76 The Pot of Gold at the end of the Rainbow - Bring back

the dream
October 12th, 2011

Before | come to the title of this post | must conclude the last.

In my last post | said there was money around to pay for things that the Government
never puts its hands on, namely the value of the land we work on. | showed that this is

an old idea whose time has actually begun to arrive in some parts of the world.

Scroll back to the last post and you will see what | mean.

In this post | want to talk about how we pay for health and how we pay for education,
one tax too few and one tax too many -the tax on our gifted and talented students if

they are successful and have to repay their student loans.

First Health. There are two questions when it comes to Health. How do you deliver it?
And, how do you pay for it? Politicians make the huge mistake of continually to address
the first, but never addressing the second. Because of that, they never get the first one

totally right.

Let me explain.

We need health provision from the day we are born to the day we die, and most of it at the
beginning and end and of our lives, but an important part of it during our working lives to
make sure we can earn a living. But we pay for it only during our working lives, in our National

Insurance contributions and income tax.

The objective that you challenge at your peril - its provision free at the point of use. | don’t

challenge that here. Maybe | qualify it.

The founders of the NHS and the creators of National Insurance made one very big

mistake; or rather three of them.

They didn’t realise how successful the NHS was going to be.

First, we were going to live longer.

Secondly, it was going to cost more, partly because we were all living longer and partly
because of the cost of providing it in terms of medical research, capital equipment, doctors,

nurses and therapists of infinite variety.



Thirdly, we were going to be a bit self indulgent with ourselves; eat too much, drink too
much especially the young, smoke too much despite the advertising saying it is dangerous. We
then say “don’t get all moralistic” and say we shouldn’t indulge. You know how it goes “Don’t

tell me how to lead my own life.” Well, | don’t disagree with that. It never gets very far anyway.

We now have to work through the consequences. You certainly cannot just ignore them.

Let me change my approach to this for one moment. Last week | suggested to a prominent
Labour politician that the insurance principle should apply to the payment for health
provision. Outrage! “You can’t do it.” This shows the innate conservatism of the Labour mind
at times, not in Gateshead mind you, where the Labour mind has had vision for years, in all

sorts of different ways.

But what is so wrong about the insurance principle? We insure our houses, our holidays,
and our cars. And think about the way we insure our cars. It is relevant. If you have an
accident, your policy is loaded. If you avoid accidents, you have a no claim bonus. If we have

big cars we pay more because repairs cost more, if we have small cars, we pay less.

This is fair, but it is not equal.

See what happens when you assert equality. The European Court of Justice, asserting
equality, says that young women drivers should pay the same premium as young men
even though statistically the risk of their having an accident very much less. It says that
men should have the same annuity rates as women even though women live longer. Visit

any residential care home for the evidence.

Oh, the mind of the lawyer! “Equality is Equity”. What a load of bullshit! What
codswhallop! Equality and Equity are, as | keep saying, totally different. Sometimes, especially
in relation to voting, you should assert the one, other times, and here | would strongly urge it,

you should assert the other.

Why shouldn’t | ask you to contribute something towards the cost of your gastric belt if

you choose to overeat.

In this week’s Newcastle Journal the headline is “£10million cost of super strong
ambulances - Replacement vehicles capable of carrying obese hospital patients” .Ninety
eight of them! In the NE 28% of adults are classed as obese. The European average is
14%.

Why should others foot the bill for your cancer care if you care to smoke, or to the cost of
emergency care in A & E if you over drink on a Friday night. | am not suggesting that you

should change habits of a life time unless you yourself want to. Maybe you would want to if



there was a cost. Meanwhile, why shouldn’t you have a benefit if you save the State some

money, keeping yourself fit in a gym with a personal trainer, as more and more people do?

Do you see what | am getting at? What is wrong with the insurance principle in relation

to health, not equal but fair.

I am afraid that there is one other consequence if | follow the argument through. If health
provision is from cradle to grave, so health insurance should follow this, maybe not from the

cradle but certainly till you die.

Even those on benefit can afford £1 a week, even if the State has to give it to them, then claw
it back. It wouldn’t be unreasonable to load their premiums and ask another bob or two if they

choose to over-eat, over drink or smoke their lives away with a direct cost to the NHS.

I know that no-one likes the idea of shelling out more cash. But this isn’t tax. It is

insurance. Tax burdens. Insurance reassures.

You would have peace of mind about the cost of a care home or a nursing home if you should
have to leave the comfort of your own home in old age. Peace of mind that you can preserve
your hard earned savings at the end of your days for your children. I'll wager you that Andrew
Dilnott in his forthcoming report won’t want to contemplate a solution as radical as this, and

he’ll talk about capping your contribution to pay for this care. Thank you for not very much.

What | am suggesting would not affect National Insurance Contributions as health
insurance would be deemed to be a part of it, and an actuarial deduction made. And
there is no reason why employers should not contribute to health insurance just as they
now contribute to National Insurance. In fact, there is every reason why they should, if

they overwork you, over-stress you, and damage your health.

When | was diagnosed with prostate cancer thirteen years ago after a PSA test, a friend of mine
urged me to research the best way of dealing with it, there being more than one way. He said,
and | have never forgotten the advice, “You own your own body. ” You work it out. It is a good
thing to encourage people to do that, and the insurance principle can be very effective in

encouraging that. Think about cars.

In short, don’t think about privatising more health provision. Focus on privatising paying for

it.

Give it to the insurance companies to compete with each other to keep down the cost and the
price we all have to pay, but hopefully not the standard of care that we are in danger of losing
at the moment because the nation has suddenly gone broke. Giving the job to Insurance

companies will save some money too.



Turning to education, maybe all this will help to get rid of that horrid tax on gifted and
talented students who are going to be landed with a debt of +/- £50,000 growing at
+/- 5% interest compound, when they should be enjoying the fruits of their studies or, if
they have some money spare, starting to put it into their own pension provision. And

will they be able to get a mortgage?

Do you realise what this policy will lead to? A brain drain of our most talented graduates
as they emigrate to write-off their debt.And, I'll bet - shades of Northern Rock - that

90% of these student loans will never be repaid.

Of course, if you want to help gifted and talented students and you should give them all
the help you can - you will have to select them, pay them scholarships and bursaries,
and that flies in the face of equality. Sorry, but if you don’t, you’re flying in the face of
Darwin, too. You may not like the idea of the survival of the fittest, but it is the way nature

works.

I know. What about Equality? Stuff it here. Reward and promote excellence and the inequality

that follows. And we’ll all be a lot better off.

And what about the gold at the end of the rainbow?

Let me leave you with one more thought . There are far too many economists of doom today.
They should all be put out to pasture. What gets things going is not the amount of money the
Bank of England puts into circulation, not all the exhortations; not the hope of surge of new

investment to secure growth.

Investing in the future is all to do with sentiment, with confidence in the future, and they

don’t help.

If you feel insecure, you retrench. If there is some confidence about, you will want to invest in
it. If you lament rising unemployment, but deplore consumerism, you won’t give capitalism a

chance to work for you. And if you go on strike you won’t achieve very much either.

| repeat what | said in my last post. Profit is the measure of efficiency and it facilitates
investment. Money simply makes the world go round ... or doesn’t. Profit and money are

neither good nor bad in themselves. It is what people make of them.

So what is needed, as | have argued fully in ispy - and in November you will have a
chance to read this when Death of a Nightingale is reissued - is a detox. A detox of our

language. A detox of our system. That is whatDeath of a Nightingale is all about.

And then, never mind a Detox. A re-launch. It does no harm at all to dream of the gold at

the end of the rainbow.



It’s there, you know.

Read the rest of this entry »

Posted in Thoughts | 1 Comment »

75 “CAPITALISM WITHOUT GUILT” Say bye bye to Marx -

Don’t say there’s no money. It’s under your feet
October 5th, 2011

On 14 and 15 October | have taken Stand 23 at the Special Needs London Exhibition at
the Business Design Centre to launch my new website and the re-issuing of Death of a

Nightingale with ispy, some of these posts edited for me by Jan Woolf.

The new website will give you an opportunity to watch edited versions of Death of a
Nightingale and help to give children with special needs a holiday in London at the same

time. All of this will be on going from late October into November.

To herald this, | am writing this new post, not about special educational needs but about

the money to pay for it, and to pay for a lot of other things besides.

Before | get going, let me describe two separate incidents in my life just this past week. In the
first a well intentioned lady from South Africa, a friend of many years standing with the finest
of ideals, invited me to sign a petition urging action to save the planet from climate change in

pursuit of “moral principles” as against profit and economic gain.

A few weeks ago | visited Wallington Hall, a very famous stately home in NE England, and there
| was invited to sign a petition against changes in planning laws that were being promoted in

the name of profit and economic gain.

In contrast, earlier this week | watched a programme by Jonathan Dimbleby saying how newly

energized Brazil is trying to forge an alliance between industrial wealth and social justice.

| know where the new jobs are going to be created and new wealth generated. Not where

people constantly bemoan profit and economic gain.

The sooner people realise in the UK as they do in Brazil, that profit, wealth, growth, and
“principles” for that matter, are neither good nor bad in themselves. It is what people

make of them that is the important thing.

To understand this better | urge you to read a tiny little book Calouste Sarkis Gulbenkian - The
Man and his work published by the Calouste Gulbenkian Foundation, Lisbon 2010. He was to

oil what Bill Gates is to the Computer. He was known as Mr. Five Per Cent. | came across this



book when | visited the museum in his name in Lisbon that is just a tiny part - and a

spectacularly beautiful part - of his legacy to the world.

You will see what wonderful things money and private enterprise can provide in the world if

they are given a chance.

Profit is not a sin and money is not evil. Profit is simply a measure of efficiency, and it

underpins investment. Money makes the world go round ... or doesn’t.

Yes, | know that the banks are short of it through their own stupidity and greed, and with
politicians of all parties choosing to look the other way. Yes, I’'m sure that they did. But is the

developed world really as poor as is being made out? If you are in a big city, look around.

It is just that Governments haven’t found a way of tapping into the riches that are
literally under people’s feet, a way that tax payers can’t escape from, a way that is proof
against tax avoidance and evasion. Governments haven’t found the way to forge the

alliance between wealth creators and social justice. It is high time they tried.

It is there for the taking. Too good to be true? Read on.

I will give you two fool-proof ways, one in this post and one in the next.

First tax land values. That will work through from land owners to land users. Especially tax

commercial land values. You can exclude agricultural land if you want to.

This is not a new idea. Henry George advocated it in the 19th Century, but then he thought
you only needed this one tax, and he based it on the argument that the land belonged to the

people. None of this commended itself to the landowners of the time.

Today isn’t yesterday.

Nicholas Boles, the Conservative MP for Grantham and Stamford, urged it in the Financial
Times on 30 September and said it was in operation in New South Wales in Australia

now.

