartegpahows that the historical record was
definitively not at the core of the pre-referenddiscussions, somehow considered irrelevant

in the overall debate revolving around more prattigture economic concerns.

Thus, in regards to this particular context anel dipparent shift of focus from the
relevance of historical and cultural identity teeromic viability in the potential making of a
new nation-state, we are left to wonder if in aoréasingly globalised and multi-cultural
capitalist world, there is still room for histony the political expression of Western European
regional nationalisms. The Scottish independentergerdum encouraged me to wonder on

how historical references can be used to mobiliders to a cause like achieving independence.

In short,what is the place and the role of the history ratinale in the SNP political

discourse and its argumentation for an independercotland?

2. Research questions

This main question raises several other reseaudstipns. Firstly, regarding the
available theory of history in nationalist discairsWhat should be expected in regards to the
place and role of history in political discourseggmeral and in the SNP’s discourse? Secondly,
regarding the practice: What is actually observedcotland? And thirdly, regarding the
practice of the SNP when interpreted in the lightthe existing theory: Can the SNP’s
discursive and rhetorical employs and mentionfiefpgast be described and qualified within

the limits of existing theoretical framework? Homdato what extent?

3 Hobsbawm, 1992:23.



My primary aim is to conduct a case study of thetfsh road to independence through
an analysis of the attitudes of the SNP toward®hcal references, insisting on its discourse
during the referendum campaign. Through this spec#se, confronted with existing theories
derived from different fields such as political eate, nationalism, history, historiography,
sociology and communication, | intend to submieavrappreciation of the place of the history

rationale in the democratic expression of moderst@ra European regional nationalisms.

My early research and readings on the topic hdeevatl me to formulate the following
thesis: in many regards, the recent shift in thession of Scottish nationalism does not really
seem to fit the classical theory on nationalism asdaxonomy. Whereas classical theorists
emphasise the role of cultural identity, and thissony, as a factor of cohesion in nationalist
movements, it appears that the Scottish nationgddditical discourse has resorted often to
historical plea in its rhetorical practice. Basedtbe theory underscoring the links between
history and both nation-building and nationalismttve West, doubled by the intrinsically
historical nature of the debate (the endurance 3@Gyear-old political union between two
formerly independent kingdoms), one could have etqueto find historical references aplenty
in the official political discourse defending indgmlence. However, such references are
abnormally infrequent. Is this scarcity a deliberahoice? | will assume so. Then what

motivated such a choice? What effect did this ahbiave?

Although | am strongly aware of the qualitativeuratof my research question, in a
final section of my study, | would like to briefaddress the broader following question: What
can we learn from the case of Scottish nationak&mut the place and role of the history
rationale in the regional nationalist political cbsirse of other Western European democratic

states?

3. Research design, sources and methodology

Although the case of Scottish nationalism preserany specificities in regard to the existing
theory that renders it quite different from othemhs of Western regional nationalisms, | still
think that is particularly interesting for condungia study about the place and role of history
in contemporary political discourse due to the deeisporical foundation of the Scottish fight
for independence and for its state of current eff&cotland presents a promising environment

in which relevant material can be found in quantifipreover, the recent rise of the SNP and

10



the independence debate has brought the questitimeaspotlight and defines a limited and

distinct political space of analysis.

In order to assess how, how often and to what &fféee SNP resorts to historical
references in its pro-independence discourse, I mgkd first and foremost to define a
theoretical framework that will enable me to foratel some hypothesis regarding what to
expect to find in the analysis of my main source mestablish a methodological framework
through which to proceed to said analysis. My prbjeere relies heavily on the theory
available, but to my knowledge, there is no presitheoretical or empirical study that focuses
on the rhetorical employs of historical referencedVestern nationalist political discourses.
Therefore, | will need to use the available thetarylevelop my own theoretical framework
regarding strategic employs of history in the prdeépendence discourse of the SNP before
proceeding to the analysis of my main primary seuBut because of this complex theoretical
layered construction and the study of only excegbtmarkers and expressions of the SNP’s
discourse, | am conscious that my work containslaive degree of subjectivity and that my
overall analysis can be biased.

My work is built on existing literature covering rggral theories of nationalism,
historiography and political discourse on the oard) and analysis, studies and essays about
Scotland specifically on the other hand. Beforeufdeg on the specific case of the Scottish
nationalist discourse, | will need to establisthearetical framework regarding the place and
role of history in nationalist movements. Here ll\sirongly rely on the seminal works on the
notion of nationalism of eminent scholars such iae& Gellner, Anthony D. Smith, Benedict
Anderson, Alain Dieckhoff, Miroslav Hroch and Eridobsbawm who consider history,
(alongside ethnicity, language and religion), as@ marker of national identity, as well as a
key argument to regional nationalist claims. Ferttieory regarding the links between history,
memory and nationalism, | will rely primarily ongkvorks of John Breuilly, David Carr, Pierre
Nora and Eric Hobsbawm and Terence Ranger. Regppdilitical communication in general,
| will grant special attention to the works of Jaeg Ellule who has theorised political
communication in modern Western democracies. Raganoolitical discourse, | can cite
among others Michel Foucault, Norman Fairclougld, Bmesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe,.
| will complete the aforementioned literature wittore empirical studies or case studies that

can appear relevant for my work.

11



The literature discussing the endurance and tleeifsgs of Scottish nationalism
through history is abundant, with several main wotknsidered as references in the field.
Although the subject of Scottish independence leagtited from considerable attention since
the election of the SNP in Scottish governmenthas received relatively little research
attention? The debate about independence has shed a Idk afdng journalists and essayist
however, and many scholars have also addresseuhpiieations of the referendum and later
discussed its result. The 300-year anniversarymeflnion in 2007 led to several historical
research projects (and publications) about thetipasof Scotland in the U.K. However, these
projects were conducted before the referendumaaniey cast new light on the history of the
union, they fail to discuss the role of historyhie present political debate about independence.
In all the available literature, the historicalioaale of Scottish political discourse is very
seldom mentioned and certainly never discusseg ftils by filling primarily this specific gap
in the research regarding the use of historicauraents in today’'s Western European

nationalist discourses that | hope to contributthéoexisting literature.

My primary sources are literary ones. My wholeptsr can be differentiated into three
groups based on the use | will make of them: omewlll consist of all the diverse historical
references, allusions or evocation of pat eventigares found in the official elocutions of
SNP members and SNP manifestos, another one thapwsist of the official text regarding
the reform of the history school curriculum and #mgtor’s text of the Bannockburn Visitor
Centre, and a last one that will consist of SNP ifeatos, and especially the independence
white-papeiScotland’s FutureScotland’s Futures my most important source and occupies a
central place in my study. | have decided to cemtyeargumentation around this document
because it is the unique official document presgntine case for independence published by
the SNP government and addressed to the voterqemadise a s a party manifesto, it can be
considered as “rhetorical constructions of politiealities”? It should then constitute a great
opportunity to get an insight in the party’s atiéu towards its nationalist project of
independence. Those sources have been analysadifgltraditional methods of text analysis
mainly and the principle of triangulation, by cominig approaches from the fields of history,
linguistic, sociology and political science, as Mad, to some extent, anthropology. For the
manifestos and the white-paper, | have proceedadiore thorough analysis of the rhetoric.
My analysis of the SNP’s discourse relies on rhet@ther than linguistics because it aims to

4 Prentice, 2010:411.
5 Smith & Smith, 2000:457.
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identify its discursive ideology rather than thegliistic articulation of the discourse.
Rhetorical analysis allows to access a text igpecificity and to approach nationalist ideology
methodologically? By looking at occurrences of historical argumeansl references to the
past, | believe it is possible to identify a disive strategy adopted by the SNP to mobilise
around independence. In order to contextualisegbdts of my analysis and interpret them in
regard to the environment that produced and redeilkem, | resorted to critical discourse
analysis (CDA). | have chosen the CDA approach leeain by considering discourse and
institutions as two distinct social phenomenahags the researcher how discourse interact

with and establishes set conditions for socialti@hs.

For analysingScotland’s Futurel have used a mixed method to explore the use of
historical references and measure the weight opése¢ in the discursive practices of the SNP.
| have proceeded to a traditional qualitative taknalysis of the document, done manually
and relying on CDA, as said, but I have also apple quantitative method of CDA automated
tagging using the software Wmatrix developed bydheversity of Lancaster. | expect that by
combining both methods, | will be able not onlyolatain more detailed and accurate results,

but also to minimize some of the bias.

To support or illustrates some point in my argutagon, | have also used sporadically
secondary sources such as surveys and interviewega® published by British press agencies
and quantitative studies produced by the Scottiséction Study 2011, the Scottish

Referendum Study, Ipsos Moris and the UK Census.

4. Limitations

The first and most important limitation of my wargards the fact that | have decided to focus
exclusively on the ‘yes’ side of the campaign, a®en more exclusively to the pro-
independence discourse of the SNP, while othetigalliparties were involved in the ‘yes’

campaign.

Although the SNP has been arguing for independsimoce 1934, | will restrict myself

to a far more recent period, starting with thevairof the SNP in power in 2007 and to the

6 Sutherland, 2005:185, 197.
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year of the referendum, | will pay even more aitento the year of campaign following the

referendum.

The question of the referendum has also producesbandance of literature, mostly in the
form of essays and vulgarized works more or ledsiqaily engaged destined to the general
public. This literature body constitute a fascingtisource as of how the referendum was
perceived and what issues and arguments were brtmughe heart of the debate. However,
the empirical material will be selected from oféicpolitical discourse only. This decision is
of a pragmatic nature, in the sense that the cayngdsas involved many journalists and has
been taken over on social media. Such a corpuswitbo complicated and time-consuming
to consider. At last, my case study being rathgtaatory, | think it wiser to confine it to the
realms of official public sources only. Yet, | dotrintend to give an exhaustive analysis of the
SNP discourse in the pre-referendum period, bedhegearty’s ideology is expressed through

a nigh infinite amount of different sources.

When analysing the historical arguments and claimasle by politicians, | will not
dwell on assessing the truth in them, unlessneessary to my demonstration. My focus will
be primarily on the pursuit of the desired effefcthe argument and on commenting about the
choice of the event of historical figure selectddwever, an analysis of historical references
or pleas implies that | must present the historeadnt or personality mentioned in order to
give a more thorough explanation of its used in@enn context. In such presentations, |

would appeal to secondary sources in the formuafiss made by specialists.

History and historical understanding shading mtgth are among the main constantly
shifting factors that combine to form national itgn but this aspect will be directly included
in my punctual analysis of historical referencesewhvorth mentioning, and the topic of the
mythicisation of history will not be directly disssed in my essay.

Finally, my work is a case study and as such tswede primarily for generalisation.
However, | hope to provide through it an exampldodv aspects of contemporary Western
nationalism can be understood through discoursehamdthe Scottish case accounts for the

great variety of contemporary nationalisms.
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5. The following chapters

In this master thesis, | mainly propose to studw meferences to national history and
the shared past of the nation has been broughmdipsed the SNP’s discourse mostly through
the campaign of the 2014 independence referendutminithe previous years, and then to
assess the place. In that purpose, | will conddieiraonstration divided into five chapters. The
three first chapters present the framework thaavehbuilt from existing theory, empirical
studies and some small case studies in order tgsaneny main source regarding the SNP’s
employs of references to the past during the incdlegece referendum campaign. Chapter 1
briefly focuses on the political and cultural défons of nationalism and presents the specifics
of Scottish nationalism. Chapter 2 presents theediions between history on the one hand
and nationalism, national identity and nation-bimi¢don the other hand. It also includes two
small sub-case studies, one about how nationabrijiss portrayed and used in a Scottish
heritage site and another one about the introdudfimational history in the school curriculum.
Chapter 3 links the employs of the history ratientd nationalist discourse and rhetoric in
politics and contains an overview of the refererogbe past and national, cultural identity in
the SNP’s discourse in the time preceding the eefdum. At last, chapter 4 analyses the
references to the past made in the SNP’s manifespporting independence during the
referendum campaign and confront them with the hemd replace them in the context
established in the previous chapters. And finaflychapter 5, | share some of my concluding
thoughts regarding the SNP’s attitudes towardsrtiegoto historical references to mobilise
around the independence cause and attempt to egpkam in a more general, new explanatory

context.
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Chapter 1

Characterisation of Scottish nationalism
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Despite the abundance of literature on nationadisththe many attempts to provide a universal
and academic definition of ‘nationalism’, there mseto be a consensus regarding the notion
as being relatively modern (more or less controa#tysdated back to the eighteenth century)
and generally tied to European culture (beforedpter exported and transposed worldwide).
What transpires from the points of view expressgdhe leading theorists of nationalism,
which will be presented imminently, is that it nefeéo the cultural and/or political attachment
to the nation. In this chapter, | intend to follthis cultural and the political distinction to firs
explain the concept of nationalism so to provideoakable definition establish the necessary

theoretical framework through which I will, in acead part, present Scottish nationalism.

1. Nationalism in theory: political and cultural definitions

1.1. Nationalism as a political principle

Czech philosopher and social anthropologist Er@stner developed a new approach of
nationalism that broke with previously establishediitions, first in the chapter ‘Nationalism’
in Thought and Chang@ 964), and later in his seminal badktions and Nationalisr{iL983).
His approach is generally used to define the canoémationalism in its great lines. For
Gellner, “nationalism is primarily a political peiple, which holds that the political and the
national unit should be congruent”, which makesnationalism “a theory of political
legitimacy” for nations wishing to achieve sovergig Based on this definition, he can then
say that nationalist sentiment is “the feeling mf@r aroused by the violation of the principle,
or the feeling of satisfaction aroused by its folnt” and that a nationalist movement is one
“acuted by a sentiment of this kind”.

Previously, | have talked about ‘regional natios@is’ to refer to nationalist
movements developed within existing boundaries wbpean states. A region can refer to a
geographical area at different levels (global, adstiative, local level, and so on). So when |
mention ‘regional nationalism’, | refer to a sultional nationalist movement attached to a
restricted territory within which people presenhsmlerable culturally internal similarities and
consider their identity as significantly differefiom the one of the sovereign state whose
authority they are placed under. Scottish natisnaljualifies as regional nationalism because

itis attached and confined to the limits of a giverritory within the UK. In the case of Western

7 Gellner, [1983] 2006:1.
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Europe, all nationalisms are regional. Neverthelessall expressions of regionalisms qualify
as nationalisms. Regionalism is different from oailism in that it seeks only to reach a
certain degree of recognition, for example the trighteach a regional language in schools.
When acknowledgement of a special regional idertitythe state is not enough, regional
nationalist aspirations can increase to the pdidemanding full sovereignty. When a regional
nationalist movement aspires to greater autonomgftén defines its ultimate goal as the
establishment of a referent geopolitical unit imeggnent with Gellner’s political principle of
nationalism: the nation-state. In its strictestiiébn, a nation-state occurs when a nation
achieve sovereignty in the form of a state whosegn and territorial boundaries coincide
with the geographical area of influence of saidamet For a long time, the nation-state has
been considered the quintessential form of theonaticonstruction for it appears ideal to
conciliate national identity and sentiment withriterial boundaries and political legitimacy.
Though the concept of nation-state is becomingei&ingly controversial among theorists
today, it remains an ideal to attain for stateteigonalisms. In the case of Scottish nationalism,
the ultimate nationalist project encompasses secef®m the UK and the (re)establishment
a Scottish nation-state.

So, considering the importance of territory, nadiltsm can also be understood as a
doctrine supporting that ideally, each state shawlthicide with one natiohAlthough this
doctrine morally legitimises independence aspiretjica world of nation-states only would
produce too many non-viable states. “In a worldchvet least three times as many nations as
states, what are the limits of legitimate natioilding?” Norman Wayne wondet$. The
viability and legitimacy of the creation of a Sdsltt nation-state is never seriously questioned,
it is generally taken for granted, leaving the delia focus rather on the chances of higher
prosperity under independence and the true negeskiindependence to achieve greater
political autonomy. From this approach, nationalisan also be interpreted as a theory about
how a sovereign state should be constituted andniggd. Within the defined territory
occupied by the members of the nation, the modatiomstate is sovereign; it has autonomous
institutions and the authority to speak and acttierwhole group, as well as the obligation to

maintain order within and protect from externaktit*

8 Less than ten percent of existing states meet téitsgia.
Smith, 199536.

® Parekh, 1995:35.

10 Norman, 2006.

11 parekh, 1995:30.
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This conception leads to the approach of natismaks a political programme where
nationalism serves as an instrument for politiciamsmobilise, unite and legitimise the
population’s divergent interests and aspiratitriBhis type of attitude, regarding nationalism
as “a special and successful form of modern peslitised by elites to capture state power in
opposition to ruling classes”, is quite common agtme new generations of historians of
nationalismt® But for this type of politicisation of nationalisito which | will come in Chapter

3, another aspect of nationalism deserves ourtatterthe cultural one.

1.2. Cultural aspect of nationalism

Another major contribution of Gellner that inducdenewed interest for nationalism
studies and offered new approaches distinct fraentrdditional ones formulated by political
scientists and historians, is that he regarde@malism as a specifically modern concept, and
nations as the result of nationalism rather thaam dther way arountf. This particular
perspective on nationalism and conception of matleoan be linked to his background in
anthropology and philosophy, which encouraged hinregject an evolutionary approach,
understanding current society as shaped by eprhetices that survived into the presérgut
the great novelty of Gellner's analysis was thasée nationalism as a sociological condition
(or function) produced by modernity. He defined mwity as a distinctive form of social
organisation and culture, characterised by theetalatonsequences of the transition from pre-
industrial to industrial times. This focus on thanisitional shock echoes French philosopher
and sociologist Emile Durkheim’s conceptafomie which states that abrupt transition to
modernity induces social dislocation. | will comeck to this emphasis on the break of history
and the relationship modernity/nationalism wheragsing how modern historiographers link

this context to the change observed in the rolestatais of history in modern society.

To explain the emergence of nationalisms, Gelleées on the distinction between
structureandculture drawn from anthropologystructureis the distinct roles people play in
society and the relationship between these rolasyeasculture refers to the representations
people make of themselves to others, notably thralrgss and ritualStructureestablishes
identity because it refers to the way people defirenselves in face-to-face, pre-industrial

2 Hobsbawm & Kertzer, 1992:4; Breuilly, 1982.
13 Smith, 1991:356.

1 Gellner, [1983] 2006:56.

%5 Breuilly, 1983:xx.
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societies where they all knew each other’s roles swcial positions. But in bigger pre-
industrial societies, people form groups of didtirdentities expressed through class and
transcending political boundaries. Gellner conctutleat nationalism cannot exist in pre-
industrial societies for this setting does not émabsense of belonging to a common group
with a bounded territory. However, in large-scaldustrial societies with unfixed occupational
structures and constantly changing roles and positculture takes over the role previously
played bystructure Culture acquires new modern functions of identificatioro 3atisfy
modern economy and society’s new positions, asasathobility on a large scale, people must
acquire new specialized skills, mostly throughamdardized literacy to engage in a “context-
free communicatiori®. Through this process, a standard culture emexigegside the written
vernacular and common education implemented bystidwge, and producesations'” In that
sense, the nation is the cultural concept thatshaldommunity together and prevents its

fragmentation or disintegration.

If Gellner’'s understanding of the transition fratructureto culture can explain the
emergence of nationalisms and nations independefithe state, we are left to wonder which
culture becomes the national, dominant one. Naligmaappears rather as the product of
conflict and rupture than unificatidf.Industrialisation happens unevenly, so in comniesit
that are late in the process, the elites catch itip thve national culture, whereas the lower
classes hold on to their own non-standardised multiNationalism arises from this
heterogeneity. Gellner mostly understands the eemes of a national culture in terms of
ethnicity and language, and supports that theyatsm stem from pre-existing high cultures,
such as in France and Britain, where the writtemaeular is linked to a powerful state which
acts to extend this culture to all strata of sgciBut there are also other groups lacking high-
cultures or states of their own. Nationalism thenstructs and transforms a ‘folk culture’ into
a high culture by standardizing its written verdacumanufacturing national histories and

traditions. Ultimately, such cultures develop droléo create a state of their owh.

At last, a cultural definition of nationalism emesg “Nationalism is, essentially, the
general imposition of a high culture on societyevwehpreviously low cultures had taken up the

lives of the majority (...) of the populatiof.’For two individuals to identify as belonging to

16 Breuilly, 1983:xxiv.

17 Gellner, [1983] 2006:39.
18 Gellner, [1983] 2006:54.
2 Breuilly, 1983:xxviii, xliv.
20 Gellner, [1983] 2006:57.
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the same nation, according to Gellner, they musepicthat they share a common culture,
understandings and meanings, as well as acknowledge other as fellow nationals and

recognise mutual rights and duties to each Gther.

Benedict Anderson, British historian and studenGeflner at the London School of
Economics (LSE), builds up on the dichotomy betwése-to-face agrarian societies and
large-scale industrialized societies to develoghtur the notions of identity and sense of
belonging into what he called ‘imagined communitidespired by Marxist tradition, he
observed first that “nation-ness” and nationalism ‘@ultural artefacts of a particular kind”
which commands, “profound emotional legitimaéy’He defines the nation as an inherently
limited and sovereign imagined political communiigcause he considers that any community
larger than primordial relies on imagination andation, since not all members can actually
know each other, but yet they consider themselsgsé of one group. This groupliited
in the sense that it has finite boundaries and @slatdges the existence of other communities
beyond their own, and sovereigrbecause nations dream of reaching freedom inottme 6f

a sovereign staf®.

Furthermore, Anderson considers that the imagineschnounity emerged at the
confluence of the printing press, capitalism andna&eular languages in an intellectual
revolution of shared consciousness: once the mafledtin readers was saturated, capitalist
printers, motivated by profit, developed a literatin vernaculars that contributed to the rise
of national consciousness and the decline of tlagined community of Christendom. Without
interacting with each other, readers were ableeteelbp a similar culture and feel clogér.
This developing similar culture anchored in verdasiand collective imagination with a
shared imaginary ultimately created a sense of comidentity with boundaries, although not
yet attached to a specific territory. What emeffiges Anderson’s reflexion is that the nation
can be compared to a text and nationalism to a fofrpolitical discourse, rather than an

ideology.

21 Gellner, [1983] 2006:7.
22 Anderson, 1991:4.

23 Anderson, 1991:6-7.

24 Anderson, 1991:37-46.

21



2. Nationalism in practice: the Scottish case

Now that nationalism has been defined both asiigadland cultural principle, I will present
a very brief historical account of Scottish natitsra and then | will focus on how Scottish
nationalism managed to achieve a broad politicategentation able to form the majority
government that requested the independence refarenti2014.

2.1. A very brief history of Scottish nationalishEment

The literature about the origins of Scottish nadism is abundant and unanimous. | will only
states here very succinctly the great lines diig®ry in order to demonstrate its endurance to
this date and demonstrate that it had a rich and lostory that can be used for discursive
strategy. It will also allow for contextualisatiafi some of the historical events and people
mentioned later in relation to contemporary pdditidiscourse. Although Scottish-Celtic
antiquity was revived at a later date and preseasethe point of origin of a Scottish nation,
the true origins of a primitive Scottish nationakentiment date back to the late medieval
period and the wars of independence against England

On 24 June 1314, Scottish king Robert the Bruce thie battle of Bannockburn over
the English forces of King Edward I, and soon ited English controlled territories. Yet,
neither England nor the pope recognised Bruce ag Ki the Scots. On behalf of the barons
and community of the realm of Scotland, a lettesupport of King Robert the Bruce and an
independent Scotland was written to the pope. Tdtier is known as the Declaration of
Arbroath and is regarded as a spirited statemeatrattion's claim to freedofa Despite the
eloguence of the case made for the acknowledgeafienScottish kingdom, the demands of
the Scots were not met before 1328, when RoberBthee threaten to annex England, who
was then forced to recognise Bruce's kingship awdl&d's independence. Regardless of the
importance of those later events, historians agpesay that the foundations of Scottish
nationalism were laid on the field of Bannockbumd dorged through the Declaration of
Arbroath?® Those events and its heroes, Bruce and Williamlad@] were long celebrated,

sung and remembered.

25 National Archives of Scotland, 2009.
26 Whatley, 2014:xi.
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Scotland remained independent until the Acts oiobrof 1706-1707. Since 1603,
Scotland and England had already been united uh#gesame crown, when James VI of
Scotland, son of Mary Stuart, Queen of Scots, am@ to Elizabeth | as James | on the throne
of England. Both independent kingdoms of Scotlamdl Bngland moved from regal union to
parliamentary union in 1707, thus establishing Wimited Kingdom. Suspicion and mistrust
between the two countries had prevented the paghgany union for a century, but when it
happened, it was actually not unpopular. The unjaopy of the union rather came later, in
retrospect, as proven by the considerable historiesearch conducted by Whatley and
Patrick?’ Even during the Jacobite risings of 1715 and 1##5Union was not questioned; it
was first and foremost a matter of restoring a Glattking to the throne. And once again, the
heroic depiction of Bonnie Prince Charlie, the setdacobite pretender, resisting the English
oppressor came later — in a process of rehabditadif the past in which the novels of Sir

Walter Scott played a significant role.

In the late 18 and early 19 centuries, Scotland experienced its first real avaf/
nationalist sentiment in the wake of a culturaltioraal movement. It was at this time that
Scotland established most of its national symbtsteaditions through a process that scholars
called ‘the invention of tradition’, which will bdiscussed later. During this period, Scotland
affirmed certain cultural specificities and the negentation of the typical, distinct Scottish
culture thus created rapidly spread among the niyajof Scots, and acquired recognition in
England and beyound. Benefitting from the RomaMiavement, the cultural nationalist
movement of Scotland continued to grow and spreezligh the rest of the $Sentury, not
only geographically, but through different fieldsot(art, literature, etc.). By the end of the
century and the beginning of the next, this cultaveakening of sorts found a new resonance
in politics among minority groups supporting themi®oRule movement, a movement asking
for greater Scottish autonomy and inspired by theson in Ireland. Nonetheless, the Home
Rule movement was of no real consequences and marexged to acquire significant support.
But this was only the start of the politicisatioh Scottish nationalism. Indeed, Hobsbawn
identifies a specific phase of the politicisatioh mationalism after the Great War, when
nationalism expresses itself in a political forrthea than a primarily cultural orfé.In 1928,
Scotland acquired its first nationalist politicarty, the short-lived, centre-left National Party
of Scotland, and in 1932, another nationalist papgyeared, the centre-right Scottish Party. By

2T Whatley & Patrick, 2015.
28 Hobsbawn, 1990:139.
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1934, both merged into a unique party committa@store Scottish independence: the Scottish
National Party (SNP).

