THE 1990s – THE UK FACING EUROPE AND THE OUTER WORLD
· In 1957, Belgium, France, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West Germany signed the Treaty of Rome, thus constituting the European Economic Community, (EEC). The UK refused to join.
· In 1973, the UK finally joined the European Communities (a.k.a. Community, it had changed name and status in the meanwhile).
· In 1993 the European Union was formally established with the Maastricht Treaty: it had significantly enlarged to include former Communist countries and its main architects were German Chancellor Helmut Kohl and French President François Mitterrand. The UK reluctantly signed.
· In 1993 the UK found itself in the condition of having to accept a further enlarged European Union, with an even stronger federal vocation and under the leadership of historical opponents France and Germany.
· As the Prime Minister of the UK, who had replaced an increasingly unpopular Thatcher in 1990 and was then elected in 1992, and as the leader of the Conservative party, John Major had to justify this move to his electorate.

· Historically England has been the country in the UK with less continental tradition, while Scotland had established good relationships with France and Ireland had cultivated a dialogue with Europe. 

· After WWII, Churchill had preferred to promote a ‘special relationship’ with the US and had proposed the constitution of the United State of Europe (with English as a lingua franca) but said Britain would not be part of it: “We are in Europe, but not of Europe”.
· In 1995 the Schengen Area for the gradual abolition of border checks at the signatories’ common borders was established but the UK and Ireland opted out.
· In 1997 Tony Blair becomes Prime Minister, the general attitude changes but not substantially (see hyperlink in “Labour Party Manifesto”)

· Current PM David Cameron has promised a referendum to withdraw from the EU by 2017.
THE 1990s − NEW LABOUR AND THE RHETORIC OF CHANGE

- 1994: Tony Blair was appointed leader of the Labour Party;

- 1997 (2nd May): the Labour Party won the general election after 18 years of uninterrupted Conservative rule. The immediate moves were:

· 1998: promoting devolution (decentralisation of power) to Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland, to give full recognition to their claims for autonomy, with the constitution of a Scottish Parliament, the National Assembly for Wales and Northern Ireland Assembly; local councils were also given more power.
· 2000: compensate by giving England strategic power by establishing the Mayoralty of London, an institution which did not previously exist, with a directly elected mayor and a London Assembly to govern over Greater London.
A NEW BRITISHNESS − FROM "RULE BRITANNIA" TO "COOL BRITANNIA"
· Devolution was an attempt to promote "unity in diversity", and convey an image of the UK as one Nation made of different people(s), that is, a multiplicity of both old and emergent identities;

· New Labour's Britishness was peculiar to the 1990s, the term and the concept became part of a new vocabulary of national and cultural identity that did not previously exist (i.e. Churchill's Britishness was limited in space and time: it only included white citizens of the UK and only lasted during wartime; apart from that, "British" had rarely acquired a cultural connotation up to the end of the 20th century, being perceived as a technical term)

· New Britishness overturned the traditional categories of Nation and Identity, opposing "hybridity" (plurality, multiplicity) vs. "essentiality" (oneness).

· The terms that defined it (and that became the catchwords of New Labour's policy) were: inclusive; broad; open-minded; outward-looking; forward-looking; tolerant; multicultural; multiethnic; flexible; "pick-and-mix" (referred to culture, heritage and tradition); urban; dynamic.
· All these terms were carefully chosen to counterpoint the characteristics of Englishness, or at least, the way it had come to be perceived: exclusive; narrow-minded; backwards; static; rural. This constructed set of binary terms created an ideological and verbal tension between (negative) tradition and (positive) change.
· The definition that was coined to describe this new and fresh image of GB was that of "Cool Britannia", in contrast to the stuffy and gloomy "Rule Britannia" of Thatcher's years: also, New Britain vs. Great Britain.
· Also: compassionate and "in touch" (vs. "out of touch"): Blair promoted an new idea of community based on communitarianism (i.e. a cooperative society not defined in terms of culture or ethnicity, but of emotion), civic responsibility, commitment, citizenship rather than nationality > a community of the emotions
· In his address to the population after Princess Diana's death on 31st August 1997, he coined the definition "People's Princess". His language then abounded in references to the language of compassion: "Queen of Hearts", "People's President". The tragic event and the stir of emotion that followed were therefore indulged and fostered by Blair to become a symbol of this new course, where English restraint gave way to the open display of feeling.
· Blair presented himself as an example of this new course: his style was spontaneous, relaxed, informal ("Call-me-Tony"), modern, empathetic, in tune with the mood of the social majority (the lower classes) but with an eye to an appealing, dynamic economic policy (to attract the middle-classes), he also promoted the politics of "soft", "gentle" power.

· He introduced a new vocabulary in politics, that made him and his ideas appealing: modernisation, new, renewal, rebirth, rebranding (his opponents called it "the politics of re-cycling"), change, emotion, community.
· The rhetoric of change and renewal on the one side and the stress on community and emotion on the other, became the hallmarks of New Labour, in contrast with the reactionary conservatism and competitive individualism of Thatcher's decade.

· Blair was therefore skillful in assessing the national mood, the sense of distrust, disillusion and tiredness, and quick in appropriating a language that could gain him wide consensus among the electorate.
· A step further, the strategy of spin, a sort of propaganda that also borrowed from the techniques of persuasion typical of advertisement, gave him the opportunity not simply to assess the mood and use it at his own advantage, but also to shape and canalize it by means of an appealing rhetoric. In Stuart Hall's words: "The active work of selecting and representing, of structuring and shaping: not merely the transmitting of an already-existing meaning, but the more active labour of making things mean".
· The Labour party established a net of think-tanks, working groups that performed research on topics such as social policy and political strategy, and the figure of the spin doctor, an expert in providing an interpretation of an event or campaign to persuade and manipulate public opinion.
· An extreme, almost grotesque, product of Labour think-tank Demos is Mark Leonard's "Britain TM", an aggressive and profit-centred description of effective strategies to promote British identity abroad. 
· British identity is here described as a "brand", a profitable trademark, an exportable product, to be sold abroad in order to boost the UK's economy, which had been suffering for too long. 
· Leonard's aggressive argumentation talks of identity in economic terms and counterpoints a type of identity that is no longer profitable (Englishness) to one that will be (Britishness). He is perfectly aware of the "constructedness" of identity and therefore insists on the need to shape an advantageous one.
THE ATTACK ON LONDON AND THE FAILURE OF MULTICULTURALISM

· The concept of a "community of the emotions" led to Blair's "doctrine of international community", which he developed in 1999 in order to justify the UK's and Europe's military intervention in Kosovo: nevertheless, this idea based on the assumption of a shared ethos on a global scale proved problematic and the mission, which he called "humanitarian", aroused wide disapproval. 

· In 2001 his speech "The Power of (International) Community can change the World", though using the same kind of rhetoric, sanctioned a change in the course of British foreign affairs which paved the way to the invasion of Iraq in 2003.
· Blair overtly took sides with the US, renovating the UK's faith in their mutual "special relationship" ("We were with you at first, we will stay with you to the last"), thus turning his back on Europe, which did not approve of the war.

· He also changed his rhetoric, talking in essential terms of Good vs. Evil ("out of the shadow of this evil, should emerge lasting good") and of Us vs. Them (in terms of the West vs. the rest; or more in general, UK, US and EU vs. the fanatics: "our way of life is a deal stronger than and will last longer than the actions of fanatics, small in number and now facing a unified world against them")

· His speech also had clear Christian inspiration ("I think that the memorial should be greater than simply the punishment of the guilty").
· 7/7/2005: London bombings: a series of coordinated suicide explosions detonated three bombs on London Underground trains across the city and one on a double-decker bus. 

· What also shocked the population under attack was that the four suicide bombers were Islamist home-grown terrorists, that is, British born-and-bred Muslims.
· In his following speech Blair talked in terms of Us vs. Them, the British vs. the terrorists: terrorism is not characterised in cultural, ethnic, national or religious terms ("British Muslims have nothing to do with it") also because he wanted to avoid bursts of violence and a civil war.
· He still wanted to hold on to his idea of Britishness as multicultural and multiethnic; he also tried to promote the same spirit of solidarity fostered by Churchill during WWII, and create a parallelism between the London Blitz and the London bombings in order to unite the whole country around a shared national sentiment.
· Nevertheless, such discourse could not hold any longer: the Iraq war and 7/7 sanctioned the end of Blair's political career and, possibly, the failure of multiculturalism. He resigned in 2007 and was replaced by Labour MP Gordon Brown, until 2010 general election. 
DAVID CAMERON’S BIG SOCIETY AND DISCOURSE ON TOURISM

· At 2010 general election none of the parties actually achieved the number of seats needed for an overall majority, thus resulting in a “hung parliament”. The Conservatives, having earned a number of votes slightly larger than the Labour Party, decided to join forces with the Liberal Democrats to form a coalition government, the first in British history to originate directly from an election outcome (others, like Churchill’s, had been the consequence of political and historical urgency). The leader of the Conservative Party, David Cameron, became consequently Prime Minister, with Nick Clegg, leader of the Lib-Dem, as Deputy PM.
· Gordon Brown resigned after electoral defeat and was succeeded as leader of the Labour Party by Ed Milliband, who was preferred to his brother David. Both educated in a Marxist environment, the former still clung to a Socialist agenda, while the latter was a Blairite. The Party’s choice was therefore significant of a comeback to former, Socialist positions, setting aside the liberal (and modernizing) experience of Blair’s Third Way.
· The hallmark of Cameron’s policy is expressed in the concept of Big Society: “Today is the start of a deep and serious reform agenda to take power away from politicians and give it to people”, whose stated aim is to devolve power to local people and communities.
· The Big Society concept applies to domestic policy in England only, since local administration is already devolved in Northern Ireland, Scotland and Wales, where their respective governments already legislate for themselves. This move compensates for Blair’s 1997 devolution, which had left England unsatisfied.
· The main points of the programme were: give communities more powers; encourage people to take an active role in their communities (volunteerism); support co-ops, mutuals, charities and social.
· Criticism has underlined the fact that Big Society exploits the language of civic society to disguise its actual aim, which is deeper spending cuts. Since its launch in 2010, the project has not met positive response anyway.