Let me quote from Wikipedia where it reports its adoption in Taiwan, Singapore, Mexico,

Russia and Estonia:

Put another way, Land Value Tax is often said to be justified for economic reasons because if
it is implemented properly, it will not deter production, distort market mechanisms or
otherwise create deadweight losses the way other taxes do.[5] Nobel Prize winner William
Vickrey believed that Oremoving almost all business taxes, including property taxes on

improvements, excepting only taxes reflecting t he marginal social cost of public services



rendered to specific activities, and replacing them with taxes on site values, would
substantially improve the economic efficiency of the jurisdiction.O[6] A correlation
between the use of LVT at the expense of traditional property taxes and greater market

efficiency is predicted by economic theory, and has been observed in practice.[7]

Proponents, such as Fred Foldvary, state that the necessity to pay the tax encourages
landowners to develop vacant and underused land properly or to make way for others who
will. They state that because LVT deters speculative land holding, dilapidated inner city areas
are returned to productive use, reducing the pressure to build on undeveloped sites and so
reducing urban sprawl.[8] For example Harrisburg, Pennsylvania in the United States has taxed
land at a rate six times that on improvements since 1975, and this policy has been credited by
its long time mayor, Stephen R. Reed with reducing the number of vacant structures in
downtown Harrisburg from around 4,200 in 1982 to fewer than 500. LVT is an ecotax because

it ostensibly discourages the waste of locations, which are a finite natural resource.[9][10][11]

It is not a wild idea, and | add my voice to Nicholas Boles.

It doesn’t need to be based on the proposition that the land belongs to the people, just that it
is there, and you can tax its value; encouraging owners to make best use of it, or sell it to

someone who will.

Make a start with the land under City of London, Canary Wharf and around the Shard.

There are huge benefits from this. It's easy to value it for a start, much easier than the
buildings on them. You can’t move it to Monaco or the Cayman lIslands. If you are in London
but can do what you do just as easily in Newcastle, Manchester or Ashby de la Zouch, you’ll
get on your bike. It will help to rebalance the UK away from London and bring down prices

there.

If the tax is big enough, it can justify a reduction in corporation tax and end the 50p band
rate. Essentially it is a green light to earning and endeavour. The more you make, the more
you can keep, And why not? That is how capitalism works. You can’t take it with you, and if
you are one of the lucky ones, you’ll pay your taxes and leave the rest behind for others to

enjoy, as many benefactors have done over the centuries.

Sorry you crazy mixed up egalitarians. Once again | have to remind you that it is not that
people are equal or unequal but different, and you have to play to their strengths not

their weaknesses.

What | am urging will not give you Equality. It may even give you more inequality. But what the

hell, if it helps to get things going again.



If you have read any of my earlier posts - and buy my book when it is reissued shortly if you
haven’t - you will know that | am much more interested in fairness and fair play than equality,

and this is a very good illustration of the difference between the two.

As | keep saying, equality sanctions mediocrity, and it levels DOWN. It is past it sell-by

date. Forget it. Fair play rewards excellence and it levels UP.

Forget trying to make us all equal. That is nonsensical if you think about it. Childspeak!

Just aim at being fair. That is much much more realistic and enough.

HOwW?

GIVE CAPITALISM A COMPLETE DETOX AND INTRODUCE TAXES THAT ARE FAIR AND
CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR EVADED. THEN RE-LAUNCH CAPITALISM WITHOUT THE GUILT
LANDED ON IT BY THE MARXIST LEFT, AND LEARN FROM THE LOST YEARS AND MILLIONS
OF LOST LIVES IN EASTERN EUROPE AND CHINA....

....AND WE WILL ALL FEEL BETTER OFF.

Read the rest of this entry »

Posted in Thoughts | 11 Comments »

74 POSTSCRIPT over £3.4 billion - and still rising! KIDS IN
SPECIAL SCHOOLS NOW THE LUCKY ONES!

June 20th, 2011

That is the amount of money now spent annually on non - teaching classroom assistants
to help facilitate the Inclusion of children into mainstream schools according to Durham

University research for the Sutton Trust published in this weekOs MailOnline.

This is on top of the money paid to mainstream schools for those they categorise as
having special educational needs to help them cope D when many havenOt special

education needs at all.

Act One - Scene 4

JAMES HARRINGTON .... You see the Treasury has made up its mind that there are savings to
be made here if they invest in it. You know the figures. Three per cent of children have special
needs but they gobble up eight per cent of the total spend on education. That really isn’t

equitable.

DAVID HARDING Between these four walls | don’t think Inclusion is going to be a cheap

option.



JAMES HARRINGTON Well, leading accountants advised us that we could make some real
savings simply by reducing the number of Statements LEAs have to write for children with

special needs.

DAVID HARDING We’ll see.

The MailOnline on 20 June 2011 records:

“But perhaps more stark is the finding that hiring more classroom assistants has only a ‘very

small or no effect’ on attainment. While they can have a ‘positive effect’ on pupils’ attitudes to

work, they negatively impact on standards when used as a replacement for teachers. The

number of teaching assistants rocketed under Labour and their rise has continued under the

Coalition government, with around 214,000 hired this year so far.”
And note the word “negatively”. The English just love their understatements.

They cost from £16,000 to over £20,000 each, about double the entire cost of the education

of a child in a special school - A£3.4 billion cost overall,nearly a four fold increase since the

closure f over 100 special schools

The Sutton Trust Teaching Guide itself says it all: “Very low/no impact for high cost” and
sets out much better ways to spend the Opupil premiumO giving much better value for

money.

Read  more: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1391419/Teaching-assistants-effect-
boosting-grades-concludes-Pupil-Premium-report.html#ixzz1Pq6pSGRB

Thousands of children with special needs are being off-loaded on to these ‘amiable mums’ as
| have heard them described instead of being in the hands of trained and dedicated teachers
and carers in special schools. How on earth do the “prattle of professors” as | listed them

above think that this is either fair or just?

When will they face the sad reality that their Al ice in Cloud Cuckooland dream of

Inclusion is clearly neither fair nor just for many children Dand very expensive to boot!

No wonder no - one wants to talk about it, and only the MailOnline reports it.

The kids in Special Schools are now the lucky ones!

Read the rest of this entry »

Posted in Thoughts | 3 Comments »




74 High time to end the Stigma against Special Schools

Pronto! Vivace!
May 27th, 2011

I return to this post after ten days in the Yorkshire Dales and the Lakes and, with a

clearer head, sharpen my pencil. So a few changes to the original.

I shall soon be putting a film of the stage performance of ODeath of a NightingaleO on
this website. |  hope you will find that it is good theatre. It is something else. It helps to
put right a wrong started by some people thirty years ago, people trying to create a
better world, or a cheaper one, and getting it very badly wrong in both respects ever

since.

To sell the idea of mainstream education to parents of children with special needs under
the banner of Inclusion, they had to Odo downO special schools. They had, in a word, to

stigmatise them. It is high time | addressed this, and encouraged others to do the same.

This is how they described special schools. OSegregationO. Not treating kids like OnormalO

kids. | even heard them describe the school | was a governor of as a OghettoO. | know

what a OghettoO is, and OghettoO it was not. A denial of human rights . | have argued
elsewhere that Oa rightO without Oa benefitO is no great OrightO.

Yes, | am sure that there were some bad special schools, just as there are bad schools. |
was fortunate enough to see with my own eyes a very, very good one. They tarred them

all with the same dirty brush.

Some politicians and mandarins started it. Academi a followed closely behind. And the

media believed them. The blind led the blind.

And, it goes on to this day.

There is the little episode of the parent demanding mainstream education for his child
from David Cameron which TV likes to report implying that g overnments get it wrong if

they donOt provide it on request.

Another illustration - an article in the Times on Tuesday May 24. It reported a
remarkable story about Lewis HamiltonOs brother, Nicholas. He is himself Oon track for a
racing career, despite cer  ebral palsy.O It was a great story and a great human

achievement. | shall come to that in a moment.

And another, the response of some in Academia to the recently published Green Paper

on Special Education.



They all wilfully or incidentally stigmatise speci al schools.

First, Nicholas Hamilton and Mr. Hamilton senior, father of Nicholas and Lewis. In the
press report, Dad is quoted as saying OIf you have disabled kids donOt put them in a
special school B put them in a normal one. If they canOt cope then make other provisions

but give them a chance.O

Do anything else, Dad is saying B | wouldnOt know what Oother provisionsO he has in
mind B but donOt send your child to a special schooll What absolutely outrageous
nonsense! What a gratuitous slight on all those w onderfully dedicated teachers and

carers who work in such schools.

That is how the process of stigmatising works, and the Times is as gullible as anyone in

publishing it.

In my play, Tracy, a pupil in Brighouse School, sums up my view of people like Mr. Hamilton

senior. In the play, she says:

“Maybe it’s because they think that what’s right for them is right for everyone else, when it
just isn’t, and then they go on to think that everything else is wrong. If that is the reason, they
make a big mistake. When you think about it, isn’t it a bit arrogant? A bit blinkered?
Aren’t they - how do you say - sometimes just too clever by half? Certainly too clever for
our good. It isn’t as though they’ve always got it right for the kids that want to go to
mainstream schools and there are some. Somebody should tell them. The trouble is that
they think they understand us. They just don’t, and they don’t understand what they are

stealing from some of us either.”

And in real life Max Lewis gives the lie to it too. He also has DownsSyndrome. He is a

pupil in East Lodge School Finchley and he aspires to be an actor. He has already acted
alongside Judy Dench and Cate Blanchett in Oscar nominate d film ONotes on a Scandal.O
He took the part of Terry in my play, acting alongside professional actors for a full

month.

He is one of many children | have personally seen who have got their chance in life from a

special school, and enjoyed their schooldays at the same time.

I must tell Mr. Hamilton senior that teachers tell me that they are finding parents telling

them that LEAOs raised their hopes that their children could be educated in OnormalO
schools only to find, when they arrived, that they are bullied, they find it difficult to

make friends and they are excluded in an inclusive environment, just handed over to

classro om assistants. Meanwhile teachers themselves canOt cope.



It is not as though Nicholas Hamilton himself didn’t have to tough it out. He was bullied and in

bold print Nicholas himself says “People have no idea of the effort I've had to get here.”

Not all children with special needs have the same raw aggression of the Hamiltons. Some are
much more vulnerable. | have just read the latest truancy figures, still on the rise. | wonder
how many of these children have been bullied in mainstream schools and that is why their
parents don’t force them to go to school? Statisticians never seem to pose this question. and

the media never ask them to.

Yes, parade, trumpet the success of mainstream schools in educating children with
special needs, of the ones that survive an d thrive. | know that thereOs some great work
going on there. But donOt project narrow, singular experience for everyone else in
ignorance of their needs, in ignorance of the provision that can be made to meet those

needs elsewhere, and donOt stigmatise sp ecial schools in the process.

The good news is that the Government has at long last seen the light. The recent Green

Paper issued by the Department for Education wants to Oend the bias towards inclusionO.

And Sarah Teather has just wrapped the knuckles of Academia when they didnOt like the

sound of that. About time too!

In response to the letter in the Guardian on Saturday 12th March 2011 about the SEN

Green Paper by an eminent group of professors , the Minister, Sarah Teather, said this:

| was very disappointed to read the misrepresentation of the Government’s Green Paper on

special educational needs and disabilities. (Letters p.41 Saturday 12th March)

The suggestion that Government is trying to make children with complex needs ‘earn’ a place
in a mainstream school is both offensive and inaccurate. At the heart of the Green Paper is the
importance of parental choice. Parents know what type of education they want for their child
and they should be allowed to decide if that is a mainstream or special school, academy or

free school.

At no point do we suggest that one form of schooling is better or preferable for children with
additional or complex needs - this is about parental choice, not the ideologically driven idea
that the state knows best.

http://goo.gl/vskuz

The academics Sarah Teather is referring to are the people who donOt want parents to
have that choice because they continue to assert that Inclusion is Oa socially just and fair
approach to schooling with benefits for all.O By implication special schools a re socially

unjust and unfair.



They have got smear tactics down to a fine art! Revisit Post 71!

They have not the slightest interest in trying to see and meet the differing needs of
these children and respect the wishes of their parents. They see that as t urning the clock

back. Another smear!

And they smear the Green Paper too, ” For many, these proposals signal their likely exclusion
not only from mainstream education, but also from whatever “big society” this government

intends to create.”

For the past thirty years Academia has treasured anything and everything that confirmed its
view but binned everything and anything that didn’t. They had worked it out in the libraries of
their minds not in the classrooms of the real world thirty years ago, and they’ve got stuck in

the same groove ever since. | prefer to call it a “rut”!

I don’t need to name and shame them. They did it themselves in their letter to the Guardian.

What is the collective word for a group of professors who have lost their way? A
wandering? A meandering? A twaddle? Yes, | shall call them Oa twaddleO. Here is a right

OtwaddleO of professors.

Professor Richard Rose -University of Northampton, Professor Philip Garner -University of
Northampton, Professor Emeritus Klaus Wedell - University of London, Professor Juliet
Goldbart -Manchester Metropolitan University, Professor Brahm Norwich - University of Exeter,
Professor Sue Ralph - University of Northampton, Professor John Dwyfor Davies - University of
the West of England, Professor Joe Elliott - University of Durham Professor Saville Kushner -

University of the West of England, Professor John Visser - University of Northampton.

Just how long will they be allowed to stigmatise special schools, teach their students the
error of their ways, and require t heir students to repeat them to pass their exams? How
long must we wait for them to eat their words or, if they canOt move their brains out of

idling mode, take early retirement?

The late Flo’ Wilkinson, a retired teacher who lived to the age of 105, when asked by the Chief
Rabbi the secret of her longevity, replied “Never stop learning.” | commend that advice to that

twaddle of professors and others like them.

TheyOll soon have an opportunity to watch my play. It may help that learning process. If

they are true to form, they will just not want to know.

Read the rest of this entry »

Posted in Thoughts | 7 Comments »




73 NO CHEERS FOR ACADEMIA - Naught out of ten, | am
afraid

March 28th, 2011

Professor Ralph Wedwood, professor of philosophy at Merton College Oxford and
Christine Taylor, its Development Officer, came to Death of a Nightingale at the New End

Theatre,Hampstead last week.

| sent an email to them this morning, and both have said that it would be appropriate for
me to copy it here. Christine Taylor wrote “The play was most interesting and thought

provoking, as were our discussions both at our dinner and in the interval, and | have
certainly done some more thinking over the weekend.O Professor Wedgood also said

“limmensely enjoyed Death of a Nightingale.O

Here is my email to them:

Good morning Ralph and Christine,

| am so pleased that you were both able to come to Death of a Nightingaleand share a meal

with me beforehand.

I hope that it is the beginning of a conversation, not the beginning and end to one.

What made the whole thing more poignant for me was to meet up with a member of the
Wedgwood family. You would see, more than most, the bulldozing of Brighouse School as a
metaphor for the destruction of valued possessions and the erosion of excellence in our
society. When | was living in Sunderland | saw the demise of another great company with even
older provenance, Hartley Wood making stained glass for cathedrals, stained glass having

come to the NE at the time of Adam Bede.

There has to be something very badly wrong with this country to allow the destruction of its
manufacturing base, as against other European countries that have managed to protect theirs.

The fine brains in Oxford really should have directed their thoughts to understand the reason.

For me | now go back, as | said, to the lectures by the eminent Herbert Hart, the one bit of
academic learning | truly value from my Merton days. | sense that you can trace the problem to
the words people use and the way they use them. They condition their thoughts; in today’s

world programme them.

Hence in the 72 posts in my Blog, | look at words like Equality and Rights and see how they
are used and abused, and | look the word Equity/fair play and seeing how it is undervalued. In

particular | see the legal rights that don’t carry benefits you can sometimes better be without,



and Equality, so far from being fair as lawyers assert, sometimes monstrously unfair and

unwise.

| argue at the outset of these posts, the UK needs a detox, and that this is where you should

begin.

These are philosophical thoughts, surely, and | would welcome an opportunity to discuss them

further with you.

There are constitutional thoughts as well. How Inclusion became Law, starting with an
amendment to the Education Bill in 1976 in a debate on School milk in the House of Lords.
How the checks and balances that | always thought were in place to combat the abuse of
power have, one by one, been disabled; Helena Kennedy’s Power Inquiry in 2004 disabled

before it was even enabled!

The other thing | am sure that you will have picked up from your visit is my criticism of my
own time at Oxford. While | enjoyed and benefited from the experience, in retrospect the
subjects | covered in Jurisprudence were a preparation for life as a legal “termite”, preserving
an archaic system more interested in perpetuating itself than serving the interests of justice

for the general public.

A study of other contemporary legal systems would have been much more useful than Roman
Law and International Law. Apart from anything else - and there would have been much else -
that would have shown me and others that you do not need to divide lawyers between the
barristers and solicitors. This serves to keep the meter ticking longer, puts up the cost of

justice and favours the powerful against the weak and state patronage.

| could have benefited from some pro bono work in Tribunals where rules and regulations,
Law and precedent place unrepresented claimants at a huge disadvantage. | know this
personally because my wife with her law degree represented claimants on behalf of

Sunderland CAB until the Local Authority closed it down for the sake of a £50k saving.

Also, | would have benefited from some psychology in my studies. It was only later that |
realised that the world was not the rational place that academics and lawyers behaved as

though it were.

You will also have picked up the reference to professors criticising the “individualised
approach” to teaching. The line in the play that Tom Scott, its director, didn’t like and edited
out, is the comment that ” these professors go on to teach their students the error of their
ways, and their students have to repeat them to pass their exams. UGH” He preferred more

simply “And they go on to teach this nonsense to their students.”

The full quote belongs to Professor Alan Dyson of Manchester University.



“We need, for many children at least, to abandon the individualised approach that has become
the shibboleth of special needs education. Children with difficulties do not come into schools
in ones - they come in 10s, scores, even hundreds. Instead of a case-by-case approach, we
need robust organisational and teaching strategies, which schools can routinely use on whole

groups of learners.

We should acknowledge that the difficulties experienced by many children arise not from their
individual characteristics but from their social and family circumstances. The problems they
face are compounded by structures of schooling, which marginalise their interests. Therefore,
we should seek structural responses. Some of these must address broad social and economic
issues. Some will have to look again at the underlying structures of the education system -

such as competition between schools, and the impact of target-setting.”

Of course, the worst-case scenario is where academics become the consultants to
Government, feeding back what it wants to hear - see note 8 in the Notes & Quotes in my
book. | am pretty sure that Prof. Dyson was one of the people writing the report entitled Costs
and Outcomes for pupils with moderate learning difficulties in Special and Mainstream Schools
1999. “It is important to be clear, therefore, than an analysis of costs and outcomes cannot

properly be used to determine questions of rights.” Do you endorse that?

This report, when you look at the detail, should have been referred back relying as it did on a
9% response from145 LEAs who “sent information or undertaking studies”. It was the blind
leading the blind. And no doubt Alan Dyson’s students were themselves blindfolded, and had

to go along with this way of thinking or fail their exams.

Prof. Dyson is just one of a cohort of academics subscribing to the dogma of Inclusion,
treasuring anything that supports it, binning anything that doesn’t - the archetypal termite -
stigmatizing special schools in the process. They all delete my emails without reading them.
Well, Death of a Nightingaleis my response. | dare say they’d like to bin that too. In the
closing words of Tracy, “I’m not going to blow away in the wind.” Certainly | don’t think that

the play will, now that it is in the public domain.

Then if Brighouse School is a metaphor for all those good things destroyed by vandals, SEN is
a metaphor for the West’s whole approach to a lot of other things, almost everything that can
be labeled a cock-up from Enron and the Credit Crunch right down to the closing of that CAB

in Sunderland.

And, we now have the absurdity of gifted and talented youngsters being deterred from
applying for a University place because of an interest-bearing loan amounting to tens of
thousands of pounds when they should be encouraged to aspire to a University education

after which they could enjoy the fruits of the labours and put some money into a pension. Yes,



I am afraid that would involve selection, and would not conduce to a more equal society, but it

would help some get out of their disadvantaged backgrounds.

Instead, to feed academia with its students, we have young people encouraged to think that
getting two letters after their name will automatically get them out of their social rut, and not
getting them will condemn them to a life of failure; and a loan bearing interest to get there a
burden worth enduring. You should understand that both these propositions are grossly

misleading.

Forgive me saying this but the message you and others in University should be sustaining is
the one that Emma Kirk the music teacher and Margaret Williamson want to deliver to children

with special needs.

EMMA If you're afraid of failure you’ll win nothing in life. You’ve got to zap those gremlins.
You know what | think. There’s just too many people out there that aspire to be mediocre.

That’s no way to be.

MARGARET Got no horizon? I'd put it another way. For our kids all their mountains are just a

little bit higher, and someone has to keep reminding them about the view from the top.

This does not just apply to children with special educational needs,

Yes, we have plenty to talk about if you would like it.

I have spent a little time writing this because | think it should make post no. 73.

What do you think?

| look forward to hearing from you

Alan

Visit BBC TV London - Youtube Death of a Nightingale

http://bit.ly/hYzXAF

AND BOOK IN NOW -Death of a Nightingale at New End Theatre Hampstead.

http://bit.ly/rcBbJ

RUN ENDS 3 APRIL

Posted in Thoughts | 54 Comments »




72 THE TRUTH MUST OUT - Inclusion is a monumental
cockup

March 25th, 2011

In my last post | asked why there seemed to be a coordinated effort to Odrown outO the
stage performances of Death of a Nightingale, denying it the oxygen that it needed from
press reviews in the national dailies and the local Ham & Hi, also why two boxes of

flyers promoting the play lay undelivered under the stairs of the New End Theatre.

All the papers had ignored it, even though the play was highly topical. The Government’s SEN
Green Paper had just been published. It included pupils from Oak Lodge Special School in East
Finchley acting alongside professional actors, one of them Max Lewis already having starred in
a film with Cate Blanchett and Judy Dench. Miriam Margolyes, who saw its first night, had
extolled it.

Instead Jonathan Levitt gave it a scathin g review in Stage Blog while just over a year
before Susan Elkin in the same publication gave a rave review to the rehearsed reading
of the same play in the same theatre before Tom Scott and a great team of actors had

made a much better play of it.

| wrote this:

What is the explanation?

Jonathan Lovett concedes that Inclusion is “still a political hot potato.” Mary Warnock called it
a disaster. The Green Paper promised for last Autumn, has just been published. The nice

question is whose fingers is the potato burning?

Maybe some people just don’t like Death of a Nightingale and would like it to be stillborn. |

hope they won’t put you off seeing it before the present run ends on April 3.

Last night Lynda Walker, head teacher of Oak Lodge Special School in East Finchley
whose pupils acted along side professional actors, took part in a post performance

discussion on the GovernmentOs Green Paper.

Jornalista, the young and talented PR company hired by the New End Theatre to promote the
play invited 60 journalists to hear her views. | reinforced this with a letter to three newspapers
that had not reviewed Death of a Nightingale but might be said to have had good reason to do
so. Kerry Maddern of Times Educational Supplement had given a full page coverage to the
rehearsed reading on 20 November 2009 (by the way, Google seems to have lost it
somewhere), and Ham & Hi and the Jewish Chronicle, with its readers in Hampstead, Hendon
and Finchley, had accepted quarter page display adverts placed to compensate for the absence

of a review.



Yet, once again the media was notable by its absence.

The paranoid thought occurred to me that this was all a sign of “the elected dictatorship” that

some people think is at work in our society. | now don'’t think it is personal.

On reflection there is another explanation.

By coincidence, drowned out by the Budget, yesterday BBC News put out a report by the
Specialist Schools a nd Academies Trust gave some alarming statistics. OResearch shows
the number of children with disabilities has risen from 700,000 in 2004 to 950,000 in
2009.0 The report also said Oone in five pupils in England is said to have some form of

special needs. T his equates to around 1.7 million children.O http://bbc.in/g6QZLU

Those who truly have special needs are being lost among those categorized as having them.
This has happened because schools have seized the opportunity to get extra money for
children with special needs on offer to make Inclusion acceptable to mainstream schools, this
along with the 100,000 classrooms assistants recruited for the same purpose - all regardless

of expense!

And there is no follow-up to any of this in this week’s Times Educational Supplement.

The drowning process goes on.

What has happened here  ? | shall try to summarise it.

In a debate in the House of Lords on school milk in October 1976 Dyou can imagine how
many noble Lords will have been present D in a 41 minute debate an amendment to
require LEAs to educate children with mainstream schools t hat had earlier in the year

been rejected by disability organisations and the NUT was nevertheless was approved,

and was subsequently passed into law.

Thus, Parliament gave a legal right to children with special needs to mainstream
education. An army has b een recruited to try to make it work, and in some cases it has.
In many cases it has not. Children have been given rights without benefits, substandard

teaching and care, exclusion in an inclusive environment, and bullying.

Yes, sometimes the education of children without special needs has benefited from the
presence of children with special needs among them. However, their right to have an
education appropriate to their needs has not always been fully respected because of the
demands made on finite time and limited knowhow of teachers made responsible children

with special needs?



As emerged in the post performance discussion last night, the lucky ones today are
those in t he special schools that remain, schools like Oak Lodge Special School in
Finchley and Barbara Priesman School in Sunderland that | helped parents save from the

cull.

Furthermore, what some may have hoped would save money has actually become

extraordinarily expensive.

So, why the media silence? Simply because all three political parties gave their support
to Inclusion. Academia validated it. Parliament sanctioned it. And the media gave it their
blessing. No - one wants to own up to it. There is not a conspirac y of silence. There is

Just silence.

In Death of a Nightingale Tracy, a pupil of Brighouse School, tells the story of the destruction

of her school and the attempted suicide of its head teacher.

Early on she says:

I'll tell you something. Lawyers and politicians just love to give us our rights. Rights. | call
them buttercups and daises. And we are those little white dandelion heads, you know, they

blow away in the wind.

| also give Tracy the last word:

Remember the little white dandelion heads blowing away in the wind. Well, a couple of weeks
ago, in the next street to mine, a boy of twelve - | think he was a bit overweight - well, he
tried to take his own life. Thank you for coming to listen to my story. Can | leave you with a
really naughty thought to take home with you. There are some little creatures that build and
defend their own nests but they cannot move on and they cannot do anything else. That’s
what they do. They build and defend their own nests. That’s all they do That’s all they’ve ever
done. That’s all they’ll ever do. There is a name for them. “Termites”, yes "Termites.” If there
are any of them here tonight, let them go to their beds and sleep peacefully ... if they can.

Y’see I’'m not just going to blow away in the wind. Good night.

1 donOt think that this issue will blow away in the wind, whatever is in store for Death of

a Nightingale.

Visit BBC TV London B Youtube Death of a Nightingale

http://bit.ly/hYZXAF

AND BOOK IN NOW - Death of a Nightingale at New End Theatre Hampstead.



http.//bit.ly/rcBbJ

RUN ENDS 3 APRIL

PS This is part of an email that | have sent to Lynda Walker, copied to Sir Geoffrey

Bindman QC arising out of two post performance discussions they have participated in:

Just to clarify where | stand in relation to the equal worth issue. Whatever words you or

anyone want to use about this, | sense that all children are different and have different

needs that have to be respected and, when occasionally those needs actually conflict, in
relation to teachersO time, for instance, fair play not equality should be the guiding

principle.

Thus, some children should aspire to go to a university, and very bright ones should not be
allowed under any circumstances to be put off by the propect of a loan carrying interest.
Others will want a more practical course, ending up with a diploma, and that doesn’t have to
be equal to a degree. It is just different. Others still may embark upon a job that doesn’t need

a degree or a diploma but does require some basic skill in communication or calculation.

All of them need to understand that the world does not owe them a living and, to
advance, they need to understand the nature of commitment to a job and set a standard

of excellence.

Then there are others whom society cannot employ but, like everyone else, they have a life to
live and enjoy with friends with whom they feel comfortable, and that may not be the wider

community however much do gooders think it should.

Here schools should prepare them for that, and music and the arts have a special place and

other things too.

To argue that one size must fit all for the sake of equality is, in my book, an arrogance.

Tracy adds a few more words to this.

April 3 will mark the end of the run b and | hope that quite a few more people will see it
before then B but, whatever happens after that, the issues it raises will continue to

demand answers.

Posted in Thoughts | 45 Comments »

71 The Strange Case of Jonathan Lovett - it deserves to be
preserved in aspic




March 22nd, 2011

This is Jonathan LovettOs review of Death of a Nightingale in Stage Blog this week

Death of a Nightingale
Published Friday 18 March 2011 at 11:09 by Jonathan Lovett

Mainstream exposure should be denied this turgid drama lest it put the case for special

schools back 30 years.

More a lecture than an alleged “dramatic tour de force”, it uses two-dimensional characters as
mouthpieces to extol the benefits of special needs education over inclusivity, in this tale of

one such school’s fight against closure.

Arriving at the same time as the government’s green paper on special needs schools, the topic

is still a political hot potato and a worthy subject for debate.

Unfortunately, Alan Share’s badly written, didactic play - full of platitudes such as “Everyone
can achieve something in life with a helping hand” - is more preachy than pertinent. It is a

kind of anti-theatre, virtually untouched by any attempt at direction.

But what really grates is the patronising air throughout. The audience is spoon-fed
information without being challenged, rather like the children with learning difficulties who
are brought out a handful of times and not given the chance to act or show what they are

really capable of.

Likewise, the characters are condescending stereotypes. They including an angelic blonde girl
in a wheelchair who sings Tomorrow, the inspirational black teacher who teaches the kids
negro spirituals, and the rotten English civil servant whose father served in the Punjab and

laughs at shredding petitions from pleading parents.

This reviewe is so full of vitriol and bile that it deserves to be preserved in aspic.

Contrast it with Susan ElkinOs review in the Stage Blog, the same publication , just over a

year ago. And that review was of the rehearsed reading of Death of a Nightingale before

it was vastly improved under the direction of Tom Scott for its current run at the New

End Theatre, with highly talented actors and pupils from Oak Lodge Special School in
Finchley.

This is what Susan Elkin wrote:

Death of a Nightingale is about a special needs school which is about to close (or die) as

external decisions are made to place all the pupils in mainstream education. It’s a refreshingly



uncompromising and meaty piece which doesn’t pander to people who aren’t prepared to

think things through. Neither does it fight shy of some very contentious issues.

There’s a lot of talking (it reminded me of Shaw at times in a 21st century way) and a large
cast of staff and pupils - all carefully and plausibly characterised. | loved the emphasis on
music and its power to heal and educate as well as the sensitive examination of the role and

predicament of the head teacher who attempts suicide.

Unsurprisingly, Share is now very keen to get his play staged. It would work well, | think, for a
youth theatre, school, university or drama school given the issues it deals with and the large
cast. Lots of parts for young actors with disabilities too.
Any takers? You <can, as | did, download and read Death of a Nightingale

atwww.deathofanightingale.com. Share would be awfully pleased, | know, to hear from anyone

wanting to mount, promote or sponsor the play or to help in any other way to get it on stage.

Meanwhile | shall keep tweeting. You never know what or who you might come across.

It is also in stark contrast with other reviews:

Miriam Margolyes A wonderful night, very moving - | learned about another world, which can
be as cruel & cynical & as warm-hearted & surprising as my own. Don’t miss it, esp. if you're a

human being.

Oliver Valentine The timing of Share’s play aligns well with new developments about the
ongoing debate around the provision of special schools. A Green Paper on SEN may now offer

parents a real choice.

Len Parkin Teacher Magazine ‘Compelling, controversial and confrontational, a brilliant

addition to the inclusion or, as some argue, the illusion debate.’

Times Educational Supplement 2009 A special betrayal brought to life - a searing tale of a

fight to save SEN school which drove head teacher to brink of suicide

Alex Harrod EXTRA EXTRA Lessons show Emma Kirk (Feyi Babalola) interacting with her
pupils through musical recordings and discussions on faith. Several of the teacher’s students
are young actors with special needs from the Oak Lodge School in East Finchley. Each of the
children, well supported by Jordan Loughran, give enthusiastic and heart-warming
performances, with Terry (Max Lewis) delivering some of the play’s most humorous lines. The
involvement of these children in Death of a Nightingale was a brave and astute decision; it
gave the difficult issue at the heart of the production a human face and, as such, was a vital
part of it. The performances of Max, Romina Bemani-Naeini and James Le Dain served to

remind the audience of the potential these children have and the importance of unlocking it.



Oliver Valentine Melanie Ramsey is superb as Head teacher Margaret Williamson, and is well
supported by her on stage partner lan Targett as John Errington.... Max Lewis plays the part of
mischievous student Terry to perfection. ...... Death Of A Nightingale offers a stimulating night

of theatre that is as relevant as it is moving.

Why does Jonathan Lovett write as he does?

This is what a young lawyer from Greece has just written to me:

We have a saying in Hellas (which is the correct name of my home country) that people
throw stones only at trees that are full of fruit. So the fact that some people prefer that

it had never been written is actually and metaphorically a tribute to your effort.

Maybe it explains a number of things that have perplexed me in recent weeks:

1 | asked the New End Theatre to invite the following VIPs to the opening night: Michael Gove,
Secretary of State for Education Sarah Teather Minister for State for Department of Education,
Barry Sheerman MP, Formerly, Chair of the Children, Schools and Families Select Committee,
Lord Baker of Dorking, former Education Minister Lord Derek Foster of Bishop Auckland Chris

Woodhead. | have been in touch with all of them in the past.

None of them were invited.

No invitations went out to the chair of governors and governors, the head teacher and deputy
head teacher of Oak Lodge School that provided pupils for the play, nor even to the parents of
those pupils. In fact, so far as | am aware no-one was invited. A few days before the Opening
Night on a planned visit to the school | met the Lynda Walker, the head teacher and

encouraged them to come.

2 Although the New End Theatre recruited a young and talented PR team, by name Journalista,
to promote the play, there were no reviewers present at the Press Night from the Times, the
Telegraph, Times Educational Supplement, The Independent, the Mail, the Express or even the
Ham & Hi on the doorstep. Yet, the play was highly topical in view of the Government’s Green
Paper coming out at the same time and pupils from a special school were acting alongside

professional actors. These papers have not reviewed the play to date.

What is the explanation?

Jonathan Lovett concedes that Inclusion is Ostill a political hot potato.O Mary Warnock
called it a disaster. The Green Paper promised for last Autumn, has just been published.

The nice question is whose fingers is the potato burning?



Maybe some people just donOt like Death of a Nightingale and would like it to be still -

born. | hope t hey wonOt put you off seeing it before the present run ends on April 3.

visit BBC TV LONDON
Youtube Death of a Nightingale http.//bit.ly/hYZXAF

and BOOK NOW

Tel.0870 033 2733 or on line at www.newendtheatre.co.uk

Posted in Thoughts | 104 Comments »

IS EQUALITY PAST ITS SELL-BY DATE? - Post-performance

discussion at New End Theatre Hampstead
March 19th, 2011

From Post Performance discussion at performance of Death of a Nightingale on Friday
18 March

ME Equality and Fair play are not the same thing

Sir Geoffrey Bindman QC ~ But more Equality is fair

ME Equality can be very unfair - the recent European Court ruling on annuities and motor
insurance premiums for instance. Men get a bad deal in one and young women drivers get a

bad deal in the other.

Sir Geofffrey Bindman QC Sex discrimination stigmatises.

ME Who is doing the stigmatising?

Tom Scott (Director)  Surely, everyone is of equal worth

ME No. Not equal or unequal, but different - especially children with special needs.

Death of a Nightingale

Margaret Williamson, head teacher of Brighouse School, is explaining to Eileen Winterton, chair
of governors and John Errington, English teacher and her parner the reason for her despair

and anger that led her to try to take her own life.

MARGARET People prattle on about equality of opportunity, but what our kids need is

just opportunity, and a helping hand from us to find it.



JOHN Some compassion too.

MARGARET Yes, sure. Kids are all equally important, but they are all different. They need

different opportunities.

JOHN Some people in the academic fraternity say we should give up the individualised

approach. That’s where they get it badly wrong.

MARGARET And then they go on to teach that nonsense to their students.

JOHNUgh!!

ME Yes, equal right to life and not be killed in genocide and war, and equal right to vote but,
after that, Fair Play, “Equity” in UK at its best is far better than the “Equality” of Continental
Europe - Liberté, égalité, fraternité of French Revolution with the Terror > Russian Revolution
for Equality with the Gulag > Nazi (National Socialist) German Equality of the master race with

World War Il and the Holocaust.

OEqualityO pitches have - nots against haves. It feeds on anger, jealousy, and guilt. OFair
PlayO gives a bette r chance of a harmonious society. It feeds on common sense and

compassion.

Have - nots v Haves, and you feel for the Have - nots. Winners or losers? and you back the
winners and feel compassion for the vulnerable, even if it leads to inequality. | go with

the latter.

In many things we are neither equal nor unequal. We are just different, and especially in

education. One equal size NEVER EVER will fit all. No - one should make it try.

Post Performance Discussions

SUNDAY 20 MARCH - With Café Philo
TERRY v EMMA Who is right?

WEDNESDAY 23 MARCH With Rotary Club of London
WHERE IS COMPASSION?

THURSDAY 24 MARCH With Lynda Walker, head teacher Oak Lodge School
GOVERNMENT'S GREEN PAPER - RIGHT AT LAST?

Visit BBC TV London - Youtube Death of a Nightingale



http://bit.ly/hYzZXAF

AND BOOK IN NOW - Death of a Nightingale at New End Theatre Hampstead.

http://bit.ly/rcBbJ

RUN ENDS 3 APRIL
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70 “THE LAW IS A ASS .. A IDIOT” Mr. Bumble was right

March 5th, 2011

Tuesday coming sees the publication of the GovernmentOs Green Paper on Special
Education and Wednesday, the opening of ODeath of a NightingaleO at the New End

Theatre Hampstead.

The timing could not be better.

Book into a theatrical experience, and at the same time see for yourself the strengths of
special schools and the shortcomings of mainstream education for children with special

needs. See how children can benefit from one, and be deprived in the other.

Last week, however, there was another illustration of the idiocy of the Law. The European
Court of Justice ruled that in the name of sex discrimination girls should be rated as boys
when it came to rating risk in car insurance - and pay much more for it, and men should be
rated as women by the Pension industry when it came to an actuarial calculation of an annuity

- and receive very much less..

Lawyers love to assert equality and see equality and fairness as one and the same thing.
What they signally fail to acknowledge is that sometimes it is not a matte r of whether
people are equal or unequal, but different. There could not be a clearer demonstration

that Equality and Equity (fair play) are not the same thing.

Go to any Care Home and you will see the preponderance of women surviving their spouses.
As a golfing friend of mind says, “they are wired differently.” They live longer, especially if

young men drive cars!

Why do | mention this here? Because those same lawyers and lawmakers made precisely
the same mistake when it came to addressing the education of children with special

needs.

They asserted Equality and shoehorned them into mainstream schools where they could

be equal to OnormalO children. The fact is that they are different, and to give them school



days they could enjoy, friends they could make, an d better chances later on in many

cases they need the different form of education that a special school can provide.

Oak Lodge School is a special school in Finchley. Some of the pupils are acting along side
professional actors in a music lesson in Death of a Nightingale. Max Lewis, with Down’s
syndrome, has the wonderful role of Terry, a really mischievous youngster, and he is really
enjoying acting the part as you will enjoy seeing him in it. He rose to fame after appearing

with Judy Dench and Cate Blanchett in the Oscar-nominated film “Notes on a Scandal’.

Last week | paid my first visit the school and met the head teacher, Lynda Walker. It took me
back to Barbara Priestman School in Sunderland where | was a governor from 1988 to 2004.
Children with many different disabilities, all of them enjoying their lessons, two of them going
down the corridor, arm in arm. | remember older children helping to push younger ones round
in wheel chairs. Lynda told me that she was happy for her school to be involved. She and |

were singing off the same hymn sheet.

Let me quote the words of Tracy a pupil in the play:

TRACY [I've tried to understand it. Why do some people like to destroy things that are
beautiful? They do. They really do. Some are just out and out vandals. What they can’t have,
they don’t want anyone else to have. But others? Maybe it’s because they think that what’s
right for them is right for everyone else, when it just isn’t, and then they go on to think that
everything else is wrong. If that is the reason, they make a big mistake. When you think about
it, isn’t it a bit arrogant? A bit blinkered? Aren’t they - how do you say - sometimes just too
clever by half? Certainly too clever for our good. It isn’t as though they’ve always got it right
for the kids that want to go to mainstream schools and there are some. Somebody should tell
them. The trouble is that they think they understand us. They just don’t, and they don’t

understand what they are stealing from some of us either.

HereOs hoping that the Government Os Green Paper on SEN, which is after all a discussion
document, will give parents of children with special needs with real choice between

mainstream and special school and will not load the scales against them.

Let me give you Mr. BumbleOs full quote ,E O the law is a ass N a idiot. If thatOs the eye of
the law, the law is a bachelor; and the worst | wish the law is that his eye may be opened

by experience N by experience.O

THE NEW END THEATRE IS VERY SMALL. BOOK IN NOW

http://bit.ly/rcBbJ
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PRESS RELEASE - DEATH OF A NIGHTINGALE 9 MARCH - 3
APRIL NEW END THEATRE HAMPSTEAD

February 22nd, 2011

Young actors with special needs take to the stage

A group of young actors with special needs are to take part in a new play about the everyday
struggles in the fictional Brighouse school, a special educational needs school threatened with

closure.

Students with conditions including Down’s syndrome and autism from the Oak Lodge School
in East Finchley, will star alongside professional actors in a four-week run of Death of a

Nightingale at the New End Theatre in Hampstead.

The play sees the return of Max Lewis, the 18-year-old actor with Down’s syndrome
who rose to fame after appearing with Judy Dench and Cate Blanchett in the Oscar-
nominated film Notes on a Scandal. Max will play the part of Terry, a 15-year-old pupil

with a history of truanting from schools that do not meet his needs.

Set in 2002, Death of a Nightingale explores the impact of the renewed government

drive to send children with special educational needs to mainstream schools.

Written by playwright Alan Share, a former chair of governors at a special school, and directed
by Tom Scott, the play is showing at the New End Theatre in Hampstead. The London venue
has a growing reputation for staging challenging drama, recently addressing a number of

sensitive issues including child abuse and the onset of dementia.

Speaking about Death of a Nightingale, New End Theatre’s Artistic Director Brian Daniels said:
‘The play is both moving and deeply relevant to the ongoing political debate around the

provision of special schools.

‘The production features incredibly talented actors, some of whom have lived through the
changes in government policy that the play addresses. The students from Oak Lodge School in

the wider cast really help bring these issues to light on our London stage.’

Death of a Nightingale is showing from Wednesday 9th March to Sunday 3rd April 2011.
Tuesdays to Saturdays at 7.30pm, matinees on Saturday and Sunday at 3.30pm. Tickets are

priced at £18 (concessions £16) and are available from www.newendtheatre.co.uk



BOOK IN NOW

For interview, or any further information, please contact:

Oscar Holland from Journalista on 020 73944311 / or 07752248561 (out of hours).

Read the rest of this entry »
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69 For the UK Premiere of Death of a Nightingale at the New
End Theatre 9 March - 3 April

February 13th, 2011

We shall not cease from exploration
And the end of all our exploring
Will be to arrive where we started

And know the place for the first time.

TS Eliot, Four Quartets, Little Gidding 1942

Inclusion D when did it all begin? On Monday, 7 October 1976, in a debate in the House
of Lords on an Education Bill. That day a new clause, although criticised and withdrawn
earlier in the year, was reintroduced in a slightly different form. It required Local
Education Authorities to educate most children with special ed ucational needs in

mainstream schools instead of special schools.

At that time the policy had not been researched nor costed, and was opposed by many

disability organisations and by the National Union of Teachers, but it passed into law.

Since then the myth has been propagated that the Warnock Report issued two years later in
1978 shaped the policy of Inclusion. In fact a small unrepresentative pressure group, in a
debate lasting no more than 41 minutes in the Upper House, had succeeded in pre-empting

that report, and changed the face of special education for over thirty years.*

In 1994 the policy of Inclusion was reinforced by the Salamanca Conference organised by the
Government of Spain and UNESCO which said amongst other things that “those with special

”

educational needs must have access to regular schools.” The educational establishment,

supported by the Treasury, along with Academia then put its full weight behind it.