2.2. The SNP, Scotland’s unique nationalist pditarty

The SNP has been Scotland’s one and only nationpalgical party since 1934. Its history
illustrate well how Scottish nationalism and thelependence question evolved in the last
decades from a marginal party to achieving govematenajority (in Scotland) by 2011 (and
maintaining it to this date). Once again, studiealbtypes retracing the history of the SNP
abounds, so | will be very concise here and | paly special attention to linking its evolution
to the theoretical framework of political natiorsai. My aim is to provide an explanatory
context to the phase following the ‘rise of the SN¥hich will prove particularly relevant to

my later analysis of the use of history in the Sd¢htical discourse.

From a struggling marginal party to the reopeninfgparliament

In the early decades of its existence, the rapahghs in memberships and electoral support
of the SNP led to a recurrent political instabilitfhe support for independence itself was also
subject to significant fluctuations. Hobsbawn reksahat “parties specifically committed to a
‘nationalist’ programme, mostly separatist, areelykto be the expression of sectional or
minority interests, or to be politically fluctuagirand unstable?® He ascribes the lack of
success of such parties to the fact that “suchgsa(t..) like to equate themselves with the
sense of collective separateness, hostility tavithend the ‘imagined community’ which may
be almost universally felt in their ‘nation’, biiety are very unlikely to be the only expressions
of such national consensu¥.Indeed, the party’s support in the early yearseappo be

dependent of ideological elements other than the icmlependence question.

Scottish nationalism was expressed in other paategell, in general through the major
all-UK opposition parties, especially the Liberals the beginning, and then Labddr.
Therefore, in the late 1970s, the disbandment effitlst Scottish Labour party brought new
left-wing voters to the SNP and led to the creatibhe 79 group, a group within the SNP set

up in 1979 committed to move the SNP leftward idgaally in an effort to gain more voters

29 Hobsbawn, 1990:169.
30 Hobsbawn, 1990:169-170.
31 Hobsbawn, 1990:125.

24



from the heavily industrialized and populated cantrelt. The short-lived breakthroughs
recorded in the 1967 and 1974 elections, and gwodery of oil in Scotland in hard economic
times, had made it possible to fathom the ideh®tteation of a devolved deliberative Scottish
assembly through a referenddfThe referendum was regulated by the Scotland A¢OGB

and held on 1 March 1979, at a time when supparinidependence was at its lowgsee

figure 1) Moreover, an amendment to this Act stated thatrder to pass, more than 40% of
the total electorate should vote ‘“YES’ in the refedum. So despite a small majority of 51.6%
for the yes, the proposal was repedfedfter the referendum failed, the core idea of the
proposal was not entirely abandoned but was reddgat the distant future. During the next

decade, the party lost most seats acquired andeéenge period of stagnation and internal
conflicts.
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From 1990, when Alex Salmond became leader of Nie, $he party acquired a more
obvious social democratic status. It gained thareleideological profile that it lacked before,
offering a credible alternative to the Labour pathough independence remained iBgson
d’étre. The party appeared to take off again at that,tiyeeit did not make any breakthrough
at the 1992 UK General Election. However, the supgor independence increased
considerably in the second half of the decade. w rderendum was held in 1997 to endorse
plans for the re-establishment of a Scottish Pa#giat. This time, the proposal p2assed. When

faced to Scottish “mounting regional pressutethe British government decided to give in to

32 Macwhirter, 2013:196, 198.

33With a turnout of 64% of the total registered edeate, theyesmajority only represented 32.9% of the
Scaottish electorate.

34 Hueglin & Fenna, 2006:22.
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some of the demands that accompanied the reviv8lcoftish identity ardour by granting
Scotland devolution, through the re-instaurationttud Scottish parliament in Holyrood,
Edinburgh, in charge of voting laws regarding inermatters (education, transportation,
culture, health, etc.). This achievement contridutedecrease support for independence for a
time but did not prove sufficient however. Westnienghought devolution would provide a
framework where Scottish politicians could be miciwithout demanding independence, buy
the independence debate persisted and the SNHexnqgest a tremendous rise in the following

years.

On 12 May 1999, the new Scottish Parliament metHerfirst time. SNP Member of
Scottish Parliament Winifred “Winnie” Ewing openéd first session, with a ceremonial

announcement heavy with meaning:
“The Scottish Parliament, adjourned on the 25thdiddr707, is hereby re-convened”.

Those spirited words, meant to stress the conyinwith before the Union, underlines the
vision of nationalists as it re-echoes much oldeyuments about cultural and political
authority. The new Scottish Parliament is quitéedént from the old one, and this reflects the
vision of a minority, because both in theory anactice, the reestablishmentaParliament
did not mean the continuation of the old Sh&he opening of the Scottish Parliament occurred
when the support for independence was still higle(@0%) but declining fast. This trend can
be explained by the fact that rather than supppriimiependence and the SNP, the 1997
referendum did actually bring out a new possibleitemn to self-rule by devolution only,
without secession from Britain. The Scottish Sogititudes Survey notes that between 1999
and 2012, there has not been any major departare the long term pattern of public
preferences for how Scotland should be governetth, avi average of 28% of the respondents
supporting independence and 55% in favour of mesldition®’ The consistency of those
results show the indubitable will of the Scots &odranted more autonomy vis-a-vis London,

but also illustrate the ideological conflict regaigiconstitutional preferences.

The rise of the SNP
After the poor results of 2003, Salmond returned Bsader in 2004 and helped build a strong
campaign. He reoriented the focus of the party tdwdiscal freedom for the Scottish

parliament as a stepping-stone towards self-goventnBy May 2007, the SNP achieved

35 Quoted in Bell, 1999:1.
36 Crawford, 1992:310.
87 Curtis, 2013:2.
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governmental status for the first time with a bteadugh of 32,7%. Simultaneously, the SNP
became the largest party in Scotland, and when @alrbecame First Minister, it became the
party of Government, albeit it was still a minord@giministration. By the next Scottish elections
in 2011, the SNP formed the majority governmentking a turning point in its own history
and the history of Scottish politics: this statnatded the new Scottish government to legislate

for what came to be the independence referendut &eptember 2014.

Even after the victory of the “NO” with 55.3% atetindependence referendum, the
SNP continued to rise. Then, the party had 25 6d@bers. Within the next year, this number
more than quadrupled, reaching 112 208 membersieabdor the same period, most UK
parties have lost membe¥sAt the general UK election in May 2015, the SNRieeed an
historic landslide and became the third largestddKy. To this date, the SNP is still the largest
political party in Scotland in memberships, gathgrmore than 2% of the population. This
success can appear difficult to interpret if weuoonly on the independence question. While
SNP support has more than doubled between 200304rid support for Scottish independence
has flatlined®® This means that SNP voters do not necessarilyostipmlependence and that
its success is based on other factors. Quantitatiudies have shown that the rise in popularity

of the SNP is explained mostly by its reputationdompetence and delivery on its promiges.

To explain the lack of mass support (and low suseéglections) of nationalist parties,
Hobsbawn draws from Hroch’s three-phase model tibndorming** He suggests that, by
the time he was writing (1990), Scottish natiomalisad just entered phase B of its evolutfon
— that is the phase where ‘patriots’ try to spreatdonal awareness and start making social,
cultural, and/or political demands on behalf of tiaion-to-be, following the purely cultural,
folkloric and literary phase A. But as of todayituation and in view of the SNP political
success, Scotland has entered phase C, the plaabedevhen a large majority identify with
the nation and a nationalist political program @&itonomy or independence) is formulated.
But there are also other explanations that divéng®a the traditional theoretical framework.
The recent rise of the SNP confronted with the Itesaf the referendum can also mean that
fear of independence, which used to be a majormeiteto voting SNP, is no longer relevant

for many voters. Since the SNP has not given umdependence, the cause for support may

38 SNP official website.

39 Scottish Election Study, 2011.
40 Scottish Election Study, 2011.
41 Hroch, 2015.

42 Hobsbawn, 1990:139.
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certainly be found in a shift of strategy to gateepport. This will be one of my argument in
my later analyses of SNP’s discourse. Scholarsrgpeame two main explanations to the
rise of Scottish nationalism other than a suddegrést of the population for expressing its
Scottish political identity: first, the appeal d¢fet very civic form of nationalism practiced by
the SNP*? and secondly, the opportunity created by a nalistr@olitical platform to ensure
that certain British policies cannot be imposedhe Scottish electorafé. Therefore, it is

necessary to pay attention now to the current apoand programme of the party.

Ideology: nationalist claims and political prograrem

The SNP defines its vision on the official websitesuch: “The SNP is committed to making
Scotland the nation we know it can be. (...) And asion is of Scotland as an independent
country - equal to the very begt.This vision thus conveys a very gellnerian defomitof the
nationalist project. However, if independence escbmmon goal for the party, not all members
agree on the means of acquisition. There is a agabetween fundamentalists, who wish for
immediate secession from the UK, and gradualistehamers. Today, gradualists who wish
for a gradual process towards independence thateeeddevolution and self-government, are
dominant!® Also, the type of nationalism supported by the S§Bften referred to as ‘civic’
for it is particularly inclusive, democratic andsiitutionalised. It defines Scottish nationhood
by common citizenship and accepts all current eegglregardless of their ethnicity, religion,
heritage or language. It is democratic becausesiisvsovereignty in all of the people and claims

self-governing rights and rights for its citizens-a-vis other nation-states.

Beyond itsraison d’étre the SNP’s main objective today is to establisttiedentials
as a party capable of governing Scotland in ordendt be considered only a perennial
campaigning part§’ The SNP has, along the years, doted itself wittearer ideology that
goes beyond nationalistic preoccupations and thataditionally closer to the British social-
democrats. Most of its current ideology was devetbpnder the leadership of Salmond. In the
multi-party landscape of Scottish politics, the SNRather situated in the centre-left and
viewed as progressive in the mainstream Europeadition. The SNP today is notably

committed to same-sex marriage, reducing the votagg to 16, unilateral nuclear

43 Harvie, [1994] 2004:217-218.
44 Cairney & McGarvey, 2008:44.
45 SNP official website.

46 Cairney & McGarvey, 2008:50.
47 Cairney & McGarvey, 2008:51.
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disarmament, progressive personal taxation, theia@on of poverty, the building of

affordable social housing, government subsidizegtidri education, opposition to the building
of new nuclear power plants, investment in reneabkrgy, eté® Since 2014, under the new
leadership of Nicola Sturgeon, the SNP has adoptedarkedly feminist profile and has

become even more pro-European.

Conclusion chapter 1

In this chapter, to describe Scottish nationalisme, have considered the general theory
qualifying nationalism both as a political prin@pand a cultural concept. As a political
principle, Scottish nationalist aspiration for ipgadence can be perceived as a legitimacy
theory for the establishment of nation-state tdhgathe nation geographically within one
independent, sovereign state. Gellner strictlyr@i$i that nationalism predates the nation and
that cultural or political, “nationalism is one medf belonging™® Most theorists agree to see
the emergence of national consciousness as a oésuftense of belonging to a specific group
and the identification of other individuals as stgyars. Without entering the debate whereas
Scottish nationalism predates the idea of a Stoti#gion, | can nevertheless affirm that in,
Scottish nationalism is indeed a mode of belongm§cotland and within the UK. Though
only the SNP has truly held to the idea of achigwrdependence for the nation, many Scottish
political parties have used both political and wtdt aspects of nationalism to mobilise voters.
Indeed, political and cultural aspects of natisralimeet in the most obvious fashion when
politicians decide to build their programme on oaélist ideology. In this case, they will often
have to rely heavily on cultural nationalism, amarker of identity. After reviewing how the
cultural expression of Scottish nationalism leadd@oliticisation, we have established that
the SNP, after several struggling decades, hagiexped a significant rise in the last twenty
years, not only as a pro-independence party, lsotas a socio-democratic party. Despite an
incontestable nationalist attachment, it is veffedent from most of the other contemporary
nationalist political parties in Europe, which terid be more associated with the populist right.
We will see later how this position on the claskgmectrum of politics expresses itself in the

SNP’s discourse and rhetoric, and what effectastdn the use of historical references.

48 SNP official website.
49 Mountz, 2009:277.
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Chapter 2

History, identity and (Scottish) nationalism

30



Joseph Stalin insists on the nation being a “hisdly constituted community of people (...)
on the basis of a common language, territory, econdife and psychological make-up
manifested in a common culturé® He insists that this ‘psychological make-up’ iveleped
through several generations and is synonymous$aioraof ‘national character’. This ‘national
character’ has the particularity of not being fixat can evolve in time, but because it exists
continuously, as the nation, it leaves an impres#iat cannot be ignored. Stalin’s cultural
approach of nationalism underlines the role ofdmsas one of the most reliable and powerful
of the underlying forces of group cohesion, becaitiserovides a common culture and
establishes a continuity between the past andrésept generations. On the other hand, the
political approach of nationalism suggests thatonalist sentiment can be manipulated to
accommodate state cohesion and (re)constructionghrnationalist political programmes. In
this configuration too, history has played a sigaifit role. As we have seen, nationalism, even
in its modern form, is a result of a process anetian history. Many historians have turned to
the study of nationalism because an historical tpaknd appears as a natural methodological
framework to analyse its different characterisaosl expressions in society. If history helps
understand better the concept of nationalism,atge a discipline fundamentally attached to it
for it has fuelled its sentiment. The relationsbiphistory and nationalism is complex and

manifold.

In this chapter, | will pay particular attentionttee broad notion of history and its links
with nationalism so to be able to question theviaatee of historical references in the SNP’s
discourse later. To begin with, | will appraise thaion of national identity and present the
main characteristics of the Scottish one. Thenjlll discuss the role of history in shaping
nationalist sentiment and finally | will providelegant Scottish examples of how history can

be employed strategically to ‘build’ a nationabsintiment.

1. Nationalism and identity

1.1. Understanding national identity

Before broaching the place of history and the sehgast in national identity, it is necessary
to understand the underlying mechanics of natia®aitity. A personal identity is what sets a

person apart from others, whereas a social (oecidle) identity defines the individual as a

50 Stalin, [1913] 1994:18-19.
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member of a group, based on what he or she hasmmon with the other members. As such,
it involves self-categorisation as well as accepitnfthe other members of the group, the two
conditions posed by Gellner. For this to happes,ittdividual must fulfil the membership
criteria specific to the group considered.

Smith has established a model organised in seveceatric circles to conceptualise
the different layers of an individual’s identityret first, inner circle regards home and family,
then comes kin, clan and surname, followed by Igcahationality, state, empire and
supranational identit}* Some layers can overlap in their content and nmggauir have lost in
significance in recent times such as kin, clan anchame in Western societies. What is
particularly interesting in this model is that rogides a hierarchy through which we can place
national identity to understand better the relatiop between nationalism and identity. It is
also interesting to see that Smith distinguishd¢gnal identity from state identity. By state
identity, he refers to the one provided by pubiistitutions as different and autonomous from
other social institutions and as having a monopbboercion and extraction within its political
boundaries, and by national identity, he refertheobonds uniting in a single community all
who share an historic culture and homel2hit.is in the nineteenth century that national

identity became the primary identity for more andrengroups of the society.

McCrone has applied Smith’s model directly to Saod and explains the distinction
between national identity and state identity thfoegample. He supports that there is no such
thing as a British identity, but only a multi-nated British state, that includes the Irish, Welsh
and Scottish nations. Therefore, the Scottish itleist the sole national identity of Scotland,
and British identity occurs at the level of thetstalentity> Because they exist at different
levels, they are not conflicting, and a Scot cael fieoth Scottish and British at once.
Conversely, in the case of the English, the distincbetween British and English identity is
almost non-existent because they both exist atdhee level.

51 Smith, 1981:91.

52 Smith, 1981:24-25.

53 Lawrence, 2013:716.

54 McCrone, [1992] 2001:149-174.
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1.2. Scottish identity

Scottish vs. British

In the last UK census of 2011, 62% of the totalylapon stated their identity was ‘Scottish
only’ (varying from 71% among 10-14 year olds t&b@mong 30-40 year olds), 18% were
‘Scottish and British only’ (with the highest scare25% among 65-74 year olds), and 8% said
they were ‘British only’ (with a highest 10% amoB@-64 year olds)® These numbers
compared with those of previous years show thakete actually a decline in ‘British’ or
‘Scottish and British’ identity and a progress 8tottish’ identity. In 1999, 17% felt ‘British’,
and 27% felt ‘as British as Scottisi’Based on surveys, there appear to be a trend atheng
population of Scotland to identify gradually more Scottish only. This trend leads to more
and more scholars and politicians to interpretriibeease in the cultural expression of Scottish
national identity among the population as a moreega reactionist phenomenon of the
peripheral Celtic fringe against British centrafisa and as a substitute to declining imperial
identity >’

Linda Colley, English historian of the British Emgiand nationalism, sees thésg in
Scottish nationalism, as the emergence of a diftdded of Scottish nationalism” to fill the
gap left by the decline of formerly powerful Brhigdentity®® She notes how she felt a
significant change when visiting Scotland recemdgarding the attitude of Scots towards
England. She reports that more than ever, she heamngplains about being ‘colonised’ by
London. The term ‘colonised’ holds a very strongamiag for Scotland was never a colony.
Such an assertion is thus “a way of arguing thdtsdBness is no longer a useful vehicle — an
older form of Scottish expression — but rather acuenbrance and an oppressiéh”.
However,Ruth Davidson, leader of the Scottish Conservadingd Unionist Party observed the
opposite. In 2013, in a TEDx talk, she confessednganever noticed so much expression of
support for the Union among Scots as in the lagtyiearss® She quotes as an example how Scots
broadly supported British celebrations such a®iaenond Jubilee or the royal wedding and births,
and how she had never seen so many union flagsoite8d before. She thinks that Scots are more
relaxed than any other nation of the Commonweaittiuding England, to show support for the

Union and its symbols because they are indeed sicydarly engaged with their nationality and

55 Scotland’s Census website.
56 McCrone, [1992] 2001:31-53.
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culture, but that this relaxation stems from cw@twonsequences of nationalism and does definitely

not equate to support for political nationalism amtependence.

Although Scotland did not retain statehood after Acts of Union, it was allowed to
preserve and enhance certain political and stralcrecificities, such as its legal system, its
local government organisation, its own educatieyatem and its own Church. This flexibility
helps to explain why the Union has endured dedpgeeverlasting nationalist sentiment.
Indeed, Scotland has successfully retained a radtsbrsentiment and has managed to even
develop further some elements that can be perceisenhifying forces for the group, as seen
in chapter 1. Though there were examples of registagainst British rule, especially in the
Highlands, as Hobsbawn notes, the Scots not megsilsted the imposition of a modern British
state, but ofinystate?! Nevertheless, ever since 1707, a great numbecait $iave benefited
significantly of the Union. History has recorded/a@l examples of Scots who participated

actively in Imperial Britain’s affairs, achieving@nomic, political and/or social stattfs.

Beyond the assumption that Scottish nationalismtaksn over the void left by a
former, strong imperial British identity, one camnder then what has made it possible for
Scots to hold on to their nationalism even durlmgimperial period. Simply enough, Scottish
nationalism finds its legitimacy against Englishfi8h nationalism in its cultural and historical
specificities. English writer Daniel Defoe (1660317 already complained in his time about
how different Scotland looked from England justtphg border. The Scottish identity was
then the predominant one, even in an Anglicizedetpcand remained so. Britishness came as
a complement, as what we can now call ‘state identvith a content of identity rather
completing than overlapping with Scottish markerglentity.

The markers of Scottish identity

Among scholars of nationalism, some supports a gndialist view of nationalism.
That is, a view that supposes that nationalismaiesdthe modern era and is inherent. They
focus on ethnicity or descent, religion, languagestom, culture and shared history as markers
of collective identity. Opposed to this view is finstrumentalist or constructivist one, which
considers national identity as a flexible, procassind non-static created sentiment, based on
social, political and cultural resources often ntiebdl by the modern stat&In modern era,

national identity appears as more durable tharr ¢¥ipes of identity and seems strong enough

61 Hobsbawn, 1990:64.
62\Whatley & Patrick, 2015.
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for the members to accept to die for defendirf§ Tthis strength and the willingness to die for
it can be linked to the fact that the self-categption of a person as a member of the nation
through collective identity is only meaningful amg as it is broadly shared with the rest of
the members. In order to identify with the restied group, a measure of similarity must be

found, constructed from diverse elements diffefiogn those of other groups.

Usually, the main elements marking cultural speitiés are language, ethnicity and
religion, as well as a shared past. A national uagg is not only a mean of communication,
but it is also a mean of expression for nationahtity *> We have previously mentioned how
Gellner and Anderson for instance placed the rbleemacular languages in the heart of their
interpretation of the nascent nation. Languagdss an element of cohesion, or a unifying
factor, for the nation. But in the case of Scotlahe national language(s) cannot act as such a
force. English is the dominant language of Scotlatitiough spoken with a distinctive accent
and with local lexical variants, and has beenagtlsince the sixteenth century. In 2011, 98.6%
of all Scotland’s inhabitants reported speakingliEhgand 93% reported using only English
at home®® There is also a part of the population who sp&xats. Scots is dialectal form of
English mostly used orally whose comprehension doesequire special trainirftj. The other
national language is Gaelic. Very different fromgksh, it does require special training. 57
375 Scots reported speaking abilities in Gaelioyad 1% of the population over three years
old), and only a bit more than half of them cowddd and write the language. Gaelic speakers
are mostly found in the Western Isles, and havelgldecreased over the years. The SNP is
committed to promote awareness and usage of thes Soml Gaelic language, but never

associates officially those languages with Scoitigitity in opposition to Englisf?.

Despite the existence of a Church of ScotlandstBterianism), religion does not
appear either as a truly important unifying foneeScotland. In the past, religion was actually
a factor of conflict and divide between Catholicl&rotestant Scots. In the 2011 census, 37%
of the population stated having no religion, whinhrks a significant increase of 11% since
the last census in 2001. Over half of the poputatieclare themselves as Christian, and among
them, 32.5% belong to the Church of Scotland ar®d 262 Roman Catholic. This shows that

64 Mandler, 2006:272.

55 Parekh, 1995:34.

56 Those numbers, and all the following cited in #gstion comes from the 2011 Census. For morelsletaie
Scotland’s Census website.

6764% of Scotland's adult population "don't reallynkhof Scots as a language" abito states that they
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there is no dominant religion able to act as aofaot cohesion. Moreover, as most Western
European nations, Scotland and the UK have adapteéelcular view a long time ago and

encourage tolerance and freedom of religion.

Although Scottish ethnicity is dominant (84% of tpepulation), in a modern,
multicultural society such as Scotland, ethnicibgsl not play a significant role anymore, and
recognising people one does not know personallpessg of Scottish descent or not has
become nigh impossible, rendering it harder to emsethnicity a strong marker of national
identity. Moreover, the government prefers to flag card of inclusion, considering as Scots

all residents of Scotland willing to see themselgsuch.

2. History and national identity

“Nationalism has always been intimately connected sense of the pasfIn a case

like Scotland where language, religion and ethyicannot act as forces of recognition as a
nation, the common culture and shared past gaisiderably in significance. For French
philosopher, philologist and historian Ernest Rertla@ nation is a spiritual principle only held
together by the past, which provides a common,leghcy of remembrances, and the present,
which is the actual consent to live together. Tdlgesion of the nation rests on a social principle
made of a heroic past because it reminds the gresambers of the nation of what they have
accomplished together and make them wish to dogam& Nevertheless, the relationship
between past and nationalism, or in other wordydsen history and collective identity, is
more complex and takes different forms. The pltyaihis relationship also explains the
endurance of the relevance of history in the nafishdiscourse. According to Smith, history
is of particular importance for collective identibecause it acts at three main levels by
providing 1) a sense of continuity between the eégpees of succeeding generations, 2) shared
memories of specific events and personages thatitae the basis for collective history, and

3) a sense of common destiny based on those corarpatiences!

69 L awrence, 2013:713.
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2.1. History and continuity

A sense of its own history appears as a prerequesindition for a nation to exist.
European nation are the product of a long and ciecatgd of historical developmefftand
Scotland, as seen, claims a national sentiment inonmedieval times, which has since then
undergone several changes and has accumulatell laistorical baggage. Smith, all through
his career, has argued that nations always shameoo myths and memories. Even for those
such as Gellner who see nationalism as a purelyemqatocess (the ‘navel theory’), the sense
of common history and a shared past remain relev#istory allows the nation to maintain
links with its ethnic past.

To explain how this continuity is established, lyren American phenomenology
scholar David Carr’s explanation as to why peopiecha very different relation to history than
historians and other professionals of histGr@rdinary people have a connection to history as
an awareness of the past rather than a cognitieeesst. This connection to history acts at all
levels of human experience and acts as a backgrounow ordinary people experience and
interpret the present. They need a frame of refereand history offers it. This history is not
the same as the one of historians because it & af s1arratives anchoring the past in the
present. Carr supports that all experiences of hnulifeare ‘storied’, made into narratives;
even going to the supermarket becomes a narr&iuteall those narratives are configured for
humans in temporal sequences ordered accordirfgetbasic model past — present — future.
But Carr also perceives a whole life as a tempuagiative, and all those lives together through
time create an historical narrative, and individuate therefore connected to the historical
narrative of the group they are born into. Histakicarratives of the group are excerpts of the
life narratives of some past individuals, and wleemsidered as such, history brings a

compelling form of narrative structure to the na@ibdiscourse.

