In 1984, Margaret Thatcher warned of the threat posed to British society by what she called “the enemy within.” Which individuals or social groups do you think Thatcher had in mind, and in what ways did state authorities seek to redress their supposed threat? 
Introduction
During 1984, following the Brighton bomb, Margaret Thatcher was forced to tear up her pre-planned speech which would have labelled the entire Labour party as well as the militant miners as being ‘the enemy within’. The rough notes of Thatcher’s speech made reference to a number of groups who appeared to be identified as the enemy within. Included was the Labour party and it was revealed that in her speech, Thatcher was going to accuse the party of ‘insurrection’ against democracy. Also mentioned were the leaders of the miners who at that time were leading the National Union of Mineworkers strike. Finally, Liverpool's district council and other local authorities were cryptically singled out as ‘just as dangerous in a way more difficult to fight.’[footnoteRef:2]
 	However, the use of the phrase “the enemy within” is now disputed, there is no longer a certain group that could have been targeted by Thatcher. This work will investigate what groups or individuals were the main focus of the phrase used by Margret Thatcher and what her government at the time would have done to enforce the idea that these groups are indeed an enemy from within. There will also be a discussion as to how the Conservative government planned to remedy the problem of ‘the enemy within’ and how that would have affected the said organisation and individuals who were considered dangerous to British society.
 [2:  ‘Speech to 1922 Committee (“the Enemy within”) | Margaret Thatcher Foundation’ <http://www.margaretthatcher.org/document/105563> [accessed 5 December 2017].] 

Trade union miner's strikes
In 1974 the Conservative government had been replaced with the Labour party, the Conservative party was brought down by the miner’s strike during this year, which fuelled Labours attempts at a leadership challenge. Following this, it was evident that the working class, particularly the miners, had political powers that they could exercise. The Labour Party became aware that if this power was to be exercised correctly, it could force change in the leadership of the country. [footnoteRef:3] It was Arthur Scargill who led the successful mass-picketing operation of the post war period in 1972 which led to the labour-movement hierarchy. It was Scargill and the left-wing National Union of Mineworkers area leaders who pushed the strike which took down the Conservative Government.[footnoteRef:4] This in turn lead to the belief from the Conservative party that the miners, and especially the National Unions that represent them, were a direct threat to the stability of the conservatives, especially when they were in government.
 	The leaders of the miners were perceived as politically motivated and were fighting policies proposed by the Government during Thatcher’s time as prime minster. Thatcher stated in a 1922 committee meeting that the ‘violence and intimidation were a scar across the country’s face.’[footnoteRef:5] Thatcher was unbending in her belief that when it came to the miner’s strike, militancy would not be willing. Ingham believed that in Margaret Thatchers’ speech in 1984 instead of attacking the miners as a whole, Thatcher was only targeting the militant minority who she likened to the defeated Argentinian junta of 1982 and not the trade unions or miners involved in the strikes.[footnoteRef:6] Stating that ‘Galtieri and the Argentinians were the enemy without. Arthur Scargill and the (militant) miners are the enemy within.’[footnoteRef:7]  
 	The Miners however were unwilling to quietly accept the proposed destruction of the coal industry in Britain. At the National Union of Mineworkers’ annual conference on the 4th July 1983, Arthur Scargill ‘declared war’ against the government policies.[footnoteRef:8] Scargill knew that a fight against the government policies would have to take place outside of parliament, rather than inside.[footnoteRef:9]  For the Government, Arthur Scargill became the embodiment of everything they feared and hated about trade-union power in general, and the miners in particular inherited the forefront of the backlash from the Government to Trade Union workers.[footnoteRef:10] 
 	Scargill was the living ‘embodiment for the enemy within.’[footnoteRef:11] However, unlike the strikes that took place in Britain during 1972 and 1974, the catastrophic clash of 1984-85 was essentially defensive from the viewpoint of the trade unions. It is considered the ‘most important industrial dispute since the General Strike of 1926’ as well as being one of ‘the most significant events in Britain’s’ post-war history.’  As the impacts of the miner’s strike of 1984 can still be felt in Britain. [3:  ‘Notes on the Miners Strike, 1984-1985’, Libcom.Org <http://libcom.org/library/notes-on-the-miners-strike-1984-1985> [accessed 20 December 2017].]  [4:  Seumas Milne, The Enemy within: Thatcher’s Secret War Against the Miners:, fourth (London (UK), United Kingdom: Verso, 2014).]  [5:  ‘Speech to 1922 Committee (“the Enemy within”) | Margaret Thatcher Foundation’.]  [6:  Michael White, ‘The Thatcher Papers: Prime Minister’s “enemy within” Still Rankles 30 Years on: Attack on Labour Was Toned down after IRA’s Brighton Bombing, Archive Reveals’, The Guardian; London (UK) (London (UK), United Kingdom, 3 October 2014), section Guardian Home Pages, p. 12.]  [7:  ‘Speech to 1922 Committee (“the Enemy within”) | Margaret Thatcher Foundation’.]  [8:  Ian MacGregor and Rodney Tyler, The Enemies Within: The Story of the Miners’ Strike, 1984-5, 1st edition (London: William Collins Sons & Co Ltd, 1986).]  [9:  MacGregor and Tyler.]  [10:  Milne, The Enemy within: Thatcher’s Secret War Against the Miners:]  [11:  Milne, The Enemy within: Thatcher’s Secret War Against the Miners:] 