In 1988 Alan Share was invited to be a governor of Barbara Priestman, a school in Sunderland
for physically disabled children. Shortly after that the head teacher Fredwyn Haynes invited

him to serve as its chair of governors. He remained on the governing body until 2004.

During this time he witnessed the efforts that were made by a local authority to close down
what was widely acknowledged to be an excellent school in pursuit of Inclusion. By this time,

it been endorsed by all three political parties; no-one in power then was questioning it.

These efforts, however, met with a campaign mounted by parents, staff and pupils, by
the medical profession and by the wider community to keep the school open, a campaign
that ultimately persuaded Charles Clarke, then Education Secretary, to veto the proposal

to close it. The school is still open today.

But 100 special schools were closed in these years. To highlight the tragedy that he believes
this to be, and to draw on his own experience of the benefits such schools can provide for

their pupils, he brings Death of a Nightingale to the New End Theatre.

The play, as it tells the fictional story of the efforts of Westborough’s local authority to
close Brighouse School, supports the argument that parents of children with special
needs should be able to choose between mainstream and special schools for their

children and the scales should not be weighted against them.

We are delighted that Oak Lodge School, a special school in East Finchley, has helped to
provide from its pupils the cast for a music lesson. Alan Share believes that music should be a
part of every child’s education. It had an important place at Barbara Priestman School and he
accords it an important place at Brighouse School. He also uses it to explore the relationship

between music and faith that have been bedfellows since the dawn of civilisation.

In writing the music lesson, he draws on the Alexandria Declaration, 2002 issued by religious
leaders from the Muslim, Christian and Jewish communities that asserted “We seek to live
together as neighbours respecting the integrity of each other’s historical and religious
inheritance.” He also draws on Lord Sacks’ recently published book “The Dignity of Difference”
where he asserts that “God is God of all humanity, but between Babel and the end of days no
single faith is the faith of all humanity.” He hopes that the music that the music teacher Emma
Kirk plays for her class will echo these sentiments. He also gives atheism and humanism their

voice too.

What he writes is fiction from first to last.

Alan Share sums it up in these words:

“The play is born of the experiences and of the paranoia of things that | have seen. |

write it as a tragedy, which I believe it is. | hope that | do not give too much away if | say



that there are no individual heroes or heroines in the play, no individual villains either.
All the characters are in one way or another victims or casualties of a system that has

somehow lost its way.

They’re all human and, at the heart of the tragedy, is human frailty; it always seems to
bedevil the best of notions. If there is a hero, it is Brighouse School itself, and Tracy who

tells its story. | have given her the last word. It is right that she should have it.”

*The British Journal of Development Disabilities Vol.52 Part 1 January 2006 No.102 pp 65-71.

“Death of a Nightingale” at New End Theatre Hampstead 9 MARCH -3
APRILhttp.//tiny.ly?vOQ ONLY 84 SEATS - BOOK EARLY - BOOK NOW

Read the rest of this entry »
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68 The truth will out - Know Mary Warnock for the first time

January 29th, 2011

I begin the Prologue to my book Death of a Nightingale with the following quotation, and

| intended it to refer to me.

We shall not cease from exploration
And the end of all our exploring
Will be to arrive where we started

And know the place for the first time.

TS Elliot, Four Quartets, Little Gidding 1942

It does refer to me. | could not have written what | have written without a range of
experiences B some good, some bad and some positively awful b in my working life, not
least for many years as chair of governors of a special school , helping parents keep it

open, one of the best things I ever did.

I have just come across an article in the Times Educational Supplement that makes me
realise the importance of seeing where Inclusion actually started, and kno wing that for

the first time.

| make this post a short one because | write it at 5 a.m., and | want to get back to bed.

Click http://tiny.ly/QG8a and read The curious case of the Warnock report D Robin

Jackson and you will know Inclusion for the first time. Click http://tiny.ly/ZGeM and you will

read a more detailed analysis in his review of Mary Warnock’s Paper “Special Educational



Needs.: new look”. Read either or both and you may then see Mary Warnock for the first time,

too.

I will give you a taster. OA curious omission in her lecture is any reference to the fact
that the Warnock committee had been forced to accept the case for integration well

before the report was published.O Wow, as they say these days.

I invited Mary Warnock to come to my play at the New End Theatre, Hampstead between 8
March and 3 April. This was her reply: Dear Alan, I’'m sorry to have been so long in replying to
your kind invitation. | have been trying to see if | could fix things so that | could accept. But
sadly | shall have to be away at the time that the play is on and | am very sorry. But thanks for

asking me best wishes Mary W.

Pity!

Maybe 10l be luckier inviting you. Booking is now open. Telephone 0870 033 2733 or on

line www.newendtheatre.co.uk

Posted in Thoughts | 6 Comments »

67 The Music Lesson - The wonderful gift of Music

January 5th, 2011

Enough complaining about the world, letOs escape from all that for a moment. Can | share
with you an amazing 2 hours watching OThe Music InstinctO on Sky Arts 2? This
documentary should be compulsory viewing for all those interested in education, health

care and the social sciences, and priority viewing for everyone else.

For those who think that music is an optional add - on extra to life, think again.

Let me start with something | have written in the Prologue to “Death of a Nightingale”:

I have been thinking about a Universal Creator through the prism of Music. They have, after
all, been travelling companions since the dawn of civilisation. Music is good for the soul.
Whether playing or just listening, it is something you should learn at school. As Anthony Storr
illustrated in his book Music and the Mind it can have a special value for children with learning
difficulties. | am indebted to my music teacher who played records to us with, as | recall it,
fibre tipped needles. Once learned at school, it will last a lifetime. It has for me. With great

Music like great Art you can touch eternity. These are moments that will last for ever.

Strangely the programme did not explore, as Emma Kirk the music teacher does in Death
of a Nightingale, whether music that can be termed spiritual D from anywhere in the

world B reaches part of the brain that other music does not reach. But it did explore the



way that music acts as a trigger to emotion b happiness, sadness, terror, and provides a

stimulus to the imagination.

It did much more than that. It echoed my thought that it had been around since the dawn of
civilisation. When | wrote the Prologue | did not realise just how far back that went.

Archaeologists have discovered an ivory flute going back 30,000 years.

Much more importantly, neuro-scientists studying brain function with the latest MRl scanners
now have evidence that music in early years can improve cognitive skills, make those suffering
from Parkinson’s Disease more mobile, help stroke victims talk again, steady the heart beat of
patients in intensive care units, contribute to the care of Alzheimer patients and, as | have

said, offer great benefit to children with special education needs.

Apart from all of that it is, of course, something wonderful to listen to, even m ore

wonderful to play or sing, and something that brings people together to enjoy.

I have already touched upon this in earlier posts ( Visit No.18 “David could not tie his shoe-

laces”, and No.17 Channel 4 “The World’s Greatest Musical Prodigies”).

The names to conjure with today, my own heroes, include Gustavo Dudamel and the Simon
Bolivar Youth Orchestra from Venezuela, Alexander Prior the 16 year old composer and
conductor, Daniel Barenboim and his Israeli-Palestinian Divan Orchestra, Evelyn Glennie world
famous percussionist who is deaf, José Carreras, one of the Three Tenors, recovered from
acute lymphocytic leukaemia, and the National Youth Orchestra of Great Britain, the UK’s

largest orchestra.

I am one of the lucky ones. | have heard all of them, and many more, in the Sage Gateshead,

the product of a visionary Gateshead local authority, or just on TV and U Tube.

| ask the question. You will know the answer better than | do. When children with special
needs are being taught in mainstream schools are the y all being introduced to music?
Do they have music teachers like the one | knew when | was chair of governors of a

special school in NE England? Do they have a music teacher like Emma Kirk in my play?

This is what they are missing if they donOt.

Act One Scene 7

It is now winter 2002. Emma Kirk is sitting in front of Terry, Johnny, Philippa and Tracy. Harry

has now joined the class. The lesson is illustrated with CD and DVD recordings.



EMMA KIRK That is why Music is the pulse of life itself. You can hear its beat in classical
music and in Jazz and the Blues. You know something - there’s plenty of fine music in Heaven

and down here on earth, but not one single bar of it in Hell.

And I'll tell you kids something else you don’t appreciate; there’s the beauty of music and
there’s beauty in silence too. The still moment when there is no music, when there is no

sound.

TRACY | don’t get that.

EMMA KIRK I'll tell you what my teacher once said to me. Sometimes a piece of music ends
with a big noisy climax. But sometimes it just dies away ever so softly. She said, you’ll go to a
concert and see this, and you’ll hear it. And | have. The conductor holds his baton, the players
hold their position, and the audience holds its breath. It’s a golden moment. In that God given
moment you touch eternity. And that’s what | truly felt. After what seems an eternity, the
conductor drops his baton, the orchestra drop their hands and the audience bursts into
applause. The moment has gone, but it was there. You’ll get the same feeling, the same still

moment, when you stand in front of a really great work of art.

JOHNNY In front of Tracy Emin’s bed?

EMMA KIRK That bed certainly was not for ever, but you’ll feel that some things are, like my
island in the Caribbean, like the ebb and flow of the tides lappin’ the shore, like the rippling
streams that flow into our turbulent oceans. Harry, imagine the world your dad comes from,
the rocks and boulders that shape mountains, all of nature - its unbelievable beauty, its

incredible power, just its infinite variety —nature’s awesome wonders.

PHILIPPA | love David Attenborough’s programmes on the telly.

EMMA KIRK Yes, Philippa, these are for ever God’s gifts to you and to me, to all mankind.
These are for ever God’s gifts to you and to me, to all mankind, yes, and without distinction
between believer and unbeliever, between rich and poor. And, you guys, they are for ever, for

ever. (Very softly then absolute silence)

TRACY (Drops drum stick) Sorry.

EMMA KIRK Never mind. God’s just left the room!

TERRY But God’s gifts Kkill.

EMMA KIRK They also heal. You can’t have a world just made out of sugar candy.

TERRY It’s more like my mam’s suet pudding.



Maybe it is, but this bit of it certainly isnOt.

If you are in London in March, why not book into the New End Theatre in Hampstead to
enjoy the rest of the Music Lesson, and much else besides. Remember it is a very small

theatre, so itOs best to book i n early. Click  http://tiny.ly/8Jka now!

Read the rest of this entry »
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66 Tuition Fees like Inclusion - Another big “hot pot”?
Another cock-up?

December 12th, 2010

What | am saying here is that if you try to put children in a big Ohot potO in the name of
social mobility instead of trying to meet their very diverse individual needs in very

different ways you will be destined to a life of continual and painful disappoi ntment.

To make my point | wonOt write about the rights of children with special educational

needs. | shall write about the rights of students.

The reason why social reformers constantly get it wrong is because they project the way
they expect society to m  eet their needs on to everyone else. But their aspirations, their

frustrations are not the same as everyone elseOs. It is egotistical to think that they are.

That is why | wrote in the Prologue to Death of a Nightingale in particular in relation to

special educational needs:

“Social reformers have not always grasped this. | suspect that many have looked at this
simplistically, seeing it as essentially society’s difficulty not an individual’s, and projecting
what they felt in their gut they would want for themselves for everyone else, a weakness that

is not always wise.”

They make exactly the same mistake with students.

Politicians and academics should be much more sensitive to meeting individual needs that are
all quite different, and less to social mobility and an inclusive environment. If you satisfy
individual needs, you will be much more likely to end up with social mobility and an inclusive

environment.

(Visit 61 THE VACUUM CLEANER SALESMAN, THE SKINHEAD AND THE WAGES CLERK D

Lessons in living)



So for special educational needs, now read OTuition FeesO.

This week | was very lucky not to be caught between a rock and a hard place, the rock being
the students gathered in Trafalgar Square and the hard place being the Prime Minister in
Downing Street trying to make the best of the mess he has inherited. | crossed Whitehall just
in time to avoid the mass of students moving towards Whitehall and the police emerging to

confront them.

| just avoided being kettled!

| saw the students’ posters reading “Education - a Right not a Privilege”. | knew that the

Coalition was arguing that their policy was “Progressive”. Were any of them right?

Surely University education is a benefit more than it is a right, a benefit to the state to have
educated adults and a benefit to the students themselves. But a right? If it is a right, what
right do the natives of Papua New Guinea have to it? It is all too easy to declare a right, but not

always quite so easy to provide the benefit that should go with it.

And is it “Progressive” when a loan will be written off after 30 years if the person is not
earning £21,000? Big deal! Given even normal inflation, even the cat will be earning £20,000
in thirty years time. Everyone will be clobbered, and there’s compound interest to add to the

loan too, interest “tapered” according to income. Another big deal!

And, just what sort of incentive is this to someone to improve their earning power? But a
great incentive to take your hard earned degree, and sell your skills to the highest
bidder in another country altogether, especially if you are at the losi ng end of the

OtaperingO.

It would be much better if politicians, especially now Lib Dems with some real power for the
first time, realised that politics was much more a matter of priorities than a matter of rights.
As every housewife and house-husband knows, you have to prioritise your spending when you

have a tight budget to work to. Not everyone acknowledges this as they should.

Given that the “pot” is much smaller than you want it to be how do you prioritise the spend
overall - there’s defence, NHS, care of the elderly, pensions, green energy, medical and
scientific advancement, roads, railways and all the other things that we depend on in our
complex world, as well as education? And please don’t forget you have to leave some money
over for special educational needs. There’s all that to work out when you decide how much to

spend on education and where.

But that is just the start. You have also to work out how to prioritise the money you
spend in the education budget b nursery, primary, secondary, tertiary as well as

University education, and again letOs not forget special educational needs.



Of course if you endorse the words of the Mandarin in Death of a Nightingale:

JAMES HARRINGTON “Money is where money needs to be is my motto.”

and the last government clearly did, and if you think it’s just a matter of human rights, it’s

easy. You don’t have to spare a thought for anything | have just written.

Do you think | am overstating this here? In “Notes & Quotes” at the end of my book “Death of a
Nightingale” in Note 8 Extracts from Costs and Outcomes for Pupils with Moderate Learning

Difficulties, Research Report RR89 | quote this:

“It is important to be clear, therefore, than an analysis of costs and outcomes cannot be

properly used to determine the question of rights.”

Hence James Harrington, above. It is worth browsing the book for the rest of the text. (Page
141)

So what should be the priority in education today when the pot is much smaller than you

would like it to be?

I suspect that David Cameron posed the question, and Nick Clegg and Vince Cable, trapped by
an irresponsible pledge that they never expected to have to honour, and displaying what | can

only regard as traditional naiveté helped to provide the answer.

Give all students the right to a University education free at the point of use, projecting
what they would want for themselves for everyone else, but now to be paid for on the

never, never.

So, take away 80 per cent of University funding and replace it with student loans not to be
paid back until you are earning over £21,000 and written off after thirty years. And by the
time you have funded that, all you have left over is a miserly £150m for a scholarship scheme
open to the some but not all of the bright kids short of money, to pay for some but not all of

their University education.

| can sum this up with two equations:

NaivetZ + Equality = Mediocrity

NaivetZ + Treasury = Micawberism without compassion

Either way the naiveté of the Lib Dems is bad news.



Is the policy a big deal even for the students they are trying tohelp? | repeat, in thirty years
time given the way inflation works, even the cat will be earning A£20,000 per annum. And
there’s compound interest to allow for as well. Even if A£21,000 is adjusted upwards every

five years, what a way to incentivise earning power at the margin!

And what a way to incentivise learning at a University generally! A graduate tax on top of a
50% tax rate is no better, accelerating as it would a brain drain to other countries of the most
able, the most talented, the most well paid and the ones paying the most tax.Once again all

benefit to this country lost.

And another nonsense | bet they havenOt thought about. At a time when those graduates
should be starting to fund a pensi on for themselves to free the next generation of the
responsibility of paying for it, they will be paying back a loan to free this generation of

its responsibility. Ugh.
And, a cautionary word in edgeways here from the music teacher in Death of a Nightingale:

EMMA KIRK The Tenth Commandment. Thou shalt not covet. No sin in owning. Just sin in

coveting.
What | worry about in the “tax ‘em” mentality, is that the equation will be:
Equality + NaivetZ + Envy = Calamity

The fault lines in the policy start will surely emerge. The demise of “Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac”
in the USA and the Northern Rock bail-out nearer to home show what happens when you lend
money to those unable to pay it back. In that case there were the best of motives to promote
house-building, home ownership and, just by the way, politically, the feel-good factor. In this
case also there are the best of motives, to fund Universities and again, just by the way, ease

the consciences of the Lib Dems.
Do we have to wait until those fault lines emerge?

A much better approach is to see money spent on education as an investment that will benefit
individual students and, as a result, society as a whole; and stop selling the present

generation of students a pup.

A Uni versity degree does not give you an automatic right to leave your social rut, and

not having a University degree does not condemn you to stay in one. (Visit post 61)

A policy to get half of the country’s students to a University may have made a lot of sense to
those who wanted to build their empires in a University and help to fund their self indulgence

there, sorry their research. It makes much less sense to those who would have been better



served with a technical or vocational course, maybe of just one or two years, with a diploma
not a degree at the end of it. | know egalitarians won’t like the sound of that, but many

students would.

I wouldn’t then have to go to Brazil for my plumber! And a boy or girl would not have to go to
a University to be a nurse, to be a nurse practioner, a ward sister or a matron maybe, but to be

a nurse!

Remember the Police and the Fire Services have their own training colleges and they provide a

high standard of further education. Football Clubs have Academies. There are Music Schools.

If the media require skilled operatives, let them train them. They have the money. Let the big
firms of bankers, lawyers and accountants in their big glass tower blocks be levied to fund
colleges for training bankers, lawyers and accountants.(sic, as | write this, The Times 14
December 2010, Business page 35) High flyers could still go to University if they prefer to
study Jurisprudence or High Finance. And bring back Technical Colleges - the firm building
the “Shard” overlooking London Bridge, Europe’s tallest to be, it could afford to contribute a

bob or two here -and, if it is not too late, bring back Polytechnics as well.

To fund it, | remember the old adage: go where the money is and go there often.

So, hereOs a lateral thought for you b Banks should fund scholarships and bursaries to

Business Schools! Why not? Maybe a little less money for their bonus.

And another, Insurance companies, like BUPA,Aviva, Axa E, should fund bursaries for

medical student  s.

Universities can then return to their true function, to pursue academic excellence,
something they have lost sight of. Diplomas will have their worth and Degrees theirs. It

is only blinkered egalitarians who think that they should all be the same.

Then do as Harvard does, make sure that Universities can select students they feel will
really benefit from being there with scholarships and bursaries available for those who

cannot otherwise afford to be there. That is where State funding should go.

Put very simply, it should fund excellence, not underpin mediocrity. Again, egalitarians
wonOt like the sound of that, but it is what the country badly needs. | am not arguing for

elitism.That is a different thing altogether.

All of this is in the Death of a Nightingale if you look for it.

In Act 2 Scene 3



Eileen Winterton, the chair of governors, is talking to Joan Errington, the English teacher.

EILEEN ... Surely there’s got to be equality of opportunity?

JOAN What does that actually mean? Don’t you see? All kids are different, very different, and
they need different kinds of opportunity. Fair play is what they all want, not equality. If kids
are not given the opportunity that’s right for them, especially ours, they won’t be equipped to
meet the challenge of the times. They won’t be included in this cut throat world that’s coming
in fast. And this country needs them to be. That’s what education should be about. Above all

else, giving them that opportunity.

EILEEN It certainly is a rat race these days and a different kind of rat race from any before.

So what does all this mean here? Three very simple propositions.

First, bring back State Scholarships for all those with no access to funding for University

education to make sure that the brightest children aspire to a University education throughout

their school lives, and are not put off by the thought of a loan on their backs in their working

lives.This is how taxpayersO money should help to fund Universities, say £2b, not a

measly £150m

Secondly, where children have parents who can help them financially, if they are standard rate
tax payers, encourage them to free the State of the responsibility to educate their children,
and allow them to treat money laid aside for University education as a charitable donation for

tax purposes. This is what many parents often want to do for their children if they can.

Thirdly, don’t just be negative. Be positive about something. Improve vocational tertiary
education, meet pupil needs there and raise their expectations. Go where the money is for

some of the dosh.

And how does all this relate to ODeath of a NightingaleO and special educational needs b

what this Blog is essentially about?

Very simple. Instead of lending billions of £s to people you donOt expect to pay it back in
the near future or at all, give it to those who will make best use of it. DonOt ask for it
back, but get it back by the contribution they make to the world of tomor row , the taxes
they pay as they make a success of their lives, and the money they can invest for their

pensions. Yes, thatOs going back too.

You might then have something left over to help pay for the education of children with

special educational needs, giving them the time and specialised care that they need.



ThatOs what | mean by working out priorities, not just mouthing the wordOrightsO and

running riot in the street E and adopting policies that provoke them.

STOP TRYING TO PUT CHILDREN IN ONE BIG OHOT POTO

A LITTLE LESS POLITICAL DOGMA AND A BIT MORE PLAIN COMMON SENSE. | HOPE YOU
AGREE.

Read the rest of this entry »
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65 Bullshit Mr. Clarke - Where Is Your Sense of Justice?

November 19th, 2010

In my last post | urged the Government not to lose its compassion. In this | urge another
verity. It mustnOt lose its sense of justice. Yet that is what the Coalition Government is in

danger of doing when it OsavesO £350m a year in Legal Aid costs

Hansard 15 November 2010

Ms Karen Buck (Westminster North) (Lab): Legal aid plays a vital function in creating a level
playing field between the powerful and the powerless, and, even at a lower level, it must

continue to do that. There are none so powerless as children. Will the Secretary of State clarify

how he believes that children’s interests should be protected, particularly in respect of special

educational needs in what is an increasingly decentralised school system?

Mr Clarke: Serious issues arise for parents in educational cases, and, obviously, the interests
of the children should be paramount, as they are in most other cases. The difficulty is that the
problem to be resolved usually relies more on educational expertise than on the law, and too
often we are financing people who argue about the process that has been followed to resolve
problems, instead of finding the best way of resolving the merits of how best to teach the
child, where the child should be taught, or what support the child should have.We believe it is

simply not right for the taxpayer to help inject an element of what is really legalism into

problems that should in the end be resolved taking into account the best interests of the child

from an educational point of view. Some of these cases can be turned into enormous legal

battles, which seem to me to be very far removed from the object of ensuring that a child is

best educated in school. (my underlining)

Yes, some OcutsO are necessary, desirable, urgent, imperative but not all of them.

I flag up two dangers. One is that this “saving” disturbs the delicate balance between the

rights of the citizen and the State, to the advantage of the State and the disadvantage of



chidren with special educational needs. The other is that it lowers standards when it is all the
more important to promote excellence in the care of those children, to make money go

further.

This OsavingO ought to be seen to be totally wrong. Maybe the Tories canOt see it that
way, although they should. They always assert this ¢ ountryOs traditional values. The Lib
Dems should surely see it as a blow to the rights of the individual, in particular the

rights of the individual against the State.

There is a myth put about by those who would have you believe it - the Secretary of State

for Justice and Lord Chancellor for one Dthat tribunals are informal and non - legalistic.

The fact is that decisions taken there, as in any Court, are taken on the basis of the Law
b Statutes, statutory regulations and cases that interpret them, Precedent . They may be a

lawyer - free zone. They are certainly not a Law free zone.

The man or woman in the street cannot be expected to know the way around - although
somewhat stupidly there is the legal maxim that you are presumed to know the Law, never

mind somewhat stupid, very stupid.

My sad experience is that those appointed by the State to judge or to decide or even to
arbitrate cannot always be expected to explain the Law to them, or argue it out on their behalf
against the State. Maybe they should, but they don’t see it as their remit. It’s not the way the

system works.

My partner for many years volunteered her services and her legal know-how in the Tribunal
Unit of a Citizen’s Advice Bureau before it was closed down by a local authority. She also
served as a wing member of a Disability Tribunal. | saw it through her eyes and | also through
my own. | saw it as a governor of special school witnessing the efforts of parents to get their

children into a school a local authority wanted to close in pursuit of the policy of the day.

This is the reason why Legal Aid is a core value in a democratic Western Society. There
should be a line in the sand beyond which these cuts should not go, and this OcutO is

beyond that line.

Revisit Post 27 where you will find this:

First consider a case in the House of Lords, the highest Court in the land, reported in the
Times Law Reports on 28 July 2000.
The Court ruled that teachers and those working for local education authorities, had a duty of

care to children with special needs.

The Local Authorities tried to argue that as Parliament, in establishing the Statementing



process to protect children, had not provided this - in fact it had actually rejected an
amendment to this effect - it had limited the duty of care to the Statementing process, and

that was the end of their responsibility.

Seven Lord Justices decided otherwise - thank Heavens.

They said quite specifically that whether Local Authorities liked it or not, whether teachers
liked it or not, whether it produced a rash of claims or not, whether it was difficult to put a
figure to the damages caused or not, teachers, education officers, educational psychologists,
all those working for Local Authorities had a duty of care, and the Local Authorities had what
is called a vicarious liability, that is an indirect but real liability, for any failure on the part of

their employees to provide it. That failure is called Negligence.

Local Authorities could not even argue that they had to address only the child’s educational
needs. The judges again were explicit. “They have to take reasonable care of their health

and safety including the monitoring of their needs and performance.”

It is in this context that Kenneth Clarke, Secretary of State for Justice and Lord Chancellor, said

this in Parliament what | have quoted above:

We believe it is simply not right for the taxpayer to help inject an element of what is really
legalism into problems that should in the end be resolved taking into account the best

interests of the child from an educational point of view.

This is bullshit, Mr. Clarke!

| am not alone here. As | write this | read a letter to the Editor of the Times from Professor

Michael King, School of Law, University of Reading

“The Government’s plan to remove legal aid from parents on low incomes who seek to
challenge local authority decisions on thir children’s special educational needs is yet another
example of the UK ignoring its international law obligations (under the UN Children’s rights
Convention) to make children’s interests a primary consideration in any state action
concerning children. Not only will these proposed cuts prevent parents from obtaining legal
help in the preparation of their tribunal case, it will make it impossible for them to secure a
report from an independent psychologist or speech and language therapist at present paid for
under legal aid to counter the often one-sided reports produced by local educational
departments. ... many parents ...will be forced to accept the cheaper, and often woefully

inadequate, services that cash-strapped local authorities will seek to impose.”

So, standards of excellence Dforget them!



Let me close with the words of Tracy, a pupil in Brighouse School, whose story is Death

of a Nightingale:

Ill tell you something. Lawyers and politicians just love to give us our rights. Rights. |
call them buttercups and daises. Buttercups and daises. And we are those little white

dandelion heads, you know, they blow away in the wind.

Posted in Thoughts | 15 Comments »

64 Two thoughts for Remembrance Day 2010

November 14th, 2010

From the Prologue of Death of a Nightingale:

We should see ourselves as partners on Planet Earth, not rivals, as bringing forth the blessing
of tranquillity, not the curse of violence, and the gift of sacred beauty, not the ugly face of

conflict. How can you educate a multi-ethnic society in any other way?

People should not just come together in prayer only when they mourn

their dead in war.

And an eternal verity Dwe should never lose our sense of compassion.

Read the rest of this entry »

Posted in Thoughts | 4 Comments »

What this is all about - eg. Autism

November 13th, 2010

To help you understand, please visit:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-FivsTt0JGs

It is not always easy to follow, but do watch it to the end.

Follow-up

http://www.medicalert.org.uk/pages/press-release-page-224.html

Alan Share

Read the rest of this entry »

Posted in Thoughts | 2 Comments »




63 Nick Clegg v Charles Darwin - SELECTION IS NATURAL AND
NECESSARY - BACK WINNERS!

October 31st, 2010

Telegraph 6 November 2010

To loud applause from the conference floor, the Deputy Prime Minister passionately outlined

why he would never agree to selection in schools.

He said: “There’s one freedom new schools shouldn’t have. Freedom to select. The whole
concept of our reforms falls apart if you use it to expand selection - because instead of

children and parents choosing schools, you get schools choosing children.

“So we have made it absolutely clear: we will allow people to set up new schools but we will

not allow them to pick and choose the brightest. No to more selection.”

In this post | am going to argue that OselectionO shouldnOt be a dirty word. It is natural

because there are choices, and it is necessary because cash is scarce.

Before | do so, can | say thank you to the person who suggested that | change the name
of this Blog. | have just taken that advice. | have changed its name from ONeedles in my
HaystackO. You will see  that it is now OFrom the classrooms of the real worldO. It is no
longer from Othe library of my mindO to use my description of the academic approach

that sometimes | worry about.

Along with Death of a Nightingale itself, it reflect insights | have had in a full and active

working life. | could not have written it earlier in my life than I do.

Let me remind you where | come from. ItOs been a long journey from my first post to this;

and when you have a moment Dif you have a moment  Btravel it.

Let me explai n why | have travelled it.

There are two ways to use your nut, and they are totally different. But first,when do you start
to think? In your ‘teens, if not earlier, when you pick up the thoughts of your parents, or you

rebel against them with your own.

Either way, once you have them you have a straight choice, but at that time remember you

have yourself absolutely no experience of the world.

As you get older, you can either bin everything that conflicts with those original ideas
and treasure everything t hat confirms them  or you can be prepared to change them in

the light of the experience of life and learning. Be honest with yourself, what do you do?



I go with the latter, and | found a quote which neatly sums it up. | commend it to you. It

is where this B log and my play come from.

We shall not cease from exploration
And the end of all our exploring
Will be to arrive where we started

And know the place for the first time.

TS Elliot, Four Quartets, Little Gidding 1942

Once you have allowed yourself to think this way, | have to give you three small pieces of

advice if you will allow me.

First, do not project what, in your gut, you want for yourself for everyone else. They may

want Dthey may need B something quite differ ent. Everyone has their own agenda.

Secondly, the OwouldnOt it be nice ifO scenario must always allow for Ohuman frailty.O

Thirdly, words are stepping stones to thought. Tread carefully.

I have urged you to see the difference between Equality and Fair Play. Sometimes they are not
the same thing. They can actually fight with each other. (Visit Posts 4 and 5) | have urged you
to recognise that at times the legal right of one person can be valueless or compete with the

legal right of another. (Visit Post 57).

The world is not a simple place. It isnOt a place where you just jump on a bike or take a

bus and find a job. Would that it were.

Now let me come to this post.

Selection has been a dirty word ever since the eleven plus was the road to heaven to a
Grammar School or the road to hell to a Secondary Modern, ever since you lived in a council
estate or a leafy suburb,ever since you were one of “the haves” enjoying ‘sole bonne femme’

or you were a “have not” and went to the chippie.That’s now quite a long time ago.

Then OSelectionO opened a door for a few, but slammed it shut for many.

Maybe thatOs the way it was in the 20th Century. It is neither the way it necessarily needs

to be nor, as | shall argue here, the way it should be in the 21st Century.

When it comes to the word OselectionO, as | have said above, tread carefully. ThereOs

nothing wrong with the word if it opens doors and doesnOt close them.



Nothing illustrates what | am saying better than special educational needs. Yes, in one sense,
all children are equal, but in another sense they are all different and need to be treated
differently. And the same goes for a lot of other children as well. If you try to treat them all the

same way in the name of Equality and social harmony you make a huge mistake.

Maybe there is now a growing recognition that what Joan Errington, the English teacher,
says in ODeath of a NightingaleO that | quoted in my letter to Sarah Teather, LibDem MP,
Minister of State for Children and Families (Visit Post 58) is right:

JOAN ERRINGTON Education shouldn’t just be about equality of opportunity to get a University
degree. The yellow brick road doesn’t just lead there. What kids want, ours especially, is
simply an opportunity that right for them. Those opportunities are all different. They are not

all the same, and they do not need to be equal. They just need to be there.

Education should not be about opening one door - the door to University(Visit Post 61 The
vacuum cleaner salesmank) It should be about opening lots of doors. The only way you can
help children find what’s right for them, is to have some form of selection, but with fair play

not equality as the guiding light.

And when you are doing this, take a 360 degree view of it.

| repeat here one practical suggestion that | made in my last post to explain what that means.

It is accepted by most people that the State cannot fund a University education for all who go
to University. Yet student loans and the accumulating compound interest they accrue as long
as they remain unpaid may act as a serious deterrent for some who would benefit from a
University education, and a brake on their ambitions. This really is the wrong message to

teenagers who want to go places!

While student loans may now be unavoidable, the State should do its utmost to mitigate the
damage to the careers of gifted and talented or just very hard working pupils and to society

generally that would otherwise lose out.

OBuy now B Pay laterO may be fine for buying furniture. It is not quite so attractive for the

much highe r cost of buying into higher education.

The State ought to target its help to two specific groups of children. Bring back State
Scholarships and promote bursaries for very bright kids from poorer backgrounds even if that

involves selection of pupil and course. Give tax breaks to parents - as long as they are not

higher rate tax payers - when they put money into trust funds for their children’s University

education,even if that favours the be