In periods of rapid change or after a rupture,rtile of those historical narratives is
further enhanced to preserve a sense of belongidgantinuity with a past that appears far
more distant than it actually 1§ But, as we have seen, a breaking point in hisisy fuels

nationalism, in a sort of positive feedback.

72 Hroch, 1996:79.
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2.2. History and collective memory

Nations do not only require a geographical sphaéa historical one too in order to
forge their unique identityand delimitate their boundaries in time and spaée. history acts
as an agent establishing a link between the presehthe past. Without the continuity that
history provides, individuals and groups would failview their past as something they share,
and something that is theirs. But when it come®tging identity, history takes the form of a
subjective narrativelhis implies that history need not be fixed, actai@ consistent with
facts and reality. As such, history equates tovéguer notion of shared past rather than the
academic discipline. Indeed, nationalism is oftasdal on inaccurate interpretations of the past

and distorted, if not mythologised, historical etgen

Durkheimian sociologist Maurice Halbwachs was thst fo try to distinguish memory,
which can be reshaped according to the contextletorts the past, from history, which, since
the historiographical turn of the 20century, needs to be objective and turned towards
knowledge rather than legitimisation of the newimegy’® Yet, history and memory are co-
dependent: without memory, history would have nagho relate, but without history, there
would not be a need for memory. History distantgslfifrom the present, whereas memory
anchors itself in the present and relies upon teegnt interpretation of the past. But for this
work of reconstruction of the past to hold meanimghe present, it must be accepted and
shared by the whole group. And when history anditicms are adopted by the whole group,
even in their partial and subjective versions aaguthrough a transformative and constructive
process, they become candnThey become more than history, they become caltkect
memory. ‘Collective memory’ is defined as the s#lec remembrance of past events
considered important for the members of the gredpch in turn results in the establishment
of a subjective discursive construction that essabk continuity between past and pregént.

2.3. History and national destiny

Because collective history is central to the carcdion of national identity, it can also

help individuals define norms and values for theugr, and decide upon collective goals and

75 Smith, 1991:360: Parekh, 1995:35.
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destinies’? It can help the nation define how to relate teeotiroups and how to react to present
challenges. We can see this phenomenon in actiem wifferent nations are confronted with
the same challenge: they may decide to act entadfgrently even if their interests are

common®®

The memory of past events, remembered as outstahdnoic acts or total fiascos, are
more than just collective memories. They can bel usalefine a role for the group, such as
defender of democratic values, or protector of peand to legitimize its actions, for instance
getting involved in a conflict or supporting a siieccause. In that sense, cultural myths
become societal charters informally accepted. Tlebhaeters are normative in that they have a
quasi-legal status, are unquestionable and ddfmdd’s and don’ts of the natiéh.

From the perspective of the nationalist, historg lhavital role to play in terms of
providing the necessary link between the past,gmteand the future of the nation which
‘naturally’ existed from the time immemorial. Thumsstory serves as a book of guidance from
which the glories of the national past can be egliand manipulated to tailor a path for the
future or warn the next generations about thr&a&mith adds that nationalist elites and
politicians can mobilise the nation for future gas “by reminding their co-nationals (...) of
their common history and destin§?’Since it is incumbent upon nationalist discoutsbuild
this relationship between the past and the preseatipnalism offers a framework through
which this politicised relationship would be imagih interpreted or invented. Consequently,
it is necessary to analyse the narration of theéipaslation to its connection to nationalism as
a political doctrine, which brings up now the dimem of history as a driver for nation-

building.

3. History as a driver for nation-building and national homogeneity

Nation-building is a concept developed mostly ie gost-war years by scholars such as Karl
Deutsch and Charles Tilly to describe primarily @tate-induced processes strategically

deployed to construct or structure modern natféfBit more generally, ‘nation-building’ can

79 Smith, 1991:358.
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be used to describe any “organised and ration@igalprogramme fundamentally processual
in the making of the natior?® Therefore, when | use the term nation-buildirgmnl also talking

about present processes employed by the goverrthardffect national identity.

Nation-building can take many forms, from the ecation of a minority culture
through genocide to the celebration of a natioagl dia development of the communication
network or national historiography. Of course, tyyge of regime can greatly influence which
processes will be privileged to harmonise the maficulture and foster nationalist sentiment.
| have decided to focus on some processes thpaaieularly pertinent to the study of Scottish
nationalism and the later analysis of the SNP’sar@al employs of history. Namely, the
invention of tradition, the creation of commemoratsites (otieux de mémoineand school

curriculum.

3.1. The invention of tradition

In the 1980s, a new generation of scholars inclyddnderson and Hobsbawn
challenged the modernist position and Gellnersithdy asserting that if nationalisms and
nations were indeed a product of industrialisatimmd modernity, they were also a
manufactured result of a multifaceted constructforThis view supports that national
sentiment can be crafted when developing a new @aym®nnection to collective history, by
inventing traditions claiming to be old (albeit@iftquite recent). It was particularly developed
by Hobsbawn and Ranger in the eponymous Gdwkinvention of Traditio(L983). ‘Inventing
tradition’ is a type of social engineering presegta novel recombination, re-appropriation
and re-interpretation of pre-existing elemétitg order to acquire public resonance and have
a lasting success, the invented traditions musirretertain elements of truth and cannot be
taken from another nation. In this regard, the kgt culture of Scotland presented earlier

constitutes a textbook case study.

The traditional Scottish costume of the woollert lakhibiting clan patterns with
specific accessories and weapons, as well as begypgre in fact a modern construction
developed long after the Union as a retrospectiverition, and in a sense as, a protest to

English cultural influence. Historically, this apptus was actually regarded as barbaric and as

85 Smith, 1991:353.
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“a threat to civilized, historic Scotlan@®.The distinct image of the Highland culture, which
has still endured to this date as part of the &tofolklore, spread through a three-phase
process which started when Scotland launched aralitevolt against Ireland by claiming to
be the ‘mother-nation’ of the Celtic cultudf®This idea was further heightened by Scottish
writer and collector James Macpherson (1736-179€) imvented in the early 1760’s a new
antiquity history for Scotland by forging the tréat®n of the works of Ossian, a sort of
imaginary Scottish Homer. The content of those £pmquired the status of historical works
and continued to maintain influence long after hguween exposed as fakes.

The second phase consisted in the creation oftditiat Highland culture presented
as “ancient, traditional and distinctiv&® Writer and antiquity amateur Walter Scott (1771-
1832) claimed the use of tartan to date back tatihvd century A.D. (We know today that
tartans probably came from Flanders and spreadatié®d through the Lowlands and, as the
traditional dress of Highlanders, were a pure imeen of an Englishman). Factually,
Highlanders used to wear a pinned plaid which wambd after the Jacobite rising of 1715.
Though the ban was never applied, it was enougma&e the kilt popular and worth
mentioning as the Scottish dress in the ban folgwihe second Jacobite raising of 1745. Plaids
and kilts gained popularity among the richest amdgtnglicized Scottish peers who started
to wear them publicly when the ban was lifted ir82,7consequently to the efforts of the
Highland Society, established four years prior. Lamdon. This phenomena can be explained
by the romantic European movement that spread ik of the noble savage (Highlanders
were then seen since their demise from predatoryalbi@ans or dangerous rebels as a poor,

primitive people endangered of extinction as tiwlization spread up NortH):

During the third phase, this new culture spreabtdand Scotland. Scott#/averley
Novelsreinforced durably the interest and fashion fdtskiplaids and tartans all-over the
European continent. Historical novels constituterenidable way to promote a new vision of
the past and Scott’s showed that it was possilbigotify the past through a different way than

mythologies and epic¥. Historical novels set in Scotland, to this datngtnue to wrongly
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dress their heroes in tartan kilts with clan patteBy 1822, Colonel David Stewart of Garth
published a study on the history of the Highlareliments, life and traditions and took for
granted that the kilt was Scottish, and that pastérad always been associated with different
clans. Two years prior, the Celtic Society of Edirdh was established to promote the
Highland dress as believed to be in its anciemhfavith lowlander Walter Scott as president.
When George IV visited Scotland, he wore the kil asked for a Celtic pageant with authentic
clansmen. The pageant, described as “a bizarresiyef Scottish history, Scottish reality”
was a success; the kilt makers rebranded thegrdift patterns with clan names.

With invented traditions as one of the pillars wfeggent nationalism, the role of history
and historians seems quite apparent. American auadgarlton Hayes identified three phases
in the process by which nationalism spread: firsequired to be elaborated by a group of
influential intellectuals, then the new doctrineulbbe adopted by political elites, and finally
spread to the rest of the populatffrin such a process, history writing places itsélfhe
centre. This three phase model is found again otkis conception of nationalism as a three
phase process, with phase a purely cultural, tgeaad folkloric A, with no ties to politics,
then a phase B in which the ideas from phase Adopted by militants of the national idea at
a political level. Phase C happens when mass sujgpacquired® The invented tradition of
Scotland seems indeed to fit these models. It ®asmkin shaping a national Scottish identity
by providing a community not always so unified att time (the Highlands were rather poor
and turned towards agricultural activities whertees Lowlands were more Anglicized and
urbanised) with an ‘imagined history’, leading ta amagined common identity’. It is
‘imagined’ in Anderson’s sense of the term. Bustimagined history’ needs to be transmitted
from a generation to another in order to mainthi® $ense of shared culture and national
identity. This sends us back to the notion of mgts a provider of continuity. But through the
process of continuity happens also a process @tiah. Nations, by choosing what to
remember and how, and what to forget, not onlytereantinuity, but also transforms history

into memory, and createux de mémaoire.
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3.2. Exemples of Scottish lieux de mémoire

We have seen earlier the difference between histodymemory. | propose now to analyse
further the concept of memory to show how it caeate sites for the nation to not only

remember but learn about its past and strengteamationalist sentiment, and how such sites
are used in Scotland.

Transforming history inttieux de mémoire

In certain works, such as those of French histoR&rre Nora and German-born
philosopher and historian Peter Munz, memory i<eptualized spatially (memory is attached
to the site) and opposed to the temporality obinysthistory is attached to the event). Formerly
synonymous, now opposed, history and memory sheoenglex relationship that has evolved
drastically in the last century. Historicists halivays considered history and memory
intrinsically connected in the simplest w&y.However, the post-modernist tradition
emphasized the question of why the past is conabptd as it is. The ‘linguistic turn’
redirected focus on the narrative of history. B tt980s, a new historiographical shift
occurred, when historical scholarship went beydma e@ffort to evaluate the legitimacy of
memory and attempted to discover the processesighravhich memory was constructed.
Central in the debate was Nora’s concepienfx de mémoirdnitially drawing from the newly
rediscovered work of Halbwachs, Nora suggestedyaimg the relationship history/memory
in a reverse fashion. He suggested that moderorhistas written under the pressure of
collective memories, which sought to compensatéabobanges and the fear of the future by
valorising a past that was until then not livedsash?’ For Nora, the great changes of the
twentieth century resulted in the substitution lbé thation-state by the society, and the
legitimisation by the past (thus, history) becahe legitimisation by the futufé.As a result,
the three terms —nation, history and memory—reghtheir autonomy, marking the end of

what he calls the memory-nation.

But memory producedieux de mémoire Lieux de mémoirecan be tangible,
materialised in space, or abstract and intellegtuainstructed; they arkeux in the three

senses of the term: material, symbolic and funefithThey can be monuments, museums,
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commemorative signs, a costume, an anniversarmlidaly, a song, a dance, archives, etc. An
object becomebeu de mémoiravhen it is remembered and when a community reines
object with a certain emotional and historical ¥alAs suchlieux de memoirare defined by
and for collective history, and begin with a velgar intent to remember an excerpt of history.
Lieux de memoiregs sites of memory, have appeared because then® dwagemilieux de
memoire real environments of memot§f So the emergence éux de mémoirekas to be
thought as a turn in a particular historical momevtten a conscious rupture with the past
occurs and a community feels a compelling needotdarget, it creates an artificial way of

remembering.

Scotland’s heritage sites

As with invented tradition, nationalism has alsteadency to rewrite the narrative
associated with the place to shape it better tovits discourse. The people of Scotland can
learn about a doctored past through a very pradifid rich heritage industry. Wherever you
find yourself in Scotland, there is a bit of higtéo discover. Even tiny villages have historical
museums; ruins and castles open to visitors aratle®s, and even when you think that you
are lost in the middle of a no-man’s-land, you Wild a memorial or a sign reminding you of
a historical event which happened in this glers thountain or around that lock. And what is
even more impressive about the narratives of thusgy sites is how the visitor’s texts almost
never fail to find a way to link it to one of thational heroic figures of Wallace and Bruce,
Mary Stuart or Bonnie Prince Charlie, who haveimltommon to have fought, not always
successfully, against English rule. Nations needr@imember a literally glorious past, it can
also encompasses national sorrows, defeats anddiemsg Sad happenings still provide
examples of great men and remain powerful in thesemt because they ‘impose common
obligations and demand a common effé?tThis explains why many of the glorified moments
of Scottish history selected for school curriculyeeebrated through heritage sites and often

referenced by politicians are actually dramaticeges.

True enough, in the course of history, Scotlandrhastly had England as a recurrent
enemy, making it even easier to promote an antlifimgentiment through the narratives
presented in today’s museums and heritage sitagetNeless, Scotland has been threatened or

occupied by different groups (the Romans, ancegdlltribes, warring clans, Scottish religious
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factions, and so on). From my own experience oés#wf Scotland’s heritage sites, those
groups tend to be more united as the people ofi@wbreflecting the diversity of today’s
Scottish society against the eternal English endrayinstance, | have noticed on my visit to
Scotland that guides recounting historical evepssing Scots against Scots tended to always
choose as the dominant narrative the one fromritngogwvho fought the English, even if it was
the side of the losers, and tended to always portegatively Scots who had sought to ally
themselves with the English, even if they were waiéd by the greater good for Scotland too.
This personal impression is in accordance with vdthérs have experienced. Examples are

abundant, but | find the following one particulapgrtinent:

“At the Archeolink centre near Aberdeen, (...) a pdwkintroductory video portrays Pictish
peoples being assaulted by Agricola’s Roman Legidhe Picts speak in Scottish accents; the
Roman in accents derived from the English publiostsystem. (...) Identity that is essentially

oppositional and anti-English pervades both in medtid in many heritage site'$%.

Study case: Bannockburn visitor centre

Another example that | have been able to explorgatiigoncerns the new Bannockburn visitor
centre. Managed by the National Trust for Scotlamtl Historic Scotland, the new
Bannockburn Visitor Centre in Stirling is, with tiRobert Burns Birthplace Museum in
Ayrshire opened in December 2010, one of the twooitantlieux de mémoir¢ghe SNP has
created since in power. It opened in February 20deh the 700 anniversary of the battle of
Bannockburn whose circumstances have already hesenged, and replaced a more sober
heritage site from the 1960’s. Within the first ye&operation, the new centre attracted 65 000
visitors, almost three times more than the annvettage of the old one, and school visits are
usually sold out months before the end of the skchear, attesting of its very broad reach
among the local population rather than touri8isThe centre is built in the region of
Bannockburn, but the emplacement of the Battlefiedd never been confirmed by any
archaeological evidence, and there is then nohistdrical artefacts exhibited in this centre.
There is, however, an iconic statue of the Scottigiior, Robert the Bruce, and other
commemorative monuments right outside. Inside @dre, the history of the battle and its
aftermath are imparted with state-of-the-art 3lhtexdogy that allows visitors to choose a side

102\Wood, 2003.
103BBC, 2015.
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(English or Scottish) and virtually re-enact thétleaOnce the simulation game ends, the true

story of the battle is displayed.

I have analysed the account of the battle baseth@rtontent of the visitor's texts
collected during my own visit and available on thebsite!® | have found that despite a
laudable intention to be as historically accurasepassible (and despite the absence of
archaeological evidence), the narrative, througictivice of words and emphasised elements,
tended to glorify the Scottish victory. The discgiavailable to visitors underlines the bloody
and brutal character of the battle, and repeatddicribes the battle as a “crucial event in
Scottish history” or insists on how it changed “thstory of Scotland as a nation forever”. The
English are not directly depicted negatively, nsrtheir reason to fight Scottish forces
downgraded (actually, it is barely mentioned; tigtor is left to believe that they were just
there to conquer because that is what they doh®mrontrary, the anti-English discourse is
very much avoided and the superiority of Edwardisyastrongly emphasised with phrases
such as “retaining the stronghold”, “huge army’ude force”, etc. This contributes to present
the Scottish victory as even more warranted, agtary of the oppressed against a mighty
enemy. The victory of the less important Scottielcés is explained in terms of “Scots
stubborn resistance”, and by implying that Robleet Bruce truly outwitted the English king
rather than having put to good use the tacticabathge due to the effect of surprise and the
terrain. Instead of insisting on what a big victarywas for Scotland, the texts talk about “an

unprecedented rout of King Edward’s army”.

On the National Trust for Scotland’s website, thélb is presented so:

“The Battle of Bannockburn in June 1314 was on¢hefmost important battles in Scottish

history. King Robert the Bruce gathered his mengpose the English army of King Edward
Il. His cunning tactics changed the path of Scatwhistory, for victory on the battlefield led

to freedom from English rule'®

This text too, as all others | have encounteretbaristic websites or managing authorities and
partners of the centre, highlights the high stdkasthe outcome of the battle represented for

Scotland’s independent future and praises thec&uperiority Bruce.

| found the overall tone very propagandist. Witheuen entering the debate of the

centre opening the same year as the referenduimdigoendence (yet), | was left after my visit

104 Bannockburn visitor centre’s website.
105 National Trust for Scotland’s website.
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with the sentiment that the experience offeredisitors not only intended to educate and

inform about a key event of Scottish history, blsbavas meant to have a strong resonance
with the current situation of Scotland’s claimsindependence and the electoral fight of the
SNP.

3.3. The history school curriculum, another typalo¥er for nation-
building

What transpires from the distinction between hiswrd memory, and Nora’s concept
of lieux de mémoirés that the leadership of the nation has the paweesort to different
means to guarantee that the members of the namamber their past. To reinforce national

sentiment, they can put a spin to national hist@ayatives. | would like now to illustrate this

point through a case-study of the SNP’s reformhefdocial studies school curriculum.

Schools are central in the identity constructigatam. Not only they offer a forum
where national language, history and geographytaarght, but also a place where the next
generations are taught how to behave and think exabrars of the nation (and democratic
system). This moral aspect of the national edunasdoday commonly integrated in school
curriculums. Social studies in particular reinfoidentity and promote inclusion to the national
community. It is thus a fine place for a governmespecially a nationalist one, to deploy its
own national narrative. The mandatory history stleaariculum for pupils up to 16 years old
in the UK states that “it should contribute to tthevelopment of pupils’ sense of identity
through knowledge and understanding of the spiritmaral, social and cultural heritages of
Britain’s diverse society and of the local, natipriaBuropean, Commonwealth and global
dimensions of their lives®®® Nonetheless, the British history curriculum haseapdly been
described as focused on England and reflectingtltaral dominance of the English in the
UK, with very few direct references to the histeri the other British natiort8’ Ever since
the Education Act of 1872, Scottish school have d&aeformed system similar to the English
one, where Gaelic instruction and speaking wasipitel until 2005. History became a school

subject in itself in Scotland in 1886, but has mdween given any special place in schools.

106 UK Department for Education, 1999:11.
107 Ethnicity, Nationalism, and National Identity Nettkd ENNIN), 2014.
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With little time to cover the rich history of thaiBsh Isles, Scottish history was indeed easily

dismissed in favour of British and English history.

For the SNP, the exclusion of statutory referetnce&cottish history in the UK national
curriculum accounts for a greater focus on the Bhghspect of Britishness in the identity
building of Scotland’s young minds and has thushbs@mething they have long wished to
reform. In August 2010, the government of Scotlaeglaced the national curriculum in
Scotland by the Curriculum for Excellence (CfE)eTBNP describes the CfE as, among other
things, focused on building confidence and citibgmsThe citizenship mentioned here can be
understood as almost synonymous to a purely Skathe in view of the many instances of
emphasis on Scottish national identity. When carsig the CfE for social sciences, the

documents open with the following lines:

“Through social studies, children and young peajdeelop their understanding of the world
by learning about other people and their valuegliffierent times, places and circumstances;
they also develop their understanding of their emment and of how it has been shaped. As
they mature, children and young people’s experiemikt be broadened using Scottish, British,
European and wider contexts for learning, whilentaning a focus on the historical, social,

geographic, economic and political changes that lstaaped Scotland®

Lower on the same page, there is a list statingtiteomes and experiences of pupils through

this new curriculum, and the first point is formigld as such:

“Children and young people as they participatexipegiences and outcomes in social studies
will develop their understanding of the history ritege and culture of Scotland, and an

appreciation of their local and national heritagthin the world”%°

These statements, and their salient place on taeiog lines of the texts, constitutes proof of
the SNP’s intent to grant more room and importatac&cottish history in the educational
training of Scottish pupils. Furthermore, at tmediof the reform, SNP politician Fiona Hyslop,
who was then Cabinet Secretary for Education arféldng Learning in the Scottish

government, said that there should be more empbascottish history and that Scotland’s

young people must reclaim the past and understandation’s history®

The SNP has never been shy to hide its goal tairecind promote Scottish history.
The way heritage and history are often used inl&ootto spread a certain vision of historical

108 Scottish Government, 2010b:1.
109 Scottish Government, 210b:1.
110 Quoted in Hillis, 2010:144.
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truths helps us fathom how they can actually benisterical in their method, and how, to
borrow from David Lowenthaf:! historical narratives become weapons, especidignihey

are successfully disseminated among the populdtioteworthy enough, all topics of Scottish
history chosen for school curriculums by the SNR alh be read as examples of Scottish
resistance to the English or Unionism (the indeperd wars, Mary Stuart, the Jacobite

risings, etc.). For a look at the exact conterd,Aenex 1.

In definitive, the SNP government has actively veatlon defining a comprehensive
narrative of the Scottish nation to present tgésple through what could be described as a
cultural restorationist agenda. The deployed nagandeavours to glorify certain aspects of
the past, making present generations proud of 8@ttish heritage, and have a tendency to
portray the English as the ‘auld enemy’. Those atases, spread inside and outside of the
classroom, through history curriculum or on hertaites, are a form of political discourse

because they serve a certain purpose defined iic@wis.

Conclusion chapter 2

Collective identity is a symbolic representation ‘@bmmonness’ based on symbolic
representations. For the individual member of ttoaipg, a collective identity appears as self-
ascribed or ascribed by others. It provides a fréonandividuals to develop a feeling of
belonging. National identity can define itself ippmsition to an ‘Other’, in the case of
Scotland, the English, but mostly relies on speaifiarkers of identity. In the case of the
Scottish nation, those markers are prominentlyucalt Yet, language, ethnicity and religion
play almost no role due to historical developmearsl a present secular society open to
globalisation and multiculturalism. History thencbenes a paramount force capable of
fostering nation-building, for instance by invemgfitnaditions, by cultivating memories and/or
through education. Because of its intrinsic and ifolthconnections with national identity,
politicians — especially nationalist ones — can lis¢ory to mobilise and rally the nation to
a project such as achieving independence. So hpsxtpose to see how history is employed

in political discourse to achieve specific goals.

1) owenthal, 1998.
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Chapter 3

History in nationalist political discourse

and rhetoric
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Despite the status of history as an academic, gs@feal and objective discipline,
modern societies continue to generate myths. Mgéimerally occur when history is used for
pragmatic purposes: historians and politic scienpsoduce impartial historical facts and then
politicians and opinion leaders reuse them in aated form with the aim to manipulate public
opinion!!? Because masses are literate and more educateg thdg are directed towards
mass media, and through the media and subsequsnisdions, the manipulated historical
facts anchor themselves in the discourse and perfgethemselves in this form, through what
Nora calldieux de mémoiréschoolbooks, monuments, national holydays, eds.yeen in the

previous chapter.

In this chapter, | will tackle the particular aspethow history, through discourse and
rhetoric, can be used as a pragmatic tool, a nfeam®liticians to mobilise voters, and more
particularly for the SNP in its independence campai o that purpose, | will primarily focus
on the tacit rules influencing political discouisedemocracies. Then | will enter the crux of
the question by discussing the use of historylyirst political discourse and secondly in
contemporary rhetoric. In a last section, | will pnthe SNP’s general attitudes towards

discursive and rhetorical resort to history.

112} ju & Hilton, 2005:5.
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1. Independence campaigns: popular consultation, deocratic

propaganda and mass communication in politics

It is particularly important to understand the ext® which a referendum (about devolution
or independence, in the case of Scotland) holds Egghority. Since the French revolution,
about 40 democratically credible referendums omonatist questions have taken place, and
only twice their outcomes were not honout&tSo generally, referendum results are taken
into consideration: in the case of a majority fadlépendence, independence happ&But

as proven in the Balkans and in the Baltic landsgmithey are ignored by the state, nations
tend to secede anyway. Furthermore, a nationallicordan be definitively solved and
abandoned if an independence referendum demodhat@dministered produces a vast
majority against, as proven with the Schleswigaagso in modern democracies like Scotland,
the true choice for independence truly falls ugmoters. And for this reason, independence
referendums mobilise greatly politicians who rely strong and relentless campaigns to
influence the outcome not only of a vote, but ofi@or and determinant political decision for

the future course of the nation.

The national question in Scotland is highly demtcr®evolution and independence
have each time been treated as potential courséisefmation only if supported by a majority
after public consultation. The Scottish parlianmaes have a democratic mandate, but whether
it has the right to hold an independence referenduisputable. Technically, a referendum is
beyond the competence of the Scottish parliameantreEmoutcome could affect the whole UK,
not only Scotland. However, there was, since tlygnmeng, very little chance that Westminster
would oppose it. First, it would have aggravated political autonomy claims and have
increased resentment against the UK. Secondlye thed been a precedent in 2011 when the
British Supreme Court, refusing to declare an att® Scottish parliament void, had conceded
to the Scottish parliament the right to legislagspite that right being beyond its pow&fs.