 	Cabinet papers from 1984 discloses that Thatcher was willing to use the armed forces, especially the army during the height of the miners’ strike.[footnoteRef:12] Thatcher was preparing to use troops and declare a state of emergency due to the fear that Britain would run out of food because of the strike. In her contingency plan it was stated that the troops would be used to move coal stocks. The plan included the use of 4,500 service drivers and 650 tipper lorries which were considered capable to move 100 kilotons of coal a day to power stations. However, this contingency plan would have gone against official government policy which rules out the use of service personnel.[footnoteRef:13] John Redwood, the head of Thatchers’ Policy Unit between 1984-85 disagreed with getting involved with the dispute between the miners and the National Coal Board, he believed that the strike was not to the extremity that the army was needed. [footnoteRef:14] [12:  Alan Travis and home affairs editor, ‘Thatcher Had Secret Plan to Use Army at Height of Miners’ Strike’, The Guardian, 3 January 2014, section Politics <http://www.theguardian.com/politics/2014/jan/03/margaret-thatcher-secret-plan-army-miners-strike> [accessed 13 December 2017].]  [13:  Travis and editor, ‘Thatcher Had Secret Plan to Use Army at Height of Miners’ Strike’.]  [14:  ‘Thatcher vs the Miners: Official Papers Confirm the Strikers’ Worst Suspicions’, Channel 4 News <https://www.channel4.com/news/by/paul-mason/blogs/thatcher-miners-official-papers-confirm-strikers-worst-suspicions> [accessed 22 December 2017].] 

However, severity of the Miners’ strike is evident through Margret Thatcher’s extreme reaction and planning, involving a force which is prohibited by law to not intervene in such occasions. 
 	Although there was no use of the army, Thatcher did deploy 5,000 riot police to Nottingham as well as other mining areas in Britain.[footnoteRef:15] These police officers were fully equipped with anti-riot platoons and there were also mounted police put in places, covered in protective equipment for them and the horses.[footnoteRef:16] However, the volatility was not just limited to the miners’ side, a number of police officers were not able to keep control and lashed out indiscriminately.[footnoteRef:17] Using the police forces shows the profanity of the situation Thatcher faced. She was willing to start hostile engagements on the streets of Britain against the protesting miners. It is clear to see that the miners could have easily hold the image of the enemy within that Thatcher put forward in her 1984 speech.
 	 	  [15:  John Alderson, Principled Policing: Protecting the Public With Integrity (Waterside Press, 1998). P.153]  [16:  Alderson.p.153]  [17:  Alderson.p.154] 


Trade unions
[bookmark: _GoBack]The Conservative party’s attitude towards trade unions has traditionally been uncertain since the creation of trade unions in the late nineteenth century.[footnoteRef:18] This was not always the attitude between the Conservative party and trade unions as with the growth of trade unions, the Conservatives needed more votes from working class men and working-class women.[footnoteRef:19] These votes would have been from individuals who were connected and held membership to these trade unions. However, there is three parts of the Conservative party’s ideology that presents a hostility to trade unions. These are ‘intellectual conviction; the economic interests of powerful groups in the party; and the institutional interests of the party itself’[footnoteRef:20]  [18:  Public Policy Under Thatcher, ed. by Stephