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Lord BALLANTRAE My Lords, it is a matter for relief in all quarters that so many of the points one wanted to make have been made already more adequately by other people. I think I have two qualifications to speak: one is as the colonel of the oldest Highland regiment, and the other is as chancellor of the oldest, and coldest, university in Scotland. Fortunately, only the lunatic fringe are talking about bringing Armed Forces under devolved government; but there is something to be said about the universities.

I observe with some trepidation that there are two other chancellors of Scottish universities in your Lordships' Chamber at the moment. I hope I shall not be misrepresenting their views when I say with what relief I read in paragraphs 127 to 129 of the White Paper that universities are not to be devolved. That I know to be the unanimous view of all eight vice-chancellors. There is, as always, an articulate and quite loud disagreement from some people at the universities, some members of staff, some students; and a very strident protest by the Scotsman in an editorial. I think it is not unfair to say that the vast majority of informed and wise opinion in Scottish universities is very relieved to find that universities are to be left undevolved: not that we have any fear that the educational side would dry up, but because we want to remain under the umbrella of the University Grants Committee. We want to be sure that we continue to share in the monies available for research; we want to have no barriers to our learning; we want to continue the long tradition of association with the continental (Dutch, French and German) universities, and with the Association of Commonwealth Universities. To anybody who may say that this could go on even if the universities were devolved, one can only point with sadness to what happened to Trinity College, Dublin, famous before, during and after the days of Mahaffy, which, once it drifted out of the circuit of British universities, alas! has rather gone down in the academic and social scale of universities of the world.

Quickly, I think one can rehearse examples where, if we had had an Assembly in the recent past, certain near disastrous things would have been averted. We have heard Lord Hughes on Strathclyde; and a great friend of mine whom I have known for nearly 50 years, was instrumental in setting up Strathclyde. Your Lordships' House in its wisdom decided to dismember the proposed Strathclyde; but, by a majority of 73 votes, that decision was overturned on a Tory Whip in another place, where there are only 71 Scottish Members. This, I think, remains one of the classic examples of what is essentially a domestic decision to be taken within Scotland, and not out of Scotland by a number of Members, including English Members.

I will not develop any further what has been said about the method of election. I am relieved to hear that, whatever may be one's views on proportional representation for the United Kingdom, almost everybody believes that for Scotland it is the obvious answer to avoid a monolithic Party superiority in that country. One would at least hear the voice of Scotland in many different sounds and from four different Parties. There would be a monumental clishmaclaver, but at least we ought to get a proper hearing of what is felt.

I do not entirely agree with the noble Earl, Lord Perth, about oil. I cannot help pondering what we would have thought had the oil been found South of a line drawn East to West across the Humber and the English had said:" This is English oil". So far as I am concerned, this is the end of any argument about sharing oil revenues beyond what is our natural share of what is coming into the country.

I have very little more to say. I confess I am one of those who only lately realised the true strength of the feeling, the undercurrent of feeling, in Scotland for devolution. I am still not convinced that there is all the hurry for it which Lord Balerno and Lady Tweedsmuir and others would have us think. This is such an important, monumental milestone in our history that we must not let it go past at a gadarene pace. The Gadarene swine finished up with a hell of a splash, and there was no future for them at all thereafter. I think it is important that we should take our time over this. Lord Balerno expressed the fear that we might be caught with our trousers down. He was a mere Gordon Highlander. In my regiment, our phrase was" being caught with your kilt over your head". But however you phrase it, I think we ought to approach this matter carefully and with caution; and while admitting, perhaps with shame, that we have been late in recognising the urgency of it, do not let us be stampeded, because it is urgent, into taking swift and ill-considered decisions which we might later regret.

When I had the honour to serve as one of the four non-Party members on the constitutional committee which the noble Lord, Lord Home, chaired—there are several of us in this Chamber at the moment who were on that committee —Sir Robert Menzies was one of our advisers. He said"You are all daft. I have spent all my career in Australia, that huge island, trying to overcome the drawbacks of having six States, and in this tiny island of yours you are daft if you try to break it up".

Well, we have today, in many memorable speeches heard deployed all the arguments for and against devolution. I thought the speech of the noble and learned Lord, Lord Kilbrandon, went beyond the boundary of an ordinary speech and was a truly great speech, an historic moment. We are convinced now that there must be devolution up to a point, and the point is going to be thrashed out. I share the delight of everybody that it is being done in a good-humoured manner. I brought back from my years in New Zealand a Maori proverb which I have quoted before, and I quote again, which propounds the importance of unity. This Maori proverb runs: “The tree that is split is nothing but food for the axe.” So whatever solution we adopt, in not too much of a hurry but well thought out, let it be one that will continue the glories of the 270 years, or whatever it is, of our Union and whatever the solution, whether it is distasteful to some of us in some degree or other, let every one of us set to work to ensure that it works.