As Scottish nationalism attempts to achieve inddpeoe democratically through a
consultative (but authoritative) vote, there araynanplied tacit rules that apply. For instance,
both sides will be allowed to campaign and thetelate has a guaranteed right to impartial

information. The SNP government (who favours indejemce itself) organising the

113 Once in 1933 the Imperial parliament dismissedrbependence vote for Western Australia, and amce
1946, Denmark ignored the referendum of the Fastamdls.

14 Qvortrup, 2012:2.

15 Qvortrup, 2012:3.
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referendum, has actively campaigned in the yeaor go gather support. This campaign
happened through mass communication and almosypmds of media and communication
supports in use (printed press, online newspapads, television, billposting, social media,
and any arena of public speech).

But there are underlying principles about how tampaign and the dissemination of
the information must occur in a democracy. Fremmotiadogist Jacques Ellul refers to this
phenomenon as ‘democratic propaganda’. He remihds the right to information is a
prerequisite to democracy and that information ghbuoy the state must be believable for the
masses to have an efféét.Indeed, as seen today in the debate about fake mad fact-
checking, democratic information is a means ofeaagther than passion, and as such, must
be truthful; the masses are more incline to supadect they do not like but is true than a
pleasing falseness, and if the erroneous informataused, it leads to a loss of credibility.
Nowadays, citizens are exposed to abundant newsusb actually that they do not have the
capacity to keep up with all that is happening.@member everything and often to analyse it
pertinently. Thus, the masses expect the stateesept a synthesis of all information available
that they will accept if it seems reliable, undanstable and inscribed in a consistent
narrativet'’ However, information can still be manipulated andergo a subjective selective
process. In this context, dissemination of infoliorain democracy can be said to be first and
foremost a form of psychological manipulation. dingh the dissemination of information,
different parties and actors spin the facts tortadivantage and use them competitively to

support a specific political discourse.

Those norms and tacit rules grants a kind of umftyrin how politicians carry out a
campaign. When they express themselves, some gexscase actually naturally embedded in
the discourse. Some rhetorical strategies are sm@led in everyday discourse at all levels
that they appeal to the masses unconsciously.CBotain degree, nationalism is omnipresent
in all forms of discourse. Michael Billig calls ibanal nationalism’. He supports that
nationalism is embedded in contemporary life arsgtalirse to such an extent that parts of its
attributes are banal, always ‘near the surfateThis ‘banality’ stems from a consensus
acquired through constant repetition of unnoticemcds repressed from consciousness,
appearing especially in the medtd. Although Billig’'s work revolves around journalist

116 E|lul, 1952:481.
H7E|lul, 1952:494.
118 Bjllig, 1995:93.
1191 aw, 2001:302.
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language, his observations also fit political disse. Speaker and listener understand each
other because they agree on the meaning of wordsgimen context. For example, ‘we’ in
nationalist discourse is automatically understosdederring to the members of the nation,
including the speaker and the listener in this granstead of being understood in its primary
sense of ‘you’ and ‘I'. Similarly, ‘they’ is undeiod as the ‘other’. This idea applies to the
place as well. ‘The nation’ refers to the local @mel only others must be specified by name.
If Salmond says ‘the nation’, the recipient willaomsciously hear ‘Scotland’. Similarly, the
‘we’ used in the press and in most discourses otl&ad is always Scottish and not British.
Rhetorically, a part of nationalism is expressedaat subliminally. This long tradition of
internalisation of nationhood thus constitutessidbor nationalist politicians’ goal to mobilise

further.

2. History and nationalist political discourse

2.1. From nationalist ideology to political discaar

Nationalism is a distinct ideology in contemporpolitics whose core principle is to prioritise
the nationt?® Despite strong variations, contemporary politicadtionalisms all base
themselves on the principle of transferring a feglof national belonging unto the fields of
politics, relying on another core principle: setitermination?! It is often this core principle
that makes them identifiable as nationalist ind&gten nationalism becomes politicised, the
ideology, the goals set for the nation and thetexgsain place to achieve them will appear

through political discourse.

In social sciences, there is no canon definitiodistourse. Discourse is rather a vague
concept first discerned by French philosopher Midfamucault to understand how language
relate to things. The traditional analytical fratneunderstand the transposition of nationalist
mobilisation into speech relies on two main apphesc instrumentalism and
constructivism:?? Instrumentalism considers nationalism as sometBingal and political
elites can manipulate to gain popular support. @oosvists assume that individuals construct
basic assumptions produced and reproduced thraaugiuhge, and shaped by a specific
context. They consider contemporary nationalist @moents as an ideological construct and

120 For a thorough demonstration of this assumptiea, Ereeden, 1998:765.
21 Sutherland, 2001:12-14.
122 evinger, 2001:175.
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emphasise adaptability of national identity to @oiitical and social contexts, stemming from
a process of “communal imaginatiott® Based on discourse and criteria of belonging ¢o th
nation, constructivists can categorise nationalismslifferent types, often reduced to the
dichotomy of ethnic nationalism versus civic naébsm, where Scotland represent the

textbook case of civic nationalism.

Post-Marxist political theorists Ernesto Laclau abbantal Mouffe departed from
Foucault's work to explain how all social phenomeran be understood as discursive
constructions. They focused on the “central roleéods and meanings as indicators of power
relations” and focused on the “syntax of hegemdA§/All political parties use ideology to
justify their claims for power, and in a democradistem, those parties consequently have
competing ideologies. They need to gather moreraoigk support to hegemonise their own
view.'?> Hegemony echoes Ellul's view on history in demoigs, where politicians have the
power to decide of what becomes national historgtdfly is considered as the truth, yet it
remains a truth decided by propaganda, becauséadtas not known massively, it remains
irrelevant, despite having real, material consegasnA fact must go through a democratic
process of massification to become widely accegiedause a fact is real only if it possesses
a collective reality. But facing the plurality atite complexity of existing facts, facts need to
be strengthened by something stronger only achigwedigh propaganda, or in other words,
through discours&?®

So discourse consists of infinite floating sigméighat politicians compete to mould
into meaningful configurationg’ In the case of Scotland, nationalist politiciamgua in
favour of “an alternative national construct to thee in place?® Thus, the nation-state
appears to be the hegemonic nationalist constrontiodied through political discourse.
Through discourse, nationalists can challenge whabmmon sense (meaning an ideology
that has already achieved hegemony) and reartcstatial realities so they would serve their
nationalistic project. Mannheim makes an importdigtinction between two types of

nationalistic projects: ‘ideologies’, consisting afset of ideas which can co-exist with the

123 | evinger, 2001:176.

124 Sutherland, 2005:186.

1251 aclau & Mouffe, 1985:120.
126 E|lul, 1952:479.

127 Laclau & Mouffe, 1985:16.
128 Sutherland, 2005:193.
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established order, and ‘utopia’, which can only rheehieve outside of the established

orderst?® The SNP’s independence project is therefore aiaitop

If discourse can shape nation-building, the oppoisitalso true: nation-building can
transpire through discourse when it becomes aagptatffor politicians to draw support by
calling to the nationalist sentiment of the grotipe linguistic expression of hegemony applied
to nationalist discourse helps identifying the mamtagonisms and understanding how the
‘other’ is perceived® The discursive concept of ‘other’ allows natiostito delimit the
nation; the identification of antagonistic ideolegi allows them to identify resistance.
Discourse also empowers them to list the conditfonbeing part of the nation. In the case of
Scottish nationalism, this delimitation is very &doand territory-based: any person residing in
Scotland is Scottish. No need for Scottish ancesteyshared culture. Nevertheless, even such
a broad definition implies that there is an ‘otherjustofy the need for an alternative national
construct to the one in place. In that case, theetdis of course the English/British. Scottish
nationalism, in regard to the theory, is a minonationalist movement struggling against the
hegemonic discourse of the British nation-statestroiot.

2.2. History as a mobilising tool in political disarse

Political discourse provide a frame for generatominions and arguments whose
effects can be steered by history. We have seeropisdy that one of the main appeal to history
in politics consists in playing on the connecticgtvizeen the past and identity to intensify
national sentiment. Even once historical refererfwage served their purpose of unifying a
nation, they can still be used as a reminder iitipal discourse for emphasis effect and to rally
more supporters to a cause. The mention of shastahhreinforces community bonds and
helps the nation forget other internal divides aed itself as united. But there are many other

ways to use history in contemporary political disses.

In order to integrate nationalism to their disceurpolitical elites must “deploy
narratives about the natio®! Often, nationalism relies on a discursive formatioat aims to

appeal to a common national consciousA&sshis discursive aspect of nationalism a driver

129 Mannheim, 1940:195.

130 Sutherland, 2005:190-1.

131 evinger & Lytle, 2001:176.
132 Smith, 1956:174-208.
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for political mobilisation has remained relativelye same since the nineteenth century,
emphasising who belongs to the nation and who ¢tuded, and most of all, underlining a
historical continuity from which results a certdegitimacy!®® History (as the narratives

politicians use to connect their national movemienthe past) is thus a key element of

nationalist political discourse to mobilise.

History is particularly attractive to public speakeas an instrument of persuasive
construction because it appeals simultaneouslgga@dmmunity and to the individuals. As a
discourse, it can be adapted to serve a specifijgpoge. History is indeed relative, malleable
and offers different positions and possible intetgtions, all the while arousing a widely
shared emotional resonance for people: becauseug’grrepresentation of its history acts as
a factor of cohesion in the present, it servesageftinctions and can be renegotiated over time
to reflect changing circumstancE4.The participants of history are long dead, theynca
speak and their words or actions can be reusednattagally. This setting justify why all types
of politicians, not only nationalist ones, resarthistorical references. Moreover, history, for
all the reasons already exposed, holds a strong\epower that a nationalist cause factually
presented may lack. Politicians can use this eragiower to establish a strong connection
between nationalism as a cultural sentiments atidnadism as a political principte? But all

those appeal to history in political discourse leaygpat the rhetorical level.

3. The weight of the past in contemporary nationaéit rhetoric

Rhetoric refers to the underlying processes otualdting a discourse linguistically. Without
entering through long definitions and the histdraalution of rhetoric since Aristotle, | will
simply define rhetoric as “an informative and pasiue expression of ideology®® Rhetoric
can be studied through the style, the form andctrgent of the language employed by the
speaker/writer in order to mobilise around his Idgw, vision or project. It implies that nothing
in the discourse of the rhetorician is left to otmrWhat is included and is left out, the choice

of words, the narrative structure, the grammar thiedstyle, the way ideas are presented and

133 Levinger & Lytle, 2001:177.
134 ju & Hilton, 2005:2.

135 Lawrence, 2013:724.
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arguments are organised account for a thoroughdaliblerate choice made to convince the

recipient.

3.1. The ‘past-present-future’ structure of natibstarhetoric

Theorists Levinger and Lytle suggests that natishdhetoric articulates itself around
a time-sequence ‘past-present-future’. They cdhaet triadic structure of nationalist rhetoric
and support that it shapes all nationalist disasf¥ It works as an analytical device to
nationalist politicians’ speech to identify the ceation between political mobilisation and
nationalist narrative§® Sometimes, the past is quoted by politicians asxample to follow
or to avoid. More often, the past mentioned is lided and referred to as a long lost age of
prosperity and freedom, contrasting with the prestate, described as degraded or declining.
The past is often brought back in contemporaryalisse because its re-appropriated version
offers a model for the futur@® Supporting such claims in the political discourstps mobilise
the population around the need to act for the &ttw change path radically, for instance
through achieving independence, and reach a nedegage. The narrative of a lost golden
age and the need to take action to revive it ismadern at all, and certainly does not belong
exclusively to nationalism. It is a staple propbatiyth in many primitive religions and
Christianity with the narrative of fall and redenopt!*° Yet, during the modern era, this idea

has become a rhetoric tool for political mobilisatt**

The glorious past refers to the state when thenatkisted independently, pure, unified
and prospering. It is also referred to as ‘thecarity of the nation*? and scholars have found
that all national narratives possess one of thémgogs past*® For Smith, “the task of the
nationalist is simply to remind his compatriotstieéir glorious past, so that they can recreate
and relive those glories** The ‘glories’ in question to recreate and relive af particular
importance when studying nationalist discoursetli@y are elements that the politician has
carefully chosen. They can be one or many, abolitanstic advantages of the society, or its

high cultural and artistic production, or evendtgarian system, but in the end, they provide

137 Levinger & Lytle, 2001:186.
138 | evinger & Lytle, 2001:190.
139 Smith, 1999:11.
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clues as to the direction in which the discourdésteéer and which elements are hoped to be
achieved once again. Similarly, the emphasis otiqoidatr qualities of the nation from the past
helps understand what nationalists consider negessaecover through collective struggle.
So having a glorious past helps articulate thevedyarogram of the present, but also strengthen
the legitimacy and appeal of the movement. The, pastmore glorious the more attractive,

may mobilise masses who find pride in claiming @toing (if not descend) from such a nation.

The degraded present refers to the present stétte oftion, which stands less unified
and/or oppressed, in a far less attractive posttian before. This situation is often attributed
to a series of traumatic events that have undeurimeerights of the community or the integrity
of the nation, like a conquest by another or strangigration. “The diagnosis of loss
invariably occupies the central position in natitsta mobilisation rhetorici*® The
delimitation of what is implied by loss, for exarapbss of political independence or territory,
loss of any marker of national identity (cultur@ndguage, ethnicity, etc.), gives the direction of
the discourse. What was lost is what need to baimed. Often, another nation is held
responsible in the political rhetoric for the lasgjuestion.

The future is the project of a national rebirthsithe promise of an amelioration of the
present situation through the reversal of the deri that have led to the decaying present
situation to reconstitute the ideal nation, for repée, through independence or greater
autonomy, or through the expulsion of foreignerscDrsively, this utopian future involves
primarily the “harmonious integration of the comntyhinto the coming time when the nation
will prosper agairt

Opposing the glorious past to the decaying preaedtmentioning the prospect of a
prosperous future creates tension. From the oppositetween the past and the present,
politicians can diagnose a cause to present deelteidentify a responsible party. This
identification motivates action and defines thdestlve struggle for the community. It allows
nationalist politicians to propose a solution, tegeribe a course of action to follow, in order

to move on towards the desired future.

145 Levinger & Lytle, 2001:181.
146 |_evinger & Lytle, 2001:184-185.
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Figure 2. “The triadic structure of nationalist ttwéc”, (LEVINGER & L YTLE, 2001:186)

3.2. Historical analogies

British professor of philosophy David Cooper, o lpart, identifies four main rhetorical
features in nationalist discourse: “the deploymantropes, like metaphor and metonymy”,
“the deployment of persuasive techniques other th@maight’ logical argument”, “unity of
style and content”, and “the deferral of referenéé’By deferral of reference, he means
references to the real world that are indirect beeahey are refracted through the personal
representation of the speaker. Indédascourses not only represent the world as ibigéther

is seen to be), they are algmjective, imaginaries, representing possible dsomvhich are
different from the actual world, and tied in to jes to change the world in particular

directions”148

As seen previously, several ways to use historiesrences in political discourse
occurs through rhetorical technique listed by Coopke way politicians (choose to) view the
world and how they use history to explain this viewate deferrals of references. For instance
in the perception of the ‘other’. In the Scottisationalist discourse, there are examples
(although more rare today) of how the English hlaeen oppressing Scotland. Because of its
emotive power, history can also provide alternativeans to logical arguments. By simply
mentioning this shared history or by reminding tleeipients of a collective historical

happening, a politician can steer opinions. Thrategy appears regularly on American

147 Cooper, 1993:198.
148 Fairclough, 2003:124.
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political rhetoric, regarding 9/11, for example.agedies work as reminder to generate

particular feelings that can be tactically linkedbther arguments and ultimately mobilise.

The deployment of tropes is certainly the most mexu and effective feature. History
offers indeed a very large repertoire of storienpgle and events available for comparison,
metaphor and analogy in the preséftMetonymy and synecdoche allow to allude to certain
notions already embedded in the masses’ mind aaw op certain questions without engaging
with complex and volatile topids® The most common in the SNP discourse is the use of
Scotland to refer to the people of Scotland. liddls the question of who belongs to the nation,
yet, it still has the effect of appealing to Sdaittidentity. Scottish nationalists, especially
Salmond, often limit historical references in thegeeches to events or people that hold a strong
potential for analogy with the present. In thisamel it was a happy coincidence that the
campaign for independence was launched during ¢lae 3014, which was rich in national
celebrations, the main ones being Glasgow’s pragtitng of the Commonwealth Games, the
200" anniversary of Walter Scott\/averley the centenary of the outbreak of World War |
and, most important of all, the 700th anniversafyth® Scots’ victory at the Battle of
Bannockburn. Thus, we can wonder if the choicéhefyear 2014 to hold such an historic
political referendum was deliberately chosen tartaonymically inscribed in this context of

celebrated national pride.

Historians agree to say that the foundations otttonationalism were laid on the
field of Bannockburn. There were even talks amoNg $oliticians to hold the referendum on
the very date of the anniversary of the battleh@digh it did not happen in the end, the timing
had been enough to launch the pro-independencarsiBgnnockburns 2014, reinforcing the
parallel between the independence won over Englaed and the upcoming opportunity to
win it back!®! Professor of Modern Scottish Literature Robertw@oad published a book
calledBannockburnsThough Crawford admits that the concept of Ssbtitndependence does
not held the same meaning in 2014 as it did in 1B&4ised the plural to establish a comparison
between the two fights for independence, but alsanderline the plurality of the posterity of

the initial battle through literary discours®.

149 ju & Hilton, 2005:13.

150 Arnott & Ozga, 2010a:340.
Blwhatley, 2014.

152 Crawford, 2014.
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4. SNP’s general attitude towards the historical a

4.1. The great variations of the SNP’s discourse

For having read and heard a significant amounkoémpts of the SNP’s political discourse, |
can say that the attitude of the SNP towards higpoesents variations that can be extreme
depending on the medium (speech, pamphlet, manjfest.), the speaker/writer, and the
context of dissemination and the audience. At,flrabticed a definitive lack of consistence in
rhetorical appeals to history or the national pBst.a closer look has actually allowed me to
distinguish a pattern and identify particular sprakauthors who employs frequently historical
references, and others who do not. As a rule, deatsrsupposed to represent the unanimous
voice of the party avoid mentioning the past (airtimotion of past does not stretch further
than three decades ago). The broader the audidrecégast historical the references. Also,
there are more references orally than in writtescalirse. When speaking in panels, SNP
politicians tend to minimise historical reference®. Manifestos and official printed
documents signed by the party (not naming any Wrieesent the least historical references.
They are of particular interest because they remtethe discourse of the party as a whole
addressed to the greatest number. When speakitiggimown name, or when speaking on
behalf of the party but obviously using their owgrgonal identity, SNP politicians tend to use
a more spontaneous language with more historitatereces punctuating the discourse. Alex
Salmond is the politician who relies on history thest. In his elocutions, historical references

are omnipresent, albeit limited to very few figueasl events.

Although | have chosen to conduct my rhetoricallysa on the white-paper for
independence, which enters the first mentionedyoaites of ‘anonymous’ SNP’s manifestos,
| would like to take some time to describe morecfmaly through some selected examples the
relationship of Alex Salmond with collective hisgain his public elocutions preceding the
referendum. It will enable me to construct a frabfeeference through which to place and

qualify the results from the white-paper analyaigt.

4.2. SNP’s historical references: general exampmesl recurring

references

For a sample of excerpts of discourses mentionisigiy and the past that | have considered
to draw the following overview, | invite you to cault Annex 2.
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Salmond is well versed in the studies of mediewati@nd, Bruce, Bannockburn and
Arbroath!®® Yet, those references have tended to disappesrgdiine referendum campaign,
as if he purposely tried to steer away from thétcimlence’ of the anniversary of Bannockburn
happening the same year as the referendum. Theh@dlihdeed been accused pre-emptively
by the media of having the intention to benefitta$ anniversary to advertise the independence
causet>* However, Salmond has made several indirect alhssio the events of the Scottish
wars of independence by quoting verses of Burngior@gng them. Robert Burns (1759-1796)
can safely be said to be the favourite historicalt$or Salmond to mention. National poet (or
‘Bard’) Burns was a precursor of Romanticism. Niotyalid he write poems in plain Scots and
about his native region (Ayrshire), but he alsonidunspiration in national history and old
folkloric songs. Burns’ life too is celebrated, andhe years following his death, an authentic
cult around his persona emerged, perpetuatedsa#te; he has become a national symbol for
Scotland worldwide. His most celebrated site of t&glo patriotism comes indeed in his
engagement with Wallace and Bruce and the fightsnag the English. Salmond regularly
guotes in his elocutions Burn'’s “Scots Wha Hadatieg Bruce’s address to his troupes, which
praises Scottish fighting spirits, bravery and l@fefreedom against English tyranny, and
which was known to have been written as a panaitél the situation of Scotland under English
rule in the 1790’s. Burn’s historical and rousingriss offers a formidable rhetorical source of
inspiration for Salmond, but beyond quotations,rBsiname is sufficient enough to evoke the
century-old tradition of Scottish patriotism andestnational feeling and arouse Scottish pride.
The same logic is at play when he quotes (morely)atbe other national poet, Hugh
MacDiarmid (1892-1978).

The relationship between Salmond and Burns is Hgtaaery intense one that spread
beyond the scope of nationalist politics. Salmoasliecorded several readings of Burns’ work
and given lectures about him in Scotland and abrdadays that his “admiration for him lies
in the descriptive, artistic phrasing that encagi®d Scottish identity — our creativity, pride and
confidence — but also in his portrayal of love anglue humanitarian etho¥® But when he
mentions Burns in politics, it still has a mobitigiand emotive purpose. Salmond used Burns’
words from “To a mouse” to provoke Westminster apdir David Cameron, then Prime

Minister, to accept to debate publicly on indeperuge calling him "a cowran tim’rous beastie"

153 Crawford, 2014:183.

154 Johnson, 2013; Johnson, 2014. Salmond had altégaked an anniversary: he launched his 2005 @lakct
campaign on Robert Burns’ birthday.

155 Salmond, 2014.
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with a "panic on thy breastie". Not only the humand provocation of the quotation stimulated
Scottish audience, but also they invoked Burns aufisequently roused a sense of pride of
being Scots among the populatiSAThese tactical references can be seen too whemsél
guotes for instance the very anti-English “Suchaec®l of Rogues”, in which Burns accuses
of treachery those who sold Scotland for Englisld gand when he claims that Burns (among
other long-dead Scots) would have backed up indbgese if alive now. Salmond presented
several proves from both Burns’ published and pebkwritings, but his opponents accused
him to use Burns in a desperate endeavour to apatepghe national hero to the SNP and
bolster support for independen©éBurns is truly believed to be the most patriofialbScots,
and this can be seen every time Scotland’s disswglsieh song should be its national anthem,
and each time several of Burns’ texts are propd3eths has often been linked to the SNP in
the last years: "A Man's a Man for A' That" wastestat the opening of the Scottish parliament
in 199918

Nicola Sturgeon is far more reluctant than Salmémduse historical or literary
references. Ever since the beginning of the negmts about the referendum with
Westminster, she has been emphasising on the aspeolitical freedom for Scotlan®®
During the public local meetings held to defenddhse for independence and answer voters’
guestions, Sturgeon took however a few steps backen view and mentioned historical
arguments. She never referred to specific evekes3almond, but simply appealed to general
history to reassure concerned citizens about coityinT herefore, it appears that history still
represent a source of inspiration for individuahnbers of the SNP and that through the years,

there has been an intent to link specific pastrégand events to the party.

4.3. A brief account of the place of cultural natdism in the SNP’s

discourse through time

Finally, to finish this overview of the SNP’s geakattitude towards history, | will give
a brief account of historical and cultural referemtn SNP’s manifestos in the period preceding

the referendum, based on the works of ScottistareBer on nationalism and national identity

156 Edward, 2014.

157 Whitaker, 2013.

158 Salmond, 2014.

159 Brady & Chorley, 2012.
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Murray Stewart Leith between 1970 and 2685and my own analysis up to 2011. Leith’'s

analysis regarding the evolution of the place gramd Scottishness and Scotland in the official
discourse of the SNP based on the language identfirend in which | can replace my own
findings: he highlights a clear shift between aolagsive/inclusive nationalist tone and a more
open and broadly inclusive direction. He notices tmtil the party’s breakthrough in the first

decade of the 2000’s, the question of identity la@ldnging was at the political foté*

In 1970, the issue of independence was the ceglgadent of the party’s manifesto and
Scotland was described as being among ‘the oldg&ins of Europet®? Despite this appeal
to a long national history, the manifesto failstearly define Scottishness and the many calls
to the people remain vague in who they refer toaghé 1974 manifesto, Scottishness was not
developed any further, but there was a significhetorical presence of Scotland as a territory,
which served the purpose of appealing to more iddals than during the previous
campaignt®® They were however a few more attempts to define istScottish by specifying
who is not. This manifesto focuses more on ‘theeptrconsistently portraying everything
English as negative, accusing the British goverrniroéhaving failed Scotland, condemning
the Anglicisation of the educational system andhilag that Scottish children had to engage

more with their own heritag€é?

The first real attempt to define who is part @ Scottish nation in political terms came
in the manifestos of the 1980’s. The 1983 manifefstousing heavily on independence and

even having it mentioned overtly in its subheadtest that:

“The right to Scottish citizenship for all thosesigent in Scotland upon independence, or born
(with a parent born) in Scotland, and to such atlzerthe Scottish Parliament may decitfe.”

In 1983, there was not yet such a thing as a Sboftarliament. Such an institution was part
of the political plan of the SNP for the constitutal organisation of an independent Scotland.
This definition of Scottishness is therefore a @ctipn in the future, but is simultaneously a
promise to a broader number of citizens to be oheduin the SNP’s discourse: are Scottish all
individuals residing in Scotland regardless ofitie¢hnicity or descent, and those living abroad

born of a Scottish parent. Once the matter of &totéss settled, the party moves on to present

160 ejth, 2008:83-92; Leith & Soule, 2011.
161 | ejth, 2008:85.

162GNP, 1970:5.

163 | ejth, 2008:86; SNP, 1974.

164 SNP, 1974:28.

165SNP, 1983:3.
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a programme aiming to safeguard Scotland’s identigy of life, thought and expression, as
well as to underline and preserve the status ofl@wbas an historic and distinctive nation,
and defend the right of its people against nondesist®® The 1987 manifesto focuses once
again heavily on independence, uses the exact dafimition regarding who would become a
Scottish citizen in case of independence, and mestihe same intent to safeguard Scottish
identity and defend the interest of the Scots agaiose of foreigners. However, this time, the
anti-English tone has been turned down, albeit gtédsent through general attacks of the
British system'®’ Leith identifies there the beginning of the lomgr trend aiming to
downplay the negative portraying of everything Bhtor English and also notices a significant
decrease in the use of claims for Scotland’s fubwitding on its past and images of Scotland

based on its historical charactéf.

In the 1992 manifesto, the sense of history wasrgeven less attention. There was a
clear shift from a focus on the past to a focustla future, expressed through a new
terminology such as ‘new Scotland’ and the associabf Scotland with the adjectives
‘modern’ and ‘progressive’, and emphasis on Scdtlas a multicultural society open to the
world.'%® The reservation about mentioning the past angtbminence of Scottish diversity
accounts for a new focus on the territory as astfasiidentity rather than descent and heritage,
and this focus is even more obvious in the nextifesto. In the 1997 manifesto, the SNP
abandoned all negative portrayal of outside infagsnand foreigners and decided to focus
instead on the legal and constitutional positionSafotlandt’® This campaign had for
immediate effects to widen the audience of theyparid prove successful not so much in the
General election results but on the outcome ofdwlution referendum held the same year
resulting in the (re)establishment of the ScottiaHiament.

Past the turn of the twenty-first century, thisrywebroad, open and inclusive
conceptualisation of Scottishness continued, inagempt to mobilise broader support.
Rhetorically, in the 2001 manifesto, this phenonmen@s noticeable through a softening of
the nationalist tone, with emphasis on Scotlanderathan Scottishness, announcing that the

“[SNP] stands for the people — all the people — wive in our rich country®’* The

166 SNP, 1983:12.

167 SNP, 1987.

168 ejth, 2008:88.

1691 eith, 2008: 88 ; SNP, 1992.
1701 eith, 2008:88 ; SNP, 1997.
171 SNP, 2001:2.
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remaining attacks on the British system were da@d¢bward the political establishment only
and the topic of ethnic identity was carefully alex!’? By the time of the 2005 manifesto,
the language was according even more importanSedtiand as a place rather than the people
of Scotland and their identity. Indeed, there wasppeal to any sense of Scottishness or the

Scottish nation, and the population was referreasttScottsih taxpayers’

Leith’'s comparative approach of the representatdio8cottishness in SNP manifestos
from 1970 to 2005 reveals that the SNP has corltinteinforced the notion of Scotland as a
place rather than as an ethnic group or an olématnd has opted to define who is Scottish in
a much more inclusive manner based on territoyigitottishness has thus become a more and
more open concept. When the party appeals to & sdndentity, it does so through a very
civic definition of the nation. The other trendmiiéied concerns the anti-British sentiment and
the Anglicisation of Scotland. Both have almostagigeared entirely through the years,
substituted by more direct attacks toward specifipects of the British system, policies or

political parties.

Based on my own analysis in the following peribdiotes that the 2007 manifesto
continues within the line of the identified trentsss English or British attacks, more focus on
political and economic matters, and still this vergiusive definition of Scottishness based on
residence and free-will rather than cultural hgetaindependence remains at the core of the
program. Attaining sovereignty is presented aglatisn to present political and social
problems, and as a great economic opportunity. quest for independence is still turned
towards the future rather than the past, with artalsie exception:

“The 300-year old Union is no longer fit for purgo$t was never designed for the 21st century
world. It is well past its sell by date and is holgl Scotland back. The SNP believe Scotland
and England should be equal nations—friends and@a—both free to make our own choices
(...) With independence Scotland will be free to fish and grow. We can give our nation a

competitive edgé’*
History is used here in a rare example to stresotit-datedness of the present system. It is
contrasted with the present, and Unionism is judgedhindrance to Scottish positive

development. It is used as a means to criticisesfisgem without attacking Westminster
directly, and without opening-up the notion of gthpast and cultural identity.

172 _eith, 2008:89 ; SNP, 2001.
173 Leith, 2008:89 ; SNP, 2005.
174 SNP, 2007:7.
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The 2011 manifesto differs from the others buairethe main tendency observed
before. It is a re-election manifesto. Therefarécuses on all that the SNP has achieved in
regards to their previous promises during thegt fgovernmental term. They use the extended
metaphor of a journey to describe the directiommalky Scotland since 2007, and insist, from
the first page on, on the continuation of this jey to reach the best future possible for “the
people of Scotland*’® The expression “people of Scotland”, used consilstéo describe the
recipients is a new expression that also follows trend observed by Leith, defining
Scottishness as those residing in Scotland, anthnseé of Scottish descent. More than ever,
the future is present in the document: the progegmnesented through a description of a better
future in which Scotland stands stronger and mazessful’® Scottish independence is
treated in its own section, but is also presensati@fulfilment of all the previously mentioned
visions for the future. Scotland’s independenaeoisa distant dream in itself anymore, it has
become a means to achieve the bigger dream ofex Beotland. Yet, the SNP insists on how
independence must be “the choice of the people aoftl®hd for Scotland’s future™’
Otherwise, the manifesto does not linger at wholewtural nationalism. (There are however
an incredible amount of pictures featuring theisglthe Scottish national flag). The only
reference made of Scottish cultural identity issay\brief paragraph stipulating that the SNP
wish to reform school curriculum to include Scditstudies and create “a distinct strand of
learning focused on Scotland and incorporating t&toHistory, Scottish Literature, the Scots
and Gaelic Languages, wider Scottish culture amdtiSh current affairs®’®

The analysis of these two last manifestos allowsatonfirm Leith’s conclusions that
the SNP is more and more concerned with the fuhae the past. By describing the future in
glowing terms (and promising to bring Scotland ttoeefront place in the world), the SNP
complies with the triadic structure of nationaldiscourses. Overall, this discursive and
rhetorical evolution has served well the SNP. I iedeed doubled its MPs in the period
covered by the stud{’ and since then, has gone from forming a minorityegnment in 2007
to a majority government in 2011, still in powerthas date.

175SNP, 2011:cover.
176 SNP, 2011:7.
177SNP, 2011:28.
178 NP, 2011: 24.
179 ejth, 2008:90.

68



Conclusion chapter 3

To be disseminated, a nationalist ideology musdtdmesposed into the realm of language in a
discursive form. Politicians manipulate the langaiagd its effects on the masses strategically
through rhetoric. In this setting, historical refeces become a discursive device that can be
employed to construct national sameness, to unéyriembers of the nation around collective
memory, but also to steer their reactions to agmesituation and define the future course of
the group. The evocation of images of the pastshaldesonance in the present because they
are understood in terms of temporal narratives t{paesent-future) that can be used
analogically to decide on how to act in the presklmtorical images can be manipulated to
serve as examples, but also to remind the peomdast golden age that can be revive in the
future. As such, history is a key element of pcditirhetoric in general, but because of its
particular relevance to national identity, it issevmore important for nationalist parties. We
have also seen how the SNP politicians use hisgtoayway limited to a small range of events
and historical people. But if using history haslsatfects on nationalist discourse, not using it
have some too, and employing historical referemmca®t equates to a deliberate choice. We
have seen in that regard that the SNP, in its resta$, tends to avoid those references more
and more. Those manifestos are rather traditionétigal programs than true nationalist
pamphlets. So what can be expected regarding iugkareferences when considering a
document such as the referendum white paper, whiabt really a political program, nor a

full nationalist plea?
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Chapter 4

Allusions to the past in the SNP’s discourse

during the referendum campaign
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In this last chapter, | will proceed to analysirge tSNP government’s attitudes towards
historical references in its discourse during thienendum campaign. My study is based on
the rhetoric deployed in the white-paggeotland’s Future: Your Guide to an Independent
Scotland published by Salmond’s government on 26 Noven2fdr3. This document was
considered to be the one and only official mandestthe referendum campaign published by
the SNP and was available entirely freely, distedluall over Scotland in its printed form and
downloadable online. It is a 670 page comprehenguide setting out a framework for an
independent Scotland. It starts with a prefacetariby Salmond himself (6 pages), followed
by a two page list titled “Gains from independen@eshort introduction about the guide itself
(5 pages) and a 30 page summary of the entire mriteen the case for independence is laid
out in ten thematic parts: The case for indepenel€32 pages), Scotland’s finances (24 pages),
Finance and the economy (42 pages), Health, wallband social protection (48 pages),
Education, skills and employment (21 pages), Irdgonal relations and defence (49 pages),
Justice, security and home affairs (19 pages), rBnment, rural Scotland, energy and
resources (37 pages), Culture, communications aithld17 pages) and Building a modern
democracy (37 pages). This ten-part presentatiins@veral subparts accounts for about half
of the total volume of the guide. The rest is matla “questions and answers” section (209

pages) covering 650 points, plus an additionaldiotif five annexes of 29 pages, and endnotes.

There is a whole annex exclusively dedicated tstohy, titled “Scotland’s
Constitutional Journey”. It sums up the joined drigtof Scotland and the UK over five pages
in 18 points. The first point acknowledges therntwened history of Scotland with that of the
UK in such term “Scotland has a long history, bashan independent nation before the Treaty
of Union, then within the United Kingdom as a reeisgd nation with our own institutions and

legal system.” (p. 584).

My first overall impression regarding the guidehat it is user-friendly. Each section
can be read independently, allowing the readerdw$e the guide selectively. The language
is simple, sentences are generally short. Thismeot does not offer any alternative point of
view or arguments against independence. Througlifgpghrasing, footnotes or brief
presentations, we can see that it addresses nothesupporters of the ‘Yes side’, but attempts
to reach the broadest audience possible. Its siggilelegant and colourful design makes it
even more agreeable to read. It also uses manyr@scand several infographic figures. The
black of the text aside, blue is the dominant cgl@and set on the white background is

reminiscent of Scottish national colours and tHgrea
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Firstly, I will present my basic assumptions refyjag what | expect to find in my source
regarding historical references, based on the éteat framework and the tendencies
established in previous chapters. Secondly, | pvédlsent my method of analysis. Then, | will
interpret my results by confronting them with thedary.

1. Basic assumptions

Previously, while presenting the main charactesstif Scottish nationalism and the ideology
and practice of the SNP, | have implied that thett&h case, while presenting many features
conforming to the theory or comparable to otheesasonstituted aui generisexample of
modern, Western nationalism. However, this hasdetgérred me in the slightest to decide to
apply classical theory to analyse the SNP discarapproach to independence. This is indeed
S0 because the party definesragson d’étreas to establish an independent Scotland on the
model of a nation-state. This Scottish nation-staitews the gellnerian definition. Therefore,
there should be in the political discourse a cer&anphasis on Scottishness (who belongs to
the nation). Additionally, Gellner’s definition irfips that individuals form a nation on two
conditions: that they share the same culture andgrése themselves as part of the same
group!® Shared history represent one of the most commas teeconvey a sense of common
culture, and as such should have a certain plaadl inationalist discourses. The theories
established based on the analysis of nationalisements from the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries naturally fail to take into considerattbe context of the twenty-first century. Yet,
those conditions, especially in Western societigect greatly the constructions of
nationhood:®! so | still expect historical references to berapartant strategic device used by
Scottish pro-independence politicians. The treathfENP manifestos foreshadows an absence
of such references, but the political reforms idtrced by the SNP and the speech of some of
its prominent members like then First Minister Saihti counteracts this trend, thus | believe

there could still be a rhetorical resort to histtorype found.

As seen previously, Scotland was independent tn&iAct of Union in 1707 and went
through a profound phase of rediscovery and pranotf an idealised past during the
Romantic period. Scotland has even continued tebcate its victories over the English

successive invasions ever since Bannockburn. Sosbaeld expect to find, if not direct

180 Gellner, [1983], 2006:6-7.
181 Sutherland, 2005:186.
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emphasis on a glorious past, at least referenaéisagthat Scotland has managed well once
while independent, and could thus do better byfitsece more. In addition to references to
earlier independent times, | would expect to fitldeo use of references to the past aiming to
prove the out-datedness of the Union, as in th& 20énifesto.

Levinger and Lytle assert that the triadic struetof nationalist rhetoric can be used to
“predict the potential vectors of development ofedfic contemporary nationalist
movements®® It is indeed very frequent to find in today’s maialist movements many
occurrences of references to a glorious past; maydern nationalism in Europe tend to restore
an idealised version of their past to support presl@ims and mobilise masses, like Macedonia
very recently in an attempt to strengthen the maficentiment and present a new image
regionally and internationalf?® Therefore, expecting to find in the white-paper a
confrontation between glorious past and utopianréuiseems to be a rational assumption.
Regarding the present, one could expect to fintestants attributing economic or social
challenges to the Union. (Since the SNP has begavarnment already, thus accountable for
the present state of things, it is doubtful thaythwill describe the present in a detrimental
fashion.) | could also expect mentions of a losd amresponsible party, namely the loss of
political independence to the British governmdsinally, since Scotland seeks to secede from
Westminster, it seems reasonable to assume thamnantion of Unionism and UK/English

politics would be derogatory.

2. Analysis of Scotland’s future

2.1. Methods

As already announced in the introduction, | havelieg a twofold method of analysis to my
source. The first approach was a traditional qathe text analysis, focusing on the main
theme of historical references. My conception ctdrical references is quite broad and
inclusive. | have primarily been looking out foryadtistinct mention of a historical event, time
or figure, as well as any appeal to the sharedgidke nation and the general notion of history
and phenomenon rooted in the past. | have alsogtedtion to the definition of Scottishness
in the document and of any element relating todiléural aspect of national identity. The

182 evinger & Lytle, 2011:177.
183 vangeli, 2011.
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second approach was of a more quantitative nahdevas made through a digital analysis of
the same source. This method belongs to the fietditical discourse analysis (CDA) and is
called automated semantic tagging, because isrefiea statistical research made by a software
based on a pre-defined list of terms and elemeotsexted to the specific notion under
investigation — history and the past in my casesdd the program Wmatrix, developed and
owned by the University of Lancaster, which itgelies on the semantic taggers USAS. The
USAS taggers contains 21 discourse fields (eacteddw a letter), including one for ‘Time’
(T) (see figures 3 to 5Yhe tags established for each category comesdroEnglish semantic
lexicon. The software generates the results inftmen of a list of ‘key semantic tags’
(abnormally prominent notions in the source). Boabives an overview of the number of
instances for each of the recurring terms for e tof discourse selected (Relative Query
Term Relevance score) and has a concordance fanghach makes it possible to compare
the use of the same term or notion based on itexbof production. Examples of tables of

concordances for ‘history’ have been reproducedinnex 3.

USAS automated semantic tagging is an interestppyoach because it enables to
examine the grammatical tense employed dominamtilge source as well, and in a source of
almost 700 pages like mine, this would have betarlyttime-consuming. It also presents the
advantage of having a wider and standardised getmf to look for, which reduces the bias
of manual coding. However, an automated tagsetaandmputerised analysis may lead to
missing subtle distinctions in the use of histoBp in order to make my analysis as reliable as
possible, | have based it on the confrontatiorestilts produced by both approaches.
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A B C E
General and abstract The body and the Arts and crafts Emotional actions,
terms individual states and processes
F G H I
Food and farming Government and the Architecture, Money and
public domain buildings, houses and commerce
the home
K L M N
Entertainment, sports | Life and living things | Movement, location, Numbers and
and games travel and transport measurement
O P Q 5
Substance, materials, Education Linguistic, actions, Social actions, states
objects and states and processes and processes
equipment
T W X Y
Time The world and our Psychological Science and
environment actions, states and technology
processes
Z
Names and grammatical words
Figure 3. The USAS tagset top-level domains. (Arehal., 2004).
T1.1.1 Time: Past
T1.1 Time: TLL2Tme: 1y ) 5. Time:
Present;
General : Asynchronous
simultaneous
T1 Time T1.1.3 Time: Future
T1.2 Time: Momentary
T1.3 Time: T1.3+ Time period: long
T TIME. Period T1.3- Time period: short
T2 Time: T2+ Time: Beginning
Beginning and
ending T2- Time: Ending
T3 Time: Old, T3+ Time: Old; grown-up
new and young;
age T3- Time: New and young
T4 Time: T4+ Time: Early
Egrlylate T4- Time: Late

Figure 4. The USAS tagger ‘Time’ and its sub-catiego (source: University of Lancaster,

http://ucrel.lancs.ac.uk/usas/semtags_subcateqoxigs
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T1.1.1 Time: Past

AD backwardness historically pre-war Saxon
ago backwards history prehistoric Saxon
already Baroque hitherto prehistory saxon
Ammonite BC immemorial primaeval 5AXONS
anachronistic bvgone 1story primeval sometime
annal cavalier Jacobean primordial sometime
annals caveman mediaeval quondam Stalin
antediluvian classicism medieval Raj then
archaeological | Conguistadors | memorabilia record throw-back
atavistic garlier Mesolithic records throwback
Aztec earlier museum regency tradition
Aztecs earliest museum fegency victorian
B.C. early MUSeums Eegency victorian
back Edwardian Napoleonic regress Victoriana
back-pedal Edwardian nostalgic régression Victoriana
back-pedalling | ex once renaissance Victorians
back-timing eX- one-time restoration Viking
backcloth foregone originally retro-active viking
backdate formerly passed retrospect Vikings
backdated® Georgian past retrospective vesterday
backdated heritage past retrospectively | vesterdays
background historica pedigree Foman vesteryear
backward historical period rovalist

* Sometimes the same ferm appears several fime because of different grammatical categories

Figure 5. Example of terms associated with a sulegrary, (source: University of Lancaster,

http://ucrel.lancs.ac.uk/usas/semtags_subcateqoxigs

2.2. Lexical analysis

167 383 words o$cotland’s Futurdnave been automatically tagged by the USAS systein a
spread into 381 semantic categories. Based omigsas tool Wmatrix, the most prominent
topoi are the government (4 467 words), the fui@et68) and money and pay (2 319).
Unsurprisingly, the topos of history does not apmesaone of the prominent themes of the
white-paper. Out of a total of 8 852 words taggethe category ‘Time’, only 360 related to
the past, whereas 947 related to the present,henfiifure reached an outstanding score of 3
468 words. Statistically, we can conclude thatdnists rarely invoked in the document (there
are 0.21% of the words of the source relating ¢opihst, against 2.07% for the future), but that
there are still many occurrences of referencebdqast. For a more detailed presentation of

the inquiries and results from Wmatrix, see annex 3
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The lexical analysis based on selected marketheofriadic structure (past-present-
future) shows that quantitatively, the rhetoricdifinitively turned towards the futursee
figure 6 and annex 4fven the present occupies more room than thelassions to the past
represents only a fourth of all time-marked allasiaBut the prominence of the future over the
past in the discourse had been expected sinceothegs the studied document was to present
a convincing case for an independent Scotland dfter referendum. Furthermore, the
document’s title Scotland’s Futurgas well as the first lines (“Scotland’s referemdan 18
September 2014 is a choice between two futuresf)air@ady set the tone.

Terms used to refer to the past ... the present ... the
future
; Present
History, (adi t
s : adj.), a )
Past historic, Heritage 1), Today Now
e present,
historically
presently
Number of occurrences 23 89 44 68 31 102 241
Total occurrences 156 201 241
Total in percent 26% 34% 40%

Figure 6. Summary table regarding lexical occurresiceferring directly to the past, present and fetu

However, there is still a significant number ofenefnces to the past and of Scotland’s
history and cultural heritage. Those referencenatespread evenly thorough the document.
For instance, many historical references are cdratex on the part of the manifesto written
by Salmond himself, which does support what waslenged in Chapter 3. Regarding
historical events or figure, only one is mention@dbert the Bruce (p. 584), praised in the text
for his role in laying the foundations of Scotlasmi@onstitutional journey to independence.
Bannockburn is not mentioned. Surprisingly, OliG@omwell is the second historical figure
named, in the same paragraph, regarding the comeaitivhe founded within which Scotland
was integrated for a brief period, marking a hiatusis independence period preceding the
Acts of Union. The parliamentary union of 1707 (tieé crown union) is mentioned 16 times,
albeit half occurs in the annex about Scotlandrsstitutional journey. In this part, the Jacobite
rising of 1745 is also mentioned, as well as thenedrule movement and the first world war,
and all three events are said to have played andet@nt role for the Scotland’s present
situation and path towards independence. Thoseieaea used to set the present debate in a
historical context, like the theory predicted, witle effects of granting a certain emotive power
to the struggle for independence, but the factithsiplaced in an annex rather than in the core

of the text attests of the deliberate will of thdFSnot to link it directly and obviously to its
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main argumentation for independence. By avoidingning Bannockburn, Wallace and
Arbroath, and even Burns, they take their distamitle their more traditional references, and

present a new, more neutral and thus palpabletinarita a broader audience.

The term ‘past’ appears 23 times, but often, itsdoet refer to more than four decades
back in time. Although not mentioned often, thdieapast always bear a positive connotation,
with one notable exception p. 221: “We will have thpportunity to design our overseas
footprint based not on an imperial past or a ddsirgglobal power, but on what works for
Scotland in the modern world.” There the past isxample of what not to do. In this particular
case, the past referred to is the imperial ones, timectly referring to the Union.

‘History/historical/historically’ appears 89 timesmnong which three times associated
with the adjective ‘proud’, and three more withritp. History, except when used to describe
the UK’s debt, bears an overall positive meanind anused to bolster the strength and
resourcefulness of Scotland and its people. ‘Stotiistory’ appears only once and ‘history of
Scotland’ twice. The collocation ‘our shared higtcaippears three times, but there are no
mention of ‘collective’ or ‘national history’. Theotion of ‘heritage’ is often used as a synonym
to collective history, but helps to better defite fpast as a cultural frame for the present,
without opening up the identity question. The seoée“Our rich heritage gives Scotland its
sense of place and underpins our understandingrgfast, our present and our future” (p. 309)
is a good example of this rhetorical technic.

‘Heritage’ appears 44 times in total, almost twasemuch as the term ‘past’, and half
as often as ‘history/historic/historically’. 28 t&®, heritage is used loosely as a substitute too
history and in association with Scottish inheritedture, and three more times specifically
linked to the adjective ‘Scottish’. This suppotte ttrend identified by Nora, among others,
about a shift from history to memory. ‘Memory’ hoves does not appear at all in the text.

The qualitative part of my analysis applied to éixeerpts of text mentioning the past
has allowed me to identify five main thematic enyglef history. The first one concerns
history in the making, with four instances, andistisg on the historical character of the
referendum and the very special opportunity itespnts to act now for what would become a
milestone in future Scottish history. The secontegary regroups all positive employs of
historical references, with nine instances, presgihistory and tradition as a cultural resource,
but also as an economical asset for the cultunesing, as an example to follow for the future

and as an example to support that Scotland sucdeedthe past, and will again when
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independent. The third type of employs use historgstablish a continuity between the past
and the future and appears on 10 instances. Thihftype consists of obvious link of history
to national identity and cultural nationalism amhi@ins example of insistence of the need to
preserve and promote the inherited past (10 inegndhe fifth and last one gather all
depreciative and negative associations with hiséany counts 5 instances, and more than a
dozen other instances where history is associaidd the UK financial debt. For a more

detailed accounts of the instances noted for eatdgory, see annex 5.

2.3. Immediate observations and preliminary conols regarding

historical references

References to the past are mostly used as a waypoort further political and economic
argument, by offering the reassurance of experietnadition and practice. History is often
used in constructions like “a long history of...” ‘@ proud history...” which appeals to the
notion of history as tradition and emphasis theacdp and abilities of an independent
Scotland. This type of references suggest that&@wbhas already managed and succeeded in
the concerned fields for some time, and would hawdrouble continuing and eventually
expanding it to other sectors. Continuity betwees present and the independent future is
extremely emphasised on almost every possible mrtaand is often used to contrast with
the implementation of a new system/institution ntgarreplace an existing one. Historical
continuity is presented as a cultural referentfattis simultaneously necessary for the
consistency of the independence. The notion oficory also promotes the image of a
Scotland that has never ceased to be Scottishpéads to the particular Scottish identity, and
thus supports independence without ever statingrlglehat Scottish cultural nationalism

counts among the reasons to support independence.

Continuity is advertised as opposed to ruptur@rder to reassure the population and
mitigate the effects of a disruption like indepemcks which is simultaneously emphasised as
history in the making. It is quite interesting tote how the SNP alternates between points of
view: there is a will to say that history is beimgde by independence, by taking an entirely
new direction, breaking distinctly with the pastgayet there is a simultaneous attempt to insist
on a smooth continuity between before and aftezpeddence. The SNP walks a median line,

oscillating between rupture and continuity in itoric, thus taking the safest bet on how to
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speak to both sides of the debate: it suits thdse want a break from the UK all the while
reassuring those who fear the same break. Thisdstis apparent with the opening for double

citizenship (British and/or Scottish), page 497.

The UK is never antagonised and the past of Sabthatinin the UK is not ignored nor
mitigated. The union is not explicitly described @#-dated (although the fact of always
associating a date to the Union, as if there hawh Iseveral, or calling it the “300-year-old
Union” underlines its ancient character and coulggest out-datedness rather than praise its
endurance). On several instances, British culideadtity is promoted and set on equal footing
with Scottish identity. Other British nations ahe tUK in general are actually presented as the

best allies and closest partners for an indepersiesitand.

| find it fascinating to see what has been included removed from the history annex:
we have a history that goes back to the originghef kingdom of Scotland, even if the
“Constitutional Journey” of Scotland, as this anreetitled, should technically not start before
the first attempts of Scotland to gain constitusilorights within the UK. We find without
surprises all the main victories and milestonéefrise to power of the SNP, but also mentions
of other movements supporting home rule in gregilde Yet many important events have
been left out. For instance, this annex states Hwhe Rule failed because of external
circumstances, mostly the Great War, when in athtrit was never largely supported and met
opposition from within in Scotland. Page 585, Lahdhe traditional opponent of the SNP in
politics (and supporter of the ‘No’ side of theerfndum), is directly accused of having
“abandoned its support for Scottish Home Rule,caigh this remained an important issue in
Scotland”. In another paragraph, more parties suipgodevolution are accused of having
abandoned the cause, naming especially the Coniseisyand how they campaigned for a
‘No’ vote in the referendum of 1997 while suppogtithe Scottish parliament once establish.
History there is not truly rewritten but rather giified to a point where certain important
nuances are ignored, letting the reader beliexeefaf stronger and longer historical tradition
supporting independence. It also reminds the reafddre position of the SNP in defending
Scottish interests in front of the UK and its camstoyalty to the cause in comparison to other
parties. The SNP and its own history are portrayey positively: “In the 2007 Scottish
general election, the SNP formed the single larpadly “, “That Government restored free
education for Scotland’s students and introduced firescription charges and the council tax
freeze.”, “In the 2011 general election the SNP &@oment was returned with an absolute

majority, a rare achievement in a proportional ngtsystem.”, (p. 587). Under the cover of
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history, it becomes then possible for the SNP teapa narrative that would be otherwise not
consistent with its ideology and practice. Wherbasindependence is defended by the right
to self-rule based on the promise of better econ@mccess, this historical account legitimates

independence by granting it a longer and strongepart tradition.

There are few but definitive instances where hystord the shared past are said to be
prominent markers of Scottish identity. However,ewhreferences to the past are used to
support cultural arguments, they are distinctly enadlependently of the political ones. On the
other hand, the historic environment of Scotland @a cultural and heritage industry are
presented in connection with economic argumentkerathan linked to cultural identity.
Indeed, the Scottish cultural and historical hegetés presented as an economic asset, able to

attract more visitors and make profits.

3. Interpreting the results Scotland’s futuré analysis in regard to

the theory of nationalist discourse and rhetoric

The first conclusion that can be drawn from theklat references to the past and the
preponderance of the future in the SNP’s argumientdbr Scottish independence is that
Scotland does not demand independence “in orddafend a threatened ancestral culture” but
instead choses independence as “the most effagtlydo promote the political agenda of the
left in a neoliberal era®®* Thorough the course of the last decades, the foe@nancipation
from the UK has increased each time London tookva political direction, mostly neoliberal
restructuring, that Scotland’s nationalists viewaeda threat to the interest of the Scottish
nation. The economic aspect of Scottish indeperelbas definitively taken precedence, both
in political discourse, in the media and amongwbters, over the identity question, turning
the question “Should Scotland be independent” tould an independent Scotland be an
economically viable nation-statehe Telegrapheported 20 interviews from ‘yes’ and ‘no’
voters from all over Scotland and from differentiseeconomic backgrounds a week after the
vote, and only three of them mentioned that thetevhad been motivated by the cultural,

historical and identity aspect of Scottish natismal whereas seven evoked political reasons,

184 Jackson, 2014:50.
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and ten economic oné¥. So no matter the side the voters chose, this irited sample of

interviews shows that the past played very littlie in the referendum outcome.

In the main, the analysis’ results show both instanof divergence and compliance
with the theoretical framework established, thedseidentified through SNP’s practice and

the assumptions made beforehand.

3.1. The triadic structure @cotland’s Future

and the prominence of the future

The overall discourse is very much articulated glanpast-present-future’ structure
and seems to comply with Levinger and Lytle’s tigagtructure theory2® The past mentioned
is on some occasions used as a model for the fiandean a few others used as a reminder of
Scotland’s greatness. It is often used to sugbasbiecause of this past, Scotland will do good
in the future, but it is not said to be a pastdaeksto revive in the future. The present is not
described explicitly as decaying. This would beugéhmistake for the SNP since it has been
in charge of the government in the seven years poidhe referendum, and criticising the
present openly would result in accusing themsediemt having done well-enough, and thus
not be a convincing model for governing an independcotland. Nevertheless, there is a
‘prescription’ made by the SNP regarding what taeam ought to do and how they should act
to achieve the promise of a better future. Histefgrences are used to remind the nation about
what it stands for and of this future being its coom destiny, waiting to be fulfilled. The
utopian future is of course an independent futoménot only. The white-paper provides a very
detailed overview of this future, and this futuseaften portrayed as a continuation with
elements from the past, especially regarding Sto#tructures that are already independent
from the UK (schools and university, internatiorghtions, judiciary system, etc.). Through
the apparent compliance to the triadic structueety) the SNP’s discourse appears to present
typical characteristics of nationalist politicakdourse and rhetoric. The past may be strongly
outweighed by the present and the future, yetstilspresent and used as a rhetorical device
to convince voters of the legitimacy, soundnessraadts of the independence project and the

SNP’s argumentation.

185 Sawer, 2014.
186 |_evinger & Lytle, 2001.
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Rhetorical appeals to the past are far less impbittan in individual speeches of SNP’s
members, and even Salmond in his introduction @ovthite-paper has managed not to quote
Burns and keep his history plea sober and limiiekpite the intent of the party to gather
Burns to their cause during the campaign, ther®iseven a short inspirational quotation on
an introductory blank page. The trend of being lkgsty turned towards the future persists.
However, the past is more present than what has tleserved by Leith and myself in the

manifestos from 1970 to the last elections befbeaeréferendum in 2011.

3.2. A limited and hesitant resort to an ambigupast

The dominance of the future has to be replacedarspecific position of the SNP as more than
a party for independence, as a true political pavtgre generally, the SNP’s discursive
priority, following its accession to government,shbeen to construct its own nationalist
narrative in order to adapt its policy agenda sonéw status, all the while maintaining an
agenda for independence. The independence ageptiesra huge disruption with the present
situation, and its discourse is now particularlgvant and scrutinised by the population. The
narrative defined must therefore simultaneouslsgné the government as competent in the
present without shutting down the mobilisation thee utopian future they wish to achiee.
Because of the democratic context, forming a migjgovernment is not enough for the SNP
to declare secession. Independence needing tohevad through a popular vote first, the
SNP finds itself in the peculiar situation of hayito appeal to voters who do not necessarily
support the nationalist cause. And this transgiregtly in its rhetorical strategy through the
preponderance of the future, but yet an attentiainé past more important than usually. The
SNP seems to be holding to some vestigial histopaeallels and to alternate between using

history as a positive force and as a negative omedbilise to its cause.

Making general observations of the overall discewfsthe SNP during the referendum
campaign, Whatley comes to the following conclusiegarding historical references, with

which | concur in light of my own analysis 8totland’s Future

“Subsequent to the launch of the present referenghawess there has been surprisingly little
appeal to history. No longer are nationalist pcitns making the claim that Scotland was

bullied into union with England in 1707. The alléga that the Scots had been ‘bought and

187 Arnott & Ozga, 2010a:338.
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sold for English gold’ is still heard, but more aft behind closed doors. Neither is the
independence vote in September being presentdteagpportunity for Scots to regain their

country’s long-lost freedom after three centurieEnglish hegemony*#8

But not only are references to the past limite@aotland’s Futurgthey are also very vague,
with very few concrete examples regarding sped@fients or figures. References to the past
are dominated by the words ‘history’, ‘historicahd ‘historically’, employed to imply either
continuity or rupture. Terms like historical andtorically are associated with other terms or
phrases where they only seem to mean ‘old’ or &miti They are very ambiguous for they do
not refer to a specific point in time. This ambigus further enhanced by the fact that in some
cases, it is possible to date a notion qualifiethesorical’ to either as pre-dating the Union,
or to the 1980’s.

3.3. From history to heritage, or how the SNP

coaxes referendum voters

On several occasions, the terms ‘(sense of) past’‘laistory’ appear to have been
replaced by ‘heritage’. Heritage implies a formhagtory or past anchored in the present and
relevant for the future. The transformation of pagnts into a modern day’s heritage offers
the SNP a strategic rhetorical approach to histioay allows them to include people who do
not necessarily feel in touch with the shared pasative Scots. It allows the party to present
the shared past of the Scots as a strength tatheefindependent nation, but not as a basis to
build a strong enough national sentiment upon tmeléndividuals of Scottish descent only as
today’s Scottish citizenry concerned by the natish@roject. Heritage does indeed not have
the same reach as history in nation-building. Arappears that the SNP intends to implement
a program of nation-building through existing hegi sites and national collections and future
ones. Additionally, the insistence on the fact thabttish history is being made ‘now’, at the
moment of the referendum, the party creatéieux de mémoirdor all Scottish residents, it
attempts to provide them with a collective, unifyimemory in which they have all a role to

play.

Only to some extent, the languageSaotland’s Futurdollows the trend revealed by

Leith in the SNP manifestos from 1970 to 2005jtfpartially attempts to separate the mention

88 Whatley, 2014:3.
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of the past from any sense of Scottishness oritlefirof cultural identity:® But it also gives
more attention to the safeguarding of the Scottistitage and its potential use as a cultural
strength and an economic asset, in comparisonthgtibontent of the previous manifestos. Far
from being surprising, | understand this deviafimm the trend primed since the 1970’s as an
attempt of the SNP to find the perfect rhetoricalnce that will allow them to mobilise the
greatest support. By stretching too much on thdittcanal boundaries of national identity, the
party risks losing the electoral support of traifl voters favourable to Scottish
independence. But satisfying those voters alometi€nough to guarantee enough support to
achieve anything. Therefore, the SNP has decideBcotland’s Futureto tune down the
identity discourse while still maintaining somehmt loose elements of it. This way, less
recalcitrant supporters and people whore are ribhie Scots’ would not be afraid by a too
nationalist discourse and would offer their votéawmour of independence.

3.4. A multilevel interpretation of nationalism

Hobsbawn claims that governments usually perceatmmalism differently than members of
the civil society, and that masses stress moren dftan politicians socio-cultural features
through which they identify as Scottisif.To some extent, | think that because of its intent
appeal to the masses more than ever during theenefiem campaign, the SNP has altered its
discourse and broken with its manifesto traditidreoiding all references to the past to
include only a few, which in the end gives the digse the conflicted character discussed
earlier. Rhetorical employs of history $totland’s Futurdnave somehow enabled the SNP to
reconcile its own inclusive, territorial conceptioh Scottishness with the one of the voters.
Indeed, before the referendum, the SNP’s definibbrScottishness diverged from others,
found not only among the population, but also amssiwplars and the media.

Through about 60 interviews of Scottish party reprgatives analysed qualitatively,
and survey data collected among the populationr&juand Soule identify a very different
conceptualisation of the Scottish nation betweeth Isamples. They remark that the civic
elements of Scottish nationalism are of particurgyortance for the elite’s construction of the
Scottish nation, but not as much for the citizemrlgo is more concerned of defining

nationalism/their Scottish identity in terms of @thelements (birth, descent, common culture,

189 @jth, 2008.
190 Hobsbawn, 1990.
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even physical aspect); often, in the populatioriscalurse, the elements of civic Scottish
nationalism are actually abséfitSo for politicians, emphasis is made on the cagpect of
the nationalist movement and project, whereas tpilation holds on to a more traditional
conceptualisation of nationalism. In terms of résohistorical references and arguments, this
results in political elites deliberately avoidingetn as much as necessary to guarantee the
inclusiveness of their vision of the nation andupport the claim that anyone residing within
Scottish borders is Scottish. Whereas for theakite members of the nation, the past is still
important as a factor of their Scottish identityt Is also an important reminder of a time when
Scotland was independent and is remembered to hfavet always prospered, at least
managed well enough without the UK. This aspecaittish nationalism contradicts Smith
consideration of reminding the members of the madictheir glorious past as the responsibility
of the natioA® since in the case of Scotland, it is in fact te®ge who like to remind

themselves of their glorious past, rather thamptbigicians do.

There is also a clear distinction between the ptddastory in the scholarly analysis of
the independence question in Scotland compared patiitical discourse. Scholars of
nationalism often turn to the past to identify aiand processes of evolution able to explain
the present situation, and naturally, their analgéitoday’s situation bears many marks of this
attitude which gives a maybe far too disproportienexpectation of weight to the past in
contemporary nationalist rhetoric. Most studiesut&rottish independence published around
the time of the referendum focused on the histbti@Union and unionism ideology, whereas
those elements are kept quiet in the political she&his attests of the two levels at which
Scottish nationalism operates: on one hand we hbhgescholarly analysis of Scottish
nationalism that tries to tie it to the generabities of emergence of political nationalism (like
Hroch three phase model), and on the other hanthawe the political argument that does not

follow any known model of development.

The Scottish press is known for having a generanist bias and is generally very
critical of the SNP2® So maybe this could explain why the media covetirgcampaign of
the independence referendum adopted a definitioinefScottish nation different from the
inclusive one of the SNP. Or maybe the media ogfiected the general definition adopted by
its audience. Regardless of the reason, | haveeatbthat historical arguments to independence

91 Murray & Soule, 2012:99, 137.
192 5mith, 1994:18.
193 McGarvey & Cairney, 2008:41-42.
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where more present in the press than they wereolitical discourse. When the SNP
endeavoured to not link the anniversary of Bannaoktio the referendum, the press titl.
Interviews of voters of both side tended to ofteport or oppose independence by mentioning
historical arguments. The ‘No’ side insisted theg Union had worked for 300 hundred years,
and so no reason to change things. The ‘Yes’ stgqsosaw Scotland as the historical land of
the Scots and as such, as a land that ought toifeown state. They also used the 300 hundred

year-old Union argument to claim that it was andatied modet®®

3.5. The discursive ‘other’

The trend regarding the reduction of anti-Englishtsnent identified in previous manifestos
continues here. Attacks are very specifically teedemostly against the Labour party. The
English and the British are the main ‘other’ id&et in the text, but attacks against them are
limited to the scope of politics. The animosityasher directed to Westminster by defining the
political party in power as the enemy, the ‘othedther than the British system itself.
Culturally, the English are actually portrayed piosly, as historical friends and neighbours.
Britain is not perceived as a hindrance to Scottigtural emancipation. Usually, the SNP has
been strongly critical over the New Labour partat&gy to resuscitate British national identity
to fight anti-Unionism sentiment8® But on the contrary, iScotland’s FuturgBritish history
and the notion of the shared past of Scotland witte UK are described as a strength and as
something that independence would not take awadQ®,. 497 and 500). British identity is not
seen as competing, but as a complement to theiscotte. By emphasising the historical
bounds between Scottishness and Britishness, the &N¥ures voters that an independent
Scotland would not mean that they have to choosedan two identities. It also proves that
there is a clear distinction between political anttural nationalism, and that both can work

independently.

The notion of all residents of Scotland being 8sbtis not as stressed as in previous
manifestos, but it is still this definition thatlde regarding who would be Scottish in case of
independence. The SNP thus maintained his verg @wd inclusive view, despite more
mentions than ever of the role of cultural heritagshaping national identity (p. ix, 215 and

194 Johnson, 2013 ; Johnson, 2014.
195 Swanson, 2014.
19 Mycock, 2012:53.
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216). History and cultural heritage are presengededting the Scottish nation apart from the
rest of the UK and are used to steer nationalisieprmong the voters. Nonetheless, there is
not insistence on a shared past as a criteria lohbmg to the nation. The SNP does not
consider non-national people living within its bersl as ‘others’. On the contrary, the white-
paper defends immigration and multiculturalism aScattish tradition, and most of all, a
strength. This view is not new and is intrinsicdilyked to previous elocutions. Salmond
supports indeed that “different traditions do noetl@rmine [Scottish] culture; they enhance it”
and that unlike other UK parties, his does not ‘diversity as a threat®” The SNP tries to
capitalise on multiculturalism and immigration tatiger more support, and it has proven a
successful strategy, for groups like the ‘AsiantSdor Independence’ and ‘New Scots for

Independence’ have emergéd.

But the SNP also presents a plan in its white-pdpeassimilate non-Scots by
supporting the development and dissemination ofttlStoidentity. It suggests to actively
support Gaelic culture and language, and has aentiah for promoting Scottish history and
culture through museum institutions and “to engsbe¢ the people of Scotland gain the full

benefit from our rich historic environment” (p. 314

The SNP’s ideology and its position on the cengfeth the traditional scope of British
politics distinguish it from most other contempag@révestern European nationalist parties. This
position defines its conception of the nation afebWwelongs to it, which in turn influences the
use of traditional nationalist strategies of maaition based on cultural identity. In definitive,
because of its inclusive conceptualisation of $slutiess, the SNP has to constantly watch

carefully its appeals to shared past and history.

3.6. A strategic reluctance to references to thetp® promote

inclusion

Mycock claims that “the SNP deploys a form of ‘lHasheep nationalism’ that seeks to
denigrate rival constructions of Scottish natiadehtity whilst overlooking limitations in their

own understanding of the Scottish nation and natism.”° My own analysis concludes

97 NP, 2006c.
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similarly. | notice that the SNP voluntarily try tut itself from a definition of a Scottish
identity based on common experiences achieved ghroultural and historical heritage in the
first place, to adopt a more civic, modern, inchasdefinition of Scottishness based on the
attachment to the territory. However,Sootland’s Futureoo, the SNP overlook the limitation
of its own understanding. Firstly, appeals to tlmenmon past are not entirely banned.
Secondly, the preservation of the Scottish cultbealtage and historical landmarks, and the
celebration of Scottish nationi@ux de mémoireccupies an important place. This attitude is
contradictory at best, and is the reason why | agownith Mycock’s statement. Moreover, there
is a startling contrast between the detachmerteoSNP with the shared past and history in its
previous manifestos, Salmond’s habit of using hisabreferences in his elocutions, the SNP’s
practice and political reforms to enforce the diss@ation of Scottish history and the ideology
expressed ilscotland’s FutureThis lead me to perceiicotland’s Futures a rhetorical act
aiming to mobilise as many voters as possible bigfgag simultaneously both those already
convinced by the nationalist project and thoséstéptical. My analysis of the place of history
in the independence discourse of the SNP challetigesotion of civic nationalism. The
ambiguity created by different attitudes towardstdry in previous discourses and practices
reveals itself in on unique discursive place fa finst time inScotland’s Futurelt makes me
wonder if what the SNP actually means when it lagsanybody living in Scotland is Scottish,
is not in reality that anybody residing in Scotlaaceentitled to become Scottish, and to do so
must adopt Scottish culture and learn about thetyi®f the nation.

After evidencing this conflicting situation, | hagzeme to formulate the hypothesis that
the SNP follows two distinct discursive stratedi@sed on cultural identity that form a more
holistic plan. This plan aims of course to achisndependence and is twofold: while there is
a plan to achieve independence on the short terough a vote by the majority of the
population, there is a sort of contingency, longrtastrategy consisting in shaping the minds
of the future voters. The short-term one aims thitise the majority of the population to the
nationalist project by insisting on a favourablaufe for the nation, whereas the long-term one
focuses on the past. The voters are encouragedppos independence through a very
inclusive discourse that has abandoned the ide8coftishness in favour of the idea of
Scotland. But in the meantime, the youth are taagbthool about Scottish history and culture,
and Scottishness. The short-term strategy hasifadear, with the victory of the 'No' on the
2014 referendum, but the SNP has not yet given ng ia already planning for a new
referendum, probably in 2019. In 2014, alreadyaid lappeared that the 'yes' was dominant
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among the youngest voters; based on a survey ctatluomediately after the referendum,
71% of the 16-17 year-olds voted for independenod, 29% of them against, whereas the
tendency was opposite among eldest voters (age?85+ similar phenomenon has been
observed in the questions about identity in thel2@H8nsus, with an equally high percentage of
71% among the 10-14 year olds who consider to logtiSlc only and not British (against the
national average of 62%), whereas the highest ptgxge of people considering themselves
both Scottishand British was found among the eldé%t.Could this be seen as a sign of a
successful long-term strategy introduced through Imstory curriculum and heritage sites? In
2019, even more cohorts of former pupils trainecbeding to the SNP's history curriculum
reform will participate in the vote, and this coldd determinant. On a final note, | would like

to add that already, the inclusive strategy ofSh# seem to work:

“34% of all minority ethnic groups felt they hadnse Scottish identity either on its own or in
combination with another identity. The figure radgeom 60% for people from a mixed
background and 50% for those from a Pakistani ethroup, to 21% for those from an African

ethnic group. This compared to 83% for all peopl&totland .2

3.7. A Scottish exception?

The previous points show that to a certain deghesreferences to the pastSnotland’ Future
comply with the main aspect of the theory in tieialitative use, but that they also tend to
present deviances and rupture, especially basdgeogquantitative use of such references. By
not meeting some of the assumptions made basddsimamework, the SNP’s discourse and
rhetoric in Scotland’s Futurecan present a case supporting exceptionalism ottiSic
nationalism already evidenced by other scholatsnk that instead of talking about ‘Scottish
exceptionalism’, it would be more accurate, attléas/hat regards the rhetorical use of history
in the nationalist political discourse, to talk abtscottish particularism’. It is true that Scetti
nationalism does not fit all the traditional thedout when replaced in an explanatory context,
it all seems to make sense again, transforming adwdt! be interpreted as in rupture with the

theory into a simple deviance.

200 |ord Ashcroft Polls, 2014:3.
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Historian of modern Britain Ben Jackson, for ins@ndraws from the account of
British history of Anderson and Nairn to explainyv8cottish nationalism is an exceptfda.
Anderson and Nairn find in the industrial, econgnsocial and political development of
nineteenth century England a situation favourablihné development of imperialism, and that
it is this imperialism that allowed the British rmats to benefit of a somewhat unique status of
autonomy where no dominant culture was imposed them. In the case of Scotland, they
claim that the Union in imperial times was a higb&tisfying arrangements both for England,
Scotland and the Empire as a whole, and that rtesteonly to be doubted as an optimal
situation when “British imperialism was on its léesg” after the second world w& Jackson
states that the Anderson and Nairn historical amalizas remained the basis that informs
Scottish nationalist discourse today, and that t&tonhationalists apply a particular care to
establish a clear distinction between the Scotslaaé&nglish, mostly by presenting Britain as
an outdated model whose imperialist state has hadp8cotland. Although things have
greatly changed since Anderson and Nairn’s analgsisng back to the 1960s and 1970s,
“Scottish statehood is not so much about the esme®f a national identity as an instrumental
device for the realisation of a more egalitarianiety.”?°® This view, although maybe a bit
reductionist, cast a new light on the exceptiort ®eottish nationalism is. It suggests that
Scottish independence is only a secondary factat,that the SNP is a nationalist party in
name only, capitalising on the nationalist mobtlmato create a concurrent party able to win
over Labour voters. In that case, it should uséoriesimilar to the Labour narrative rather
than traditional nationalistic ones. On the othigle sthe similarities in ideology between
Labour and nationalist are quite complex and méohifdhe Labour party was indeed the one
who supported home rule for Scotland and providadymprominent politicians who later took
to the SNP, such as Jim Sillars. The strugglesagdeindustrialisation in the 1970s and 1980s
become a national one for Scotland who saw morename of its staple activities closing
(shipbuilding, coal mining, steel production and ozanufacturing). Naturally, many ideas
from Labour politics wear integrated to the Schttmationalist thinking. And this situation
ultimately led to the close connection betweentheking-class and the quest for home ife.

The arguments put forward by Jackson, Nairn andefgah and those supporting the
thesis of Scottish exceptionalism transpire indiseourse oScotland’s futurewhich is utterly

203 Jackson, 2014.
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concerned by political independence and econonpecs of the question. Discursively, |
think that Scottish nationalism is as much an eticegas one is willing to see. The (glorious)
past may not be so explicitly present in todayscdurse, but it is indubitably this myth that
has made it possible for Scottish identity to presetself through time, and to the idea of
independence to endure, albeit it is not what drivelependence today. Through time, the
political agenda, and thus rhetoric of the SNPéwasved towards something independent of
traditional models, focusing almost exclusivelyagaocial and economic utopian future. Yet,
the rhetorical structure employed by the SNP foavationalist models, with the dichotomy
‘negative present under British rule’ versus ‘utopiindependent future’, and it applies
traditional strategies of nationalism by still aefig an ‘other’ opposed to Scotland, although
the animosity is more limited. Scottish nationatat/e failed to update, voluntarily or not, the
portrayal of British politics, which have lately m® through great lengths to better represent

and integrate Scotland in Westminster.

The reference to the past as an argument in fasfandependence is not a prerequisite
of the discourse, but rather a rhetorical bonusdbilise. In some cases, its use can have the
opposite effect and demobilise some voters, whaadlgt fear or feel threaten by cultural
nationalism. Therefore, the absence of clear hestbreferences does not necessarily mean a

full divergence from the theory.

Conclusion chapter 4

The theory reviewed in previous chapters and thenasw of the SNP’s attitudes towards
historical references and the cultural definitidrboottishness have offered me a framework
through which to interpret the immediate resultsngfanalysis of the white-pap8cotland’s
Future It appears that the discourse deployed throughtbtoric ofScotland’s Futures to
some extent conform with the theory. The histotiorale is employed to unify the nation and
appeals to its cultural identity, to establish asgeof continuity and to determine the destiny
of the group. There is still a strong ‘past-predehire’ structure in the document, with an
important amount of temporal markers. However,ammounts of references to the past is not
as important as the theory would have suggesteeitahore prominent than in previous SNP’s
manifestos. Those already few instances of refeietwthe past is further undermined by the
outstanding weight of the future in the text. Alsbe notion of past remains vague and

ambiguous, with few concrete references to figuesnts or even date, and there is a
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contradictory use sometime of how they are deployed to what end. This attests of the
contentious attitude of the party regarding histamyg can be partly explained by the different
conception of the nation and who belongs to it tbamong politicians and in the masses.
Masses hold on to a definition closer to the thegnanting some importance to cultural

identity, heritage and the shared past, wherea$Sh wants to promote a very civic and

inclusive definition of Scottishness. The oscibbatibetween those two conceptions in the
document, along other incoherencies regardingttiiade towards history leads me to believe
that through this document, the SNP does not knbwrevit stands and is trying to strike a

balance that will help it appeal to the greatestber of voters from all backgrounds and satisfy
everybody’s reason to support the independencallizinvhere some choose to see Scottish
nationalism as a form of exceptionalism, | disagesal suggest to speak instead of
particularism, for | believe that there is a raibreason as to why Scotland deviates from the

theory which can be explained by paying more attartb the contemporary context.
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Chapter 5

Concluding thoughts: the influence of the

present-day context
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The confrontation of the results of my analysi§obtland’s Futurgo the framework built on
the existing theory and the empirical observatiminsrevious SNP’s practice and attitudes has
produced some conclusions and interpretations degathe use of rhetorical appeals to the
past that | would like now to re-contextualise iwider context. First, | will consider how the
present times can challenge the importance of tyistiod the past for nationalist discourse,
then | will focus on how the notion of sovereigigychallenged today and how it may affect
Scottish nationalism and the discursive practicghef SNP, and finally, | will broach the

guestion of the future for the history rationalgwst-nationalist political discourse.

1. History and nationalist discourse in (post)moder time

1.1. Less space available for historical referenicegolitics

As things are today, Scotland’s cultural ident#tyot threatened, and if anything, it is protected
by current policies and British support schemestg@dto museums and heritage institutions.
Westminster has allowed Scotland to retain its m@rlof identity, and most of them have
actually emerged after the Union. So Scottish natist claim for independence is actually
hard to defend from a cultural perspective totfaynd it may explain the reluctance of the
SNP to emphasise too much on cultural aspect amaism, including the national pasthis
can also explain why support for independence sa@greatly, and even more so why, in
order to mobilise for independence, the SNP hasthadsort to other discursive strategies
focusing on the financial and economic aspdntdefinitive, Scottish nationalism has nothing
to do with traditional national self-determinatioim other words, the appeal of Scottish
nationalism, as many nationalisms today, is theospe of the nationalism that seeks to bond
together people of common ethnicity, religion, atdt language and historical pa%t.

With the professionalisation of the historical msdions appeared a new method
inspired by a more scientific and objective apphoeslying on thorough investigation and
critical thinking towards the source material. Iedpold von Ranke’s own words, history
should portray the pastie es eigrntlich gewesdfas it actually was’). This new method and
concern for historical accuracy gave written higtarmore prestigious and factually reliable
status. History as a professional discipline thasame legitimate enough to be linked to

207 Mohan, 1999:161.
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political and mostly nationalist discourses frone thineteenth century onwards, which saw
several new states emerge. But today, history besrbe too much of a science to be crafted
into new narratives to promote national cohesiamtifermore, other competing point of view
and national histories are also available, andlitipians are caught obviously distorting facts
or presenting facts in a way that make the masselstdhem, they loss all credibility. In that
sense, resort to history becomes more and mongiriskday’s society. The right of the public
to reliable, impartial information and the respdiigly of the government in providing such
information?®® doubled with the existence of written or otheretyf stored records challenges
the opportunity for creating subjective historinakratives and nationalist myths. Because of
the higher political literacy of the populationstury always takes precedence over myth in
modern societies. It becomes harder to mythicigeohy, invent traditions, or even to simply
reinterpret certain elements or give them new nmggmiThe space for history in the nationalist

political discourse has become significantly namoand considerably more risky.

Quentin Skinner and his colleagues from the seedallambridge school of intellectual
history have urged historians to situate historeatnts in their context of production and
reception, because those episodes do not holdatime sneaning anymore when they are
reproduced, for example in political discout§&Even events entirely set in the past with no
disputable factuality can assume an underlying ingan the present and become subject to
the wrong type of interpretatidi® Thus, history can only be used to some limite@m@ixand
with great caution. Technically, references to gast and national history still holds the
capacity to unify, give a sense of continuity, asgeof common destiny and an emotional
power. But politicians have to be very careful nda@cause in multicultural society, shared
history could become a discursive factor of exangor some aspiring members of the nation,
because they could also lose supporters by gii@gumpression of focusing on the past instead
of the future and giving too much attention to edems that are not held in high regards
anymore. There is also a risk of using the pasthe present “for there are always
multidirectional interactions that produce the megs that emerge, or impede the ones that
fail to emerge, from an event or episod¥’So if the population understand the reference
differently than intended and consider that pabins have misused historical facts, it could
reflect poorly on their discourse and overall pcédit agenda. For instance, in the context of the
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rise of far-right populist parties in Europe whe aonsidered as nationalist, could Scottish
people see a establish a connection between thenthanSNP, if the SNP pays to much

attention to the history of the nation?

1.2. The production of national history in the camporary context

We have previously established that the saliencatbnal history to nationalism is to
help provide individuals with a powerful sensed#ntity in the present. This sense of cultural
identity came (and can still come) to be very uspdlitically in binding populations to their
states. National history arises as a responseetodtd for new forms of identity in a changing
world, and then became politically useful. The ayeece of national history was also a way
for nationalist elites to construct an adaptiveraiare for the nation in order to support their

project and mobilise massively around it.

History emerged as an academic discipline in beggnaf the nineteenth century, with
the creation of university chairs in history, thmeezgence of historical societies to collect and
disseminate historical documents and the increapirglication of historical professional
journals?*® However, historians then often confined themselwesesearch on their own
countries or nations, and their work rapidly becamneeniably connected to the political
sphere. Historians of that time were very oftero afsvolved in politics, and they used their
aura of scientific authority to defend the intesest the nation. Their works presented some
subjective idealisation and consisted more oftelringing complying evidence to support a
preconception rather than objectively analysingarce. So historians acquired the power to
“to provide a historical basis for tlibaimsto nationhood and political independence of states
that did not yet existed?** also by writing eulogistic national histories, approach later
criticised. In the twentieth century, there was@agng concern for objectivity with historians
such as those from the French Annales school'seluEebvre and Marc Bloch. The focus
shifted on mentality, local or supranational higt@ather than grand narratives and teleological
national histories. After the Second World War, gneat Western nations remained stable and
remembered the effects of nationalism as devagtalimerefore, a shift happened in European
historiography, resulting in a pluralisation of tiscal discourses and the abandon of

traditional national narratives influenced by po$it In the same period however, “minority

213 awrence, 2013:716.
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nationalism in Europe, such as those of Scotlang, (saught (...) to construct their own
national pasts as part of a political challengd&dominant national narratives of Britafi®.
After important success in the past, national hissohave lost their power today because they
drew from popular imagery surviving from pre-natibreras’’® Most of the prominent
ingredients of national histories went back to reedi and early modern times, and today this
repertoire appeared quite dry and no other, rem@mtonstitutes a decent substitute. Producing
new national histories is not interesting anymaurg] this general state of desuetude reflects
on the other discourses, including political onv@#l) a loss in interest for historical narratives

and references even among nationalists.

But for Charles Maier, nationalism and nationaltdries were only a phase
discontinuing supranational history writing. He @eg that the period ¢.1860-c.1980 was one
marked by the principle of territoriality and boredé political spacé!’ He joins the ideas of
Stuart Woolf who says that it is possible that tifaglition of ‘supra national’ history writing
and conceptualisation was only intermittently inieted by the era of the nation st&f&From
this perspective, we can wonder if the lack of dristl references in Scottish nationalist
political discourse could be linked to the factttl&xotland, despite aspiring to achieving
independence and forming a nation-state, has alreaolved beyond from this nation-state
phase. If it is the case, then it also explains theyScottish nationalist claim to independence

appears so detached from identity in general.

The absence of national histories appear as adist phenomenon of our time for a
multitude of factors already mentioned. In viewtlois trend, it is particularly reconsider the
somewhat faulty account of Scotland’s constitutigmarney to independence in the historical
annex ofScotland’s Futurethe SNP avoids providing the Scottish nation wglown national
history narrative. As seen in the discourse of &fotheritage sites, the SNP seems to be
willing, in some cases, to take the risk associatghl reinterpreting history and presented it
from a biased point of view, from a point of vievergng the nationalist cause for
independence.

215| awrence, 2013:721.
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2. Post sovereign nationalism and the SNP’s intertianalist

approach of nationalism

Nationalisms, nations and the nation-state are armgdr “a major vector of historical
development” today, they are no longer at the eeotreverything political as they used to
be?'® More and more of contemporary projects, may thegtonomic, political or cultural,
do not see the nation as a natural organising iptencThe old view of seeing the world only
in terms of rivalling nation-states has become tdisdan the new world order. Unlike in the
nineteenth and early twentieth century, nationafisvements are not required anymore for
political emancipation. Nationalism only, and indadence, is not enough anymore to build a
political program on. So another dimension thdtimk important to mention in my analysis
supporting the strategic omission of historicaérefhces in specific types of SNP discourse is

the internationalist nationalist approach of the®’SN

Without ever talking directly of a ‘post-sovereigtate’ or ‘post-nationalism’ in the
white-paper or during the referendum campaign, IN® supports the idea of not-so-strictly
independent Scotland. They take great emphasisaragteeing that borders will remain open
and that transit between English and Scottish wengdeuld not be a problem for people living
in one country and working in the other side orhvattaches on both sides of the borders,
suggesting a model similar to the arrangementaongbetween Northern Ireland and Ireland.
Also, they wish that many institutions and servicegh as the monarchy itself, but also the
Ordnance Survey or the Civil Aviation Authority, lixtontinue to be shared with the rest of
the UK. As far as the currency debate has gongydbead shall be retained for at least a while,
thus adding the Bank of England to the list of sHainstitutions. The government even
suggested delivering national passports to aldezgs from the day of independence, while
also offering people to preserve their British pasts, allowing dual citizenshf3® The
membership application of Scotland to NATO and Eié¢ is taken as a given in case of
independence. This vision of “Scottish autonomyadits the quest for Scottish statehood in a
more general reinterpretation of ideas about natigovereignty in the wake of European
integration and growing global economic interde k"2
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There is one prominent figure in the SNP that mattescribes himself as a ‘post-
nationalist’ rather than a nationalist: Alex Salrd@f? (Although it is possible that he only
meant it as a tactical move to detach himself éwgher from the nationalist stigma associated
with his party in order to give it more credibiliég a true, traditional and viable political party)
Despite Salmond being the only one openly claintimgelong to something more than
traditional nationalism, it emerges from the disseuand the vision of the SNP for the future
of Scotland that the party refuses to limit itgelf strict version of national self-determination
and seeks instead a compromise that would plap&sttfor the interests of the nation in the
end. Thus, we learn from the SNP’s discourse thattiSh nationalism, albeit still requesting
independence, intends to do so in a rather prageeasd modern fashion. This strategy can
be interpreted as a strategy to appease votergestigg that the journey to full independence
will be incremental rather than radical. For Jacksthis aspect of Scottish nationalism
accounts for an attempt of the SNP to reach a gteyts delicate balance between supporting
that Scotland requires independence to prospesriait reassuring sceptics that in the end, a
lot will remain the samé&3 In regard to this conceptualisation of nationaliapplied to
Scotland, it is natural to find that the rhetorictte SNP does not follow the traditional theory
about nationalist rhetoric. Some elements remaitighgt maintained, but in general, there are
great divergences that account for the gap betwbanstrategies should be followed in speech
by SNP politicians and is actually used in practi¢kink that the absence of a proper historical
argumentation for the case of a second age of erdignce for the Scottish nation illustrates
very distinctly those divergences and accountglgidar the exception of the Scottish model
of political nationalism. Now, the question remamniis more if Scottish political nationalism
is a true exception to nationalist theory, or ib&and, in reality, offers an example of post-
nationalism, where the form taken by its politicalttionalism is nothing more than the first
case of a new phase for nationalism and self-détetion, marked by a growing context of
international institutionalisation, a strong denaticr environment and a strong economic and

social international interdependence.

Thus, we can ask ourselves if nationalism is reallijberating process, and if secession is
necessary to obtain sovereignty in the presentegbnlt seems a bit paradoxical that, in a
context such as the one of the European Union aeddevelopment of supranational

institutions, emerging as a nation can only be dbmganted sovereign autonomy through

222 Quoted in Torrance, 2011:244.
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secession. Nationalists appear to find it reasguand a favourable context to become
autonomous within a supranational institution basedlaws, democratic procedures and
defined norms such as the European Union. Eurapéagration was a broadly discussed topic
in the independence referendum debate, and the BNRBefinitively pro-European.
Furthermore, the SNP itself tends to detach naltidleatity from political independence, and
thus state sovereignty. Somehow, through this natiseems to already be admitting to the
anachronism that is the creation of a Gellneriationestate, based on a nineteenth century
model, today. It seems that “current Scottish palit discourse has incorporated the
reconceptualization of sovereignty while it remaegsentially nationalist, thus confirming that
sovereignty and nationalism are two separate casit& Sovereignty are two different forms
of political practice, but in today’s globaliseddapost-sovereign context, they tend to merge
together, nationalism being understood as aimingeate a sovereign state. Yet sovereignty
can be achieved through other means than indepeadar establishing a new nation-state.
Especially from what transpires from the SNP’s digse, it appears that the party does not
wish independence for pursuing purely traditiorationalist projects, but only to obtain full
political and economic autonomy. In that sensegibed of the SNP can be achieved through
the notion of sovereignty alone, and not throughieaéng sovereignty only to be able to

“pursue some of the nationalist objectivés’.

3. Is there a future for history in post-nationalig

political discourse?

For Hobsbawn, “characteristic nationalist movemefthe late twentieth century are
essentially negative, or rather divisive”, and m@iity reject “modern modes of political
organization, both national and supranatiod¥ The modern nationalist struggle is different
from nineteenth and early twentieth century natisnaand nations in that they focus more on
political emancipation. The past may be broughtruprder to strengthen the identity of the
nation asking for more recognition, but not in #aene way, nor with the same force, as before.
The invocation of a common past today still reioés identity, but it cannot be used as a core

reason to why the nation needs independence. ity of the nation is not what is in
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guestion, and its markers of identity are not csiei In the present Western context, it is
important to notice that the culture, language ewehtually religion of those communities are
actually not threatened of extinction. Scottisharal sentiment, again, is not threatened by
British identity and politics, nor European identi©n the contrary, being part of the European
Union for instance means that a nation can befreiih new policies and financial support
aiming at the preservation of some elements a@lulisire. For example in Scotland, the revival
of the Gaelic language has received British andpeein funding. Furthermore, there are now
several international institutions helping natiopieserve their historical patrimony. In
Scotland, there are six UNESCO World Heritage Sites UK has a scheme aiming to support
financially the preservation and restoration of t8sb historical sites, and governments can
also apply to a wide range of other internationstitutions, including the EU for such funding.
More and more often, intangible and immaterial atpef a culture are also added to the list
of historical heritage, such as traditional daneessic, customs, crafts, jobs, etc. In other
words, the historical landmarks and heritage sifesgiven nation today, especially in Europe,
are rather protected than threatened, and it appgaonceivable that a country such as the
UK would choose to destroy the historical and aaltpatrimony of Scotland in an attempt to
reinforce the sense of British identity against tise of Scottish nationalism. Counter-
nationalism rarely emanates from the state. Mod&tes, hoping to avoid anxiety, rather tend

to concede more and more to regional nationalistgaments.

More and more scholars argue of the shift of naliem in the modern era, often
suggesting that regional nationalisms (and theonattate) are decreasingly relevant because
of globalisation and the new communication age.fBuSmith, global culture has little or no
influence at all on national identities and willvee replace them because it lacks historical
depth and memories. Smith thinks that the mobiigiower of nationalism as a marker of
identity comes from an ‘ethnic core’ constitutedsgmbols, myths, memories, culture, and
eventually language and religion, without whichréheannot be a collective identity because
collective identity is historically specific, in¢hsense that it is based on shared memories and
continuity between past and pres&itMoreover, we have seen that the identity of an
individual was a multi-layered construct in whichylabal culture would occupy its own layer
and would only enriched the individual's identitgtimer than challenged or take over his
national identity. The same can be said about agaan identity: it exists at a different level

than the Scottish one for instance and do not thneid It is interesting to note that the SNP
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does not conceive a future in which Scotland isanptart of the EU, and that Bcotland’s
Futureand through its discourse in general, it “conggacdual Scottish and European identity
to the exclusion of Britishnes$?® In this context, we could speculate that alsotohisal
references to the Scottish past, which excludesdallesance of the EU, would rather serve to
support a close relationship between Scotland arglaBd and the UK rather than Scotland
and the EU. And that maybe this could be anothesae supporting the reluctance to appeal
to the cultural past and identity of the Scottiglion in the discourse.

Conclusion chapter 5

Re-contextualising what has been evidenced int&équs chapters regarding nationalism in
general, Scottish nationalism and the discursieetares of the SNP shows that there are also
other external factors influencing how history ¢tenused by politicians and perceived by the
population. For instance, appealing to history asome riskier and less rewarding for
politicians today, and they have less control okew the population will react to it.
Additionally, the SNP is itself marked by post-oatlism and post-sovereignty. It refuses to
create a strictly independent Scotland, and wigtilanaintain some bounds with the UK and
other British nations. It also wishes to be inclide supranational organisations. And from
this point of view, using history to defend Scditindependence and foster Scottish national
identity would not serve those intentions. It woalttually present a type of discourse going
against this conception of the post-national futfran independent Scotalnd in a globalised
world. Although references to the past appear tohadlenged by this context, history has not
fallen in desuetude yet. Because of migrationdaloulture and institutionalism, the cultural
past is more and more protected and heterogendousnly this protect national identity, but
it also opens for other national ones and otheedygf identity to coexist without threatening
the integrity of a nation. As such, history in pickl discourse loses some of its traditional
appeals but gains new ones. It ceases to be atesbwidh the feared form of nationalism from
the Second World war and totalitarian regimes, faoch the populist far-right elsewhere in
Europe. Maybe, because of the wider, internatiandl globalised contemporary context, the
role of history is evolving, and Scottish natiosaliiscourse finds itself in this transitional
moment, not entirely sure about what attitudes dopé yet regarding rhetorical resort to

references to the past to mobilise voters and stgpts argumentation in favour of its

228 Sytherland, 2005:199.
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nationalist project. This nationalist project tands itself in an in-between phase. Most people
in Scotland supports the idea of political autondmgome extent, but for many, seceding from
the UK to establish a new nation-state appearsontyt as a drastic measure, but also an
unnecessary one, for they believe sovereignty easchieved without independence.

104



Conclusion
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My main goal was to discover to what extent angopses, and to what ends and effects history
is used in contemporary Western European regioa@bmalisms. But in order to do so by
focusing on a specific case — Scotland and thepedgence question — and a corpus of
primary sources — revolving mostly around the SN#vegnment issued white paper
Scotland’s future — | had to first develop, basadle available theory, a working theoretical
framework. This newly established framework alloweglto come to the main conclusion that
still today, historical references can hold a sgramobilising power for nationalist politicians
when trying to achieve independence. Yet, my amalythe main source, especially when
confronted to already identified trends from theoselary literature and observations made
through other representative samples of the SNfddise — the creation of memory sites, the
content of the history school curriculum and sonsealrses by SNP leaders —, has shown
that the SNP’s attitude towards the employ of misiio the independence debate deviated from
what could be expected. The SNP employs histofivéomain purposes: 1) to insist on the
historical moment that the referendum constitusto suggest as history constitutes a
resource for the future, 3) to establish a contynibétween the past, the present and the future,
4) to promote the cultural identity of the membefrghe nation and mobilise around it, and 5)
to underline the out-datedness and the inheriteddouof some institutions and situations, in

a detrimental manner.

By confronting those observations with the thecsdtiand practical framework
established previously, | have identified severahds regarding the effects of the use of
historical references in the independence cas&NHis discourse is decisively turned towards
the future, but still leave some room for the p#st, SNP’s discourse follows a traditional
structure based on ‘past-present-future’, the motib past is ambiguous and vague and its
employs appear limited and contentious, the SNB appeals to the shared past of the nation
to coax voters who are taken by the cultural aspltationalism, but also avoids it some other

time to support a civic and inclusive form of naadism.

All through my work, | have implied that on somengs, Scottish nationalism could
be considered as an exception to the theory andrgletrends. And as such, it is hard to
generalise my results to all contemporary Europegional nationalisms. However, because
Scotland representsali generiscase, the only of its type to happen through elytpeaceful
democratic processes and is politicised througlerare-left party with a very civic and
inclusive nationalist ideology, my findings coulcayibe offer a frame of reference if other

Western European regional nationalist movement$vesdowards something similar. This
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suggest that Scottish nationalism has reached afgoost-modern type of expression and that

maybe in the future other nationalisms will evobee

A quick look at the 2015 manifesto shows that thi>&nows to learn from its own
experience. This manifesto followed the failuretloé referendum on independence and in
order to maintain support among voters who did vaie for independence, the party has
decided to seriously reduce the place of indeperalnits discourse, preferring instead to talk
only about ‘home-rule’ and to mention independes¢he ultimate goal to guarantee a better
political rule for Scotland in a concluding sentemd the sectio”?® In order to reassure more
traditional voters, they also reassert that theypail always support independence without
further comment in the introductié? However, this attitude may be changing radicatiyyv

soon again, with the demand for a new independezieeendum following the Brexit.

| personally would find it fascinating to see Saotl become independent from a
scholarly point of view, but | also do not thinkathindependence should be a priority for
Scotland (sovereign autonomy could be acquiredraibe than through independence) and
that Scotland’s quest for independence has actlittly to do with Scottish nationalism,
which, culturally, is not endangered in the sligihfgy unionism. Like many other nations who
did not succumb to becoming nation-states, Scottandd resist it. The weight of economics
in the debate was far too heavy, and | think tleatti&h nationalism has more in common with
the one of Northern Italy than other regional nagicsms which distinguish themselves by
historical, cultural specificities like the Basqgoethe Irish, among others. Of course | wish
first for the Scots to obtain what they wish foeitiselves democratically and what is best for
them. | did not believe the country to be ripentgetnassively support independence in 2014,
but I truly believe that it is evolving in this diction. This evolution, | attribute to what | suspe
to be the long-term plan of the SNP to finally &si@ its raison d’étre: a strong but relatively
discreet revival of nation-building, targeting mgsthe young generations by raising
awareness around their own collective history. Bwg recent change of circumstances
regarding Brexit, which was majorly opposed in $oud, and the subsequent deterioration of
the relations between SNP First Minister of ScatlBiicola Sturgeon and Conservative British
Prime Minister Theresa May after the request foew referendum on Scottish independence.

Finally, 1 also think that Westminster felt thateth was relatively little chance of the

229 SNP, 2015:35.
ZOSNP, 2015:10.
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independence to pass in 2014 when they grantetb8ddhe right to hold the vote without too
much opposition. Now, London is conscious of tleadramong Scottish youth acceding to the
right to vote and the circumstantial change induogdhe divorce with the EU, and that it is
why it presently opposes a new referendum, oraat e the official discourse, only wishes to

‘merely postpone it'.
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Annex 1
Scottish history themes introduced

in the social studies school curriculum

Skara Brae (prehistory)

North Britain Romans - AD 1000
Scottish Medieval Life

Scotland in Twelfth/Thirteenth centuries
Scottish Wars of Independence 1286-1328
Mary, Queen of Scots1540's-1587
Reformation in Scotland 1542-1603
1707 Union 1690's-1715

Jacobites

Georgians and Jacobites 1715-1800
Highland Clearance

Scotland and Britain 1750-1850
Scotland and Britain 1830-1930
Scotland and Britain 1880-1980
Campaigning for change

Scottish immigrants and exiles
Migration and Empire 1830-1939
Impact of Great War 1914-1928
Scotland 1945-2000

(Source: Hillis, 2010:153-154)
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Annex 2
Examples of Alex Salmond’s references

to history or historical events and figures

“The rocks will melt with the sun before | allowition fees to be imposed on Scott
students.”

Reference to Robert Burns’ poem “Red Red Rq

Alex Salmond, keynote speech ahead of the 2011dddlglection.

sh

Se”

“For we ha’e faith in Scotland’s hidden poo’ers,

The present’s theirs, but a’ the past and futueis.”

Quote from MacDiarmid’s poem “Gairmscole” by Aleal®ond after winning the 201

parliamentary elections|.

“When reelected as First Minister, Salmond quoteatBiarmid’s poem “Scotland Small’

and used it in his argumentation against patrogiSicotland as small.”

STV, 2011

p

“Andrew Fletcher of Saltoun addressed the ScotBsliament in 1706, before it w@s

adjourned- for some three hundred years.”

“When the United Nations was founded, it had justdember countries. Now there are almost
200. As recently as 1990, Europe had 35 countrissw-it has 50. Of the 27 countries which
currently make up the EU, six of them did not existindependent states before 1990. [The
current United Kingdom, as an incorporating unianere one nation will always prevail

simply by virtue of its size, seems increasingkelan anachronism in the modern age.
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independence — with the right to participate agaqual on the international stage — apps¢
more and more like Scotland's normal and natusaé sif being.”

“I quoted GK Chesterton, a quintessentially Englsttier, earlier. | hope you will understat
— especially given the date — that | want to clogejuoting Scotland's bard, Robert Burn
nationalist and internationalist. | thought of amher of possibilities — for example his timelg
description of the multi-party UK government of sy —

"yon mixtie-maxtie queer hotch-potch,

The Coalition"!”

“Another of his songs, "Ae fond kiss, and then eees"” also has a certain resonance — althg
| may not sing it to the Prime Minister any timeoabBut ultimately, it is a line from one (
Burns's great egalitarian poems that best sums hép likelihood of independenc
"For a' that and a' that, it's coming yet, fohatt.”

Alex Salmond, Hugo Young lecture, 24.01.2(

pars

nd
S -
SS

ugh

11%

12.

“From tip to toe, Robert Burns was a 100 per carutt®&h patriot. No-one should ever try
pigeon-hole Burns into party politics because he faatoo big for that, but it is clear from

to

is

private writings such as his letters to Mrs Dunéoyd John Moore, as well as his poetry, that

he always backed the nation of Scotland.”

| 3.

Alex Salmond, quoted in Whitaker, 20

“On the eve of Burns Night, Scotland’s First Mieishas used the Bard’s words to desc

David Cameron as "a cowran tim’rous beastie" witpanic on thy breastie".

Edward, 2014

ibe
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Annex 3

Wmatrix queries and results

1. The three main topoi based on statistical ocences of related

terms

The full list of the category corresponding to eaolde can be found on the Wmatrix page on
the website of the University of Lancaster here :

http://ucrel.lancs.ac.uk/usas/semtags subcatedaties

The categories topping the list that have beenrgghbave been so because they concern type
of words that are not specific to a theme, for epl@nN1 refers to numbers, Z5 is the

grammatical been, Z8 are pronouns, A3+ words fiefg@no the concept of existing, like ‘to

be’ or ‘to find’.
Semtag Freguency Relative Summary information:
Frequency

52632 31.37 Concordance List | |[Number of types shown: 381

9572 5.78 Concordance List |[Total frequency of types shown: 167783 (100.00%)

6260 3.73 Concordance List |[Total frequency overall: 167783

4877 2.91 Concordance List
G1.1{= gouvernment) 4467 2 66 Nconcordance 1ist Number of items shown with a given frequency:
T1.1.3 {=Tuture) 3468 2.67 IConcordance List Feamiency Topis Takei
A3+ Jasz 1.82 Concordance List 1 36 (9 45% 36 (0.029%;
SE+ 2884 1.72 Concordance List et (0. A)
99 2575 1.54 Concordance List 2 1 (2.89%) 22 (0.01%)
& 2376 1 4> Concordance List || 9 (236%) 27 (0.02%)
I1.1(= money and pay)2319 1.38 J Concordance List ||4 9 (236%) 36 (0.02%)
AL T 2185 1.38 Concordance List|[? 5 (131%) 25 (0.01%)
A9+ 2826 1.21 Concordance List||B 13 (3.41%) 78 (0.05%)
554 1835 1.9 Concordance List||(T 5 {1.31%) 35 (0.02%)
AT+ 1804 1.8 Concordance List||8 2 {0.52%) 16 (0.01%)
MB 1775 1.86 Concordance List|(9 5 (1.31%) 45 (0.03%)
X7+ 1633 2.97 Concordance List||10 5 (1.31%) 50 (0.03%)
M7 1566 2.93 Concordance List||s=1( 2B1(73.75%) 167413 (99.78%)
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2. Results regarding the ‘Time’ semantic category

Semtag Frequency Relative Summary information:

Freguency
T1.1.3 3468 2.87 Concordance List|[Number of types shown: 28
T1.1.2 947 @.56 Concordance List ||Total frequency of types shown: 8852 (5.28%)
T244 938 @.56 Concordance List |[l0tal frequency overall: 167783
T1:3 296 8.53 Concordance List
T 548 @.39 Chncordants List Number of items shown with a given frequency:
T2+ 513 @.31 Concordance List
T1.1.1 360 @.21 Concordance List Fiomuancy T‘_.rpeso Tr.}kens o
T3 226 @.13 Concordance List 1 3(10-71%) 3 (0.03%)
T2- 149 8.89 Concordance List 2 1 ta'ET%? 2 (0.02%)
i 134 8.08 Concordance List||3 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T1.3+ 167 @.86 Concordance List||4 {0-00%) (0-00%)
T3+ 163 ©.86 Concordance List||? 2 (71.14%) 10 (0.11%)
T4+ 82 @.85 Concordance List|[B 1 (3.57%) 6 (0.07%)
TL 54 @.84 Concordance List||T (0.00%:) (0.00%)
T1.3++ 64 @8.84 Concordance List||8 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T3++ 33 @.82 Concordance List|(9 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T3--- 33 @.82 Concordance List| (10 2 (T.14%) 0 (0.23%)
T24+4++ 24 8.81 Concordance List||s 10 19(67.86%) 3311 (99.54%)
T1.3- 22 @.81 Concordance List
T4- 12 8.81 Concordance List
F1.1 ie @.81 Concordance List
T3+4+ 6 @.88 Concordance List
T4 5 @.88 Concordance List
T4-- 5 2.88 Concordance List
T1.3+++ 2 8.88 Concordance List
T1.3-4+++ 1 @.88 Concordance List
Td++++ 1 @.28 Concordance List
T3-- 1 8.288 Concordance List
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3. Statistical occurrences of terms related toghst, the present and

the future
Semtag Frequency Relative Summary information:
Freguency

T1.1.3 (= future) 3458 2.87 PConcordance List | [Number of types shown: 28
T1.1.2 {=present) 947 8.56 fConcordance List |[Total frequency of types shown: 8852 (5.28%)
T2t 538 @.56  Concordance List ||fotal frequency overall: 167783
i [ oS B9 ©.53 Concordance List
T3- 648 B399 Concuvdanie TISE Mumber of items shown with a given frequency:

+ 513 a3 Concordance List
T1.1.1 {=pasf) 368 @.2h Concordance List Fraquency T‘,fpeso Tokena .
T3 226 8.13 Concordance List 1 3(10.71%) 3 (0.03%)
T2- 149 @.89 Concordance List 2 1 t3.5?%;) 2 (0.02%)
T1.2 134 @.98 Concordance List|[3 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T1.34 187 @.86 Concordance List||4 (0.00%) (0-00%)
T3+ 163 ©.86 Concordance List||? 2 (7.14%) 10 (0.11%)
T4+ 82 8.85 Concordance List|[6 1 (357%) 6 (0.07%)
T1 64 @.84 Concordance List||(7 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T1.3++ 64 @.84 Concordance List|(8 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T34+ 33 @.82 Concordance List||9 (0.00%) (0.00%)
T3--- 33 @.82 Concordance List|({1(0 2 (T 14%) 0 (0.23%)
T244+4 24 8.81 Concordance List||= Q) 159(RT. 3593;3311(99 54%)
T1.3- 22 8.81 Concordance List
T4- 1@ 9.81 Concordance List
E 3 s 1@ 8.81 Concordance List
T34+ 5 @.22 Concordance List
T4 5 @.88 Concordance List
T4-- 5 8.88 Concordance List
TL.3+++ 2 9.88 Concordance List
Tl.3-+++ 1 @.828 Concordance List
Ta++++ 1 @.88 Concordance List
T3-- 1 9.88 Concordance List

4. Indicative list of the terms identified as ratatto the ‘past’

over_the_ past 32 years T1.1.1
s TG over the last 38 years T1.1.1
already F1.1:1 over_the_last three_years T1.1.1
history 71.1.1 over the_last decade T1.1.1
historical T1:.3.1 yERES-SED F1.1:1
used to T1.1.1 originally g be ik i
;}ast_ T1.1.1 historically Ti:31.1
at the time T1.1.1 c—uer‘_‘tr?e_past_decade Flal.d
over_the_last five yvears T1.1.1 last_five cecades T1.1.1
last_year T1.1.1 last BB_years T1.%.1
in the past T1.1.1 Iast_tnlan_year‘s Ti. 0T
mu;eum; T1.1.1 1last five years 1.1k
background T1.1.1 over_the_past_forty_years T1.1.1
et il e ey
over_the_past_five years T1.1.1 :ast_tii : Tl-l'l
at_that_time g 5 M 1 S T
last_32_years .11 FRrmesly T1.1.1
over_the_past 3@ years T1.1.1 last_six_years T1.1.1
last_decade T1.1.1 708 _years_sgo T1.1.1
long_ago g o FEGENLY T1.1.1
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5. Example of a table of concordance for the temstory”

It is a rare and precious moment in the CEEEEEE&__gf_EéEEEEEB>a once in a generation oppor
that the bonds of family , friendship , history and culture between Scotland and the oth

sses and institutions . We hav , progressive traditions , fine intellec
now under way in our countrys education history : Curriculum for Excellence ( CfE ) . CT
ance , recognising that there isd Tong hiEEEEE:}of substantial numbers of students from
ands place in the western world and our history of friendship with a broad range of othe
We can use this important moment in our history as an opportunity to extend a welcome to
on , made up of connections of family , hdistory , culture and language , will have every
tunity to flourish and strengthen . The history of the UK , the Crown Dependencies and t
rough our shared language , culture and history . It is in the interests of an independe
zens , uniguely linked by geography and history , are connected today as never before th
he UK and Ireland , reflecting cultural history and family ties , shared interests in tr
ries , primarily , given our—long joint history >, from the rest of the UK . Such joint w
cotland . The agency will build on that history and make the relationship even more effe
d an important part throughout-Scottish history> in enriching and renewing our culture an

and international arts , culture , and history . We have also created the first ewver ov

sector has in comedy , drama , natural history and factual entertainment programming .
emocratic state . Scotland has a strong history in protecting the rights and freedoms of
at sea and the organisation has & p of providing lifeboat services and volun
rest of these islands . There is<d long history Sof maritime search and rescue being co-o
ent in Scottish heritage , identity and history for many centuries . Gaelic has official
t of the single market . Throughout its history the guiding principle of the EU has been
based in Scotland to 15,088 . In recent history , there has been a disproportionate redu
the interests of any party .<lur shared history> , culture and borders make the Commen Tr
al citizenship , recognising<alr shared history> with the UK . We will not place obstacle

the interests of any party . qﬁﬂz:gh;red histo , culture and borders make the Common Tr
and institutions have s Jong and<proud histame: . Scotlands justice agencies have demons
utional Journey 1 . Scotland hasﬁiffong history=, both as an independent nation before t
institutions and legal system . 2 ._T_hstre'tches back to the eighth

tee 4 December 2012 : It is part of our history that we helped both Australia and Canada

woed sl mon W m

28
3@

Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
Full
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Annex 4
Partial presentation of the results of the quantitéive

lexical analysis ofScotland’s Future

1. Instances of selected terms relating to the,fhstpresent and the

future
Terms used to refer to the past ... the present ... the
; Present futnre
History, (adj.), at
s : adj.), a
Past historic, Heritage ! Today Now
LR present,
historically
presently
Number of occurrences 23 89 44 68 31 102 241
Total occurrences 156 201 241
Total in percent 26% 34% 40%

"Past, present and future" instances

Future
40%

Present
34%
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2. Instances of selected terms relating to history

History / historic / historically

Proud history
Long history
Scottish history
History of Scotland
National history
Collective history
Our history

WOONEFEWW

Heritage

IS
N

Educational heritage

Natural heritage

World heritage (sites)
Scottish heritage

Other (heritage Lottery Fund)

with praising adjectives strong heritage, rich hage)

Heritage (alone, generally associated with culture and sommes

NNWNWER

Memory

Other (Heritage

Scottish heritage 4%
7%

World heritage
16%

Natural heritage
7%

Educational heritage
2%

Lottery Fund) "Heritage" instances

Heritage (alone)

64%
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Annex 5
Qualitative analysis ofScotland’s Future

Thematic overview of

1. History in the making

the mention of ‘history’

—

IS,

=

L,

viii “[The referendum about History in the making rather than past
independence] is a rare and history: suggests a will to break with the past
precious moment in the history of| and start the future by choosing the preser,
Scotland — a once in a generation moment when we chose for an independent
opportunity to chart a better way.’| Scotland as the new history of Scotland.

187 | “In 2012/13, 89 per cent of schogl The political program of an independent
leavers were in positive Scotland promise to bring a new reform of
destinations — positive and education that will become history in the
sustained learning, training or wofKuture.

— the highest proportion ever. This
strong record of achievement
means Scotland is well-placed for
the next step now under way in our
country’s education history:
Curriculum for Excellence (CfE).
CfE is the radical renewal of the
way Scotland’s schools teach. It
focuses on achieving the highest
possible levels of literacy and
numeracy, developing skills for
learning, skills for life and skills
for work. (etc)”

211 | “(...)the move to independence | The referendum and opportunity to vote fo
will, in itself, deliver a boost to independence as an important moment of
Scotland’s international “our” history. The “our” also suggests that
recognition. We can use this the SNP offers voters the opportunity to
important moment in our history gsmake history; all voters, including non-Sco
an opportunity to extend a can by this act join the Scottish nation, do
welcome to the world and an their share in national history.
invitation to engage more fully
with our newly independent
nation.”

312 | [After mentioning Scotland as the The six sites are the natural site of the smzé
home of six World Heritage Sites:] out-lying Hebridean archipelago of St Kilda
“Historic Scotland’s “Scottish Ten| the districts of Old Town and New Town in
laser-scanning project is promotinghe capital city Edinburgh, the prehistoric
present-day Scottish heritage and sites gathered under the name “Heart of
technology on an international Neolithic Orkney’, the restored $&entury
stage.” The Scottish Ten is “The | industrial cotton mill village of New Lanark
project set out in late 2009 to the Roman Antonine Wall and the Forth
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digitally document Scotland’s ther
five World Heritage Sites and a
further five international heritage
sites to create accurate 3D data t
help with their conservation and
management, their interpretation
and virtual access. It is a
collaborative project between
Historic Environment Scotland an
The Glasgow School of Art’s

1Bridge, a cantilever bridge completed in
1890 carrying trains and cars 46 meters

bhttps://www.historicenvironment.scot/advic
and-support/listing-scheduling-and-
designations/world-heritage-sites/

Presentation of the Scottish Ten project on
dthe official website
https://www.engineshed.org/about-us/the-

above the water over 2,5 kilometers. Sourc¢

e.
e-

School of Simulation and
Visualisation (working together as
the Centre for Digital
Documentation and Visualisation),
with CyArk.”

scottish-ten/

2. Positive history: History as a resource, histatitradition as an
asset, the past as an example for the future

Page | Quotation Remarks

XV

Salmond lists the advantages of
Scotland, mentioning first its naturg
advantages and abundant natural
resources, then he names the
talented population, world-class
businesses and a talented
population. He tops his list by:
“We have a proud history,
progressive traditions, fine
intellectual and artistic
accomplishments, a strong identity
and many friends across the world

The references of history and past
Alaccomplishments here are used in the
classical senses of historical references in
political discourse: create continuity
between the past and the present, but als
to give confidence in the future by looking
back in the past, although it is not explicitly
said, some of those accomplishments can
be linked to the time before the Union.
Knowing who stands behind the text, we
can almost guess that it was what he
"wanted to say, but yet, not said here, in this
document that is the product of the
government rather than its leader.

84

“£2.3 billion economic impact of th
historical environment{under a
drawing of a castle in an
infography).

eClearly a reference to Scotland’s national
cultural heritage, and how it is actually an
economic asset.

313

“Our historic environment has bee
estimated to contribute £2.3 billion
to our economy, supporting 60,000
jobs in the tourism and constructio
industries. Scotland’s 360 museun
and galleries attract approximately
25 million visitors a year and

nHistory as an economic asset

S

generate approximately £80 millior]
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for our economy whilst sustaining
more than 4,400 jobs.”

215

“The history of the UK, the Crown
Dependencies and the
Commonwealth demonstrates that
is entirely normal for the UK to hav
varied and changing political
relationships whilst retaining strong
social ties. Scotland’s social union
with the other nations of the UK wi
continue through our shared
language, culture and history.”

identity
t
e

314

“We are establishing a new lead

body to work collaboratively with

local government, the third sector
and private interests to place our
historic environment at the heart of
flourishing and sustainable
Scotland.”

economic asset for the future

337

“An independent Scotland will buil
on existing, robust and well-
established foundations to develop
our governance and a modern
participative democracy. The
Scottish Parliament and Scottish
Government have demonstrated
their competence to govern
Scotland. Scotland’s independent
judiciary is based on a historical
tradition that predates the Treaty o
Union, as is Scotland’s distinct legs
system. Scotland also has well-
established institutions for other
functions of state governance: the
police, local authorities and an
active civic society and media. The
basic building blocks of the nation
are therefore in place and, in many
respects, we are the best placed o
any nation in modern times for a
move to independent statehood.”

judiciary institutions and their endurance
used to reassure about the future and

guarantee a smooth transition from unior
independence

O

356

“Scotland has a strong history in
protecting the rights and freedoms
everyone living in our country and
has used our limited powers to the
maximum extent to promote a fair
and more equal society.”

History here used to underline the

a#xperience of Scotland, reinforce its
capabilities by giving a proof “we’ve beer
rdoing it for a while, we know how to”

457

“Throughout its history the guiding
principle of the EU has been

Even if it refers to the history of the EU
rather than Scotland, we can still see th

Is used to provide reassurance. History i

128
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Historic environment as a resource and an

dHistorical tradition of Scottish political angd
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enlargement of its membership, ng

tthis context is used to give a sense of

contraction.” eternal, universal truth, and in this case, |s
used as a proof of the conjectured
willingness of the EU to consider Scottish
membership.

501 “Our justice system and institutionsAnother example of the expertise of

have a long and proud history. Scotland acquired in the past and that cquld
Scotland’s justice agencies have | be used in the future
demonstrated the benefits of having
decisions taken in Scotland relevant
to circumstances here.”
3. History as continuity between past and present

19 “Our ambition is to build an Intent to provide a frame where history can
independent nation where our culturaontinue
and historic life can continue to
flourish.”

199 | “The Government believes that History as tradition, something that existed
continuing to charge students from | before and shall continue in the future.
other parts of the UK is the best way
to achieve this balance, recognising
that there is a long history of
substantial numbers of students from
elsewhere in the UK coming to
Scottish universities to take
advantage of our high quality
education, our common language and
the parallel system of educational
gualifications that make Scotland an
attractive place for them to study.”

208 | “Given Scotland’s place in the Continuity of Scotland’s role in
western world and our history of international relations and multilateral
friendship with a broad range of otheinstitutions, traditional preeminent role of
nations, our interests will largely Scotland in them stressed here by historical
coincide with many others in the factor.
international community.”

215 | “We will continue to be linked to Reassurance about the continuity of the
other nations of the UK by five close relations with other British nations
continuing unions: the EU; an
ongoing Union of the Crowns; a
Sterling Area; and as members of the
NATO defence union. And the social
union, made up of connections of
family, history, culture and language,
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will have every opportunity to
flourish and strengthen.”

230

“With a focus on working in
partnership and achieving real and
tangible outcomes on the ground, tf
Scottish Government’s internationa
development policy seeks to build
upon the historical and contempora
relationships that exist between
Scotland and the developing world.

Historical relationships with the global
world will provide the frame through which
1¢0 maintain a development policy

ry

262

“Initially, we will draw on expertise
(such as training and IT) from other
countries, primarily, given our long
joint history, from the rest of the UK
Such joint working in the early perig
after independence will deliver a

seamless transition ensuring that the

security of both countries is
continuously maintained.”

Historical tradition of cooperation with
other countries will provide a frame
through which to continue to cooperate
. once independent.
d

264

“There is already a long track recor
of close co-operation between the U
security services and the police in
Scotland. The agency will build on
that history and make the relationsh
even more effective, while ensuring
that there is very clear separation i
terms of responsibilities, tasking,
governance and accountability.”

dSame idea as above.
JK

ip

269

“Migrants have played an importan
part throughout Scottish history in
enriching and renewing our culture
and boosting the economy of the
country. We will welcome people
who want to come to work and live
Scotland.”

I Immigration will continue as it has
previously in Scottish history

n

419

“There is a long history of maritime
search and rescue being co-ordinat
across borders and boundaries with
all available resources and vessels
deployed to assist in any incident.
This will continue to be the case aft
independence.”

Perpetuation of the tradition in search and
eascue, nothing will change after
independence.

1%
—

527

“Within 12 nautical miles, we would
expect to agree with other member
states that vessels from other mem
states (including the rest of the UK)
with historic fishing rights should be
able to continue fishing in Scottish

Because those fishing rights are historic

they ought to continue as such and will be
pdefended so they practice can continue

exactly as before independence

waters, and vice versa.”
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4. History as part of the national cultural idetiand past to preserve
and promote

Page Quotation Remarks

S

—

as

n

IX | also believe that the bonds of history is associated with culture, and thy
family, friendship, history and culturerefers to history as a part of national
between Scotland and the other partglentity
of the British Isles are precious.”

215 | “Our citizens, uniquely linked by History as a unifying factor for the nation
geography and history, are connected
today as never before through
business, politics, culture and sport
travel and technology and, of course,
family ties.”

216 | “Scotland’s most important Cultural history of the members of the
diplomatic relationships will be with| nation important to define its future attitu
the rest of the UK and Ireland, regarding other British nation
reflecting cultural history and family
ties, shared interests in trade, security
and common travel.”

216 | “cultural history” Strong indicator of the typé&history it is
question: the one that binds people
together, one of the content of identity of
the members of the nation.

309 | “Culture and heritage are already thémportance of preserving and
responsibility of the Scottish administrating the historic environment a
Parliament, and this Scottish heritage sites
Government has focused on
promoting Scotland’s culture,
creative industries and historic
environment at home and
internationally.”

312 | “Scotland’s beauty, historic History as a source of national pride,
attractions and hospitality are famedhistory sets the Scottish nation apart fron
across the world, and Scotland’s | the rest of the UK for instance, but also
commitment to our culture and history as an economic factor.
heritage enjoys international History and cultural heritage are very
recognition, notably from the United loosely defined here, not necessarily the
Nations Educational, Scientific and | one of pure Scottish tradition and history
Cultural Organization (UNESCO). | but also others that have made Scotland
The inspiration and significance we| it is today, more cultural diversity. Culture
draw from our culture and heritage,| diversity and an open society are the
including Gaelic and Scots, are leitmotivs of the SNP’s political agenda.
fundamental to shaping our Inclusive society and promise of protectic
communities and the places in whichto Scots and Gaelic.
we live.”

314 | “Our national collections — the Typical: nationalists using museum
National Galleries of Scotland, the | institutions to shape the national identity,
National Museum of Scotland and the
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National Library of Scotland —
provide access to the best of Scotti
and international arts, culture, and
history. We have also created the fi
ever overarching Historic

Environment Strategy to ensure that

the people of Scotland gain the full
benefit from our rich historic
environment.”

bring pride and cultural references to the
sipopulation.

Ist
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490 | “Erecting border controls with History as a marker of British identity.
Scotland would be inconvenient for
all Common Travel Area partners,
including Scotland and the rest of the
UK, and would not be in the interests
of any party. Our shared history,
culture and borders make the
Common Travel Area of benefit to all
of the territories within it.”
497 | [Regarding the possibility of holding Continuity and rupture at the same time:
both British and Scottish identity:] | satisfies everybody by making it possible
“Our proposals for citizenship in an| choose between declaring itself British o
independent Scotland are based updbcottish administratively (for identificatior
an inclusive model and will include | papers). But most important here is the u
dual citizenship, recognising our of the term history as “shared history witf
shared history with the UK.” the UK”, equating to the recognition of th
feeling of belonging to the British nation.
500 | “Our shared history, culture and Idem about accepting the simultaneous

borders make the Common Travel
Area of benefit to all of the territorie

existence of Scottish and British identity
sbased on shared history.

within it.”

5. History and pejorative association of idea

Page Quotation Remarks

The adjective historical is used multiple
times next to the head ‘contribution’ or
‘share’ or ‘debt’ when mentioning the

repayment of UK debts. Suddenly the pal
is heavily present. Those debts have beg

contracted in the past, they are a burder
today. The past means Scotland in the U

30 “the historical contribution
made to the UK’s public finances by
Scotland”

73 “a historical share of public sector
debt”

75 “historical share of debt interest
payments”

76 “historical share of UK debt”

rather than Scotland before the UK.
Usually, this debt is not called *historic

n

K
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348 | “historical contribution made to the| debt’, but is just referred to as the ‘UK
UK’s public finances by national debt’. Shows a deliberate use to
Scotland”, give a pejorative connotation to this debt
“Scotland’s historical which represents an important obstacle tp
share of the UK national debt” Scotland’s independent economic future.

554 | “our historical
contribution to UK revenues”

604 | “Including historical share of debt
interest payments”

604 | “Scotland’s deficit is forecast to fall
to between 1.6 per cent and
2.4 per cent of GDP in 2016/17 with
a historical share of UK debt”

605 | “Scotland’s historical contribution to
the UK public finances”

606 | “Historical share
A country’s public sector net debt can
be viewed as the sum
of its historic annual borrowing,
minus any debt repayment.

Therefore, an alternative way to
calculate Scotland’s notional
share of UK public sector”

11 “historic decline” [in private pension A problem in the present inherited from the
saving] past

86 “Devolution has provided Scotland | Again, the “historic gap” is meant to be
with some — albeit limited — ability to something undesirable, a burden from the
tailor policies to Scottish past, that the new independent Scotland
circumstances, and successive will leave behind.

Scottish administrations have used
these to help narrow a historic gap |n
economic performance with the UK}”

146 | “help address the historic decline in A problem in the present inherited from the
private pension saving” past

263 | [regarding homeland security:] Independence as a way to start a new and
“Setting up a new agency will allow| erase historical, out-dated, superfluous
us to do things differently, structure
unconstrained by historical structures
and precedent, and avoiding any
barriers between different agencies|”

488 | “Scotland will need significant A critic of the present system, judged to be
independent security and intelligenceinchored in the past, a past decided by the

capacity to ensure its security.
Independence offers an opportunity
to build a new model for such work,
that is fit for the 21st century and
provides a proportionate means of

UK and which is perceived as a burden @
at least not fit from Scotland’s point of
view. Need to break with this past to do
better in the future.

133



ensuring Scotland’s national security.
(...) Setting up the new body will
allow us to do things differently,

unconstrained by historical structures
and precedent.”
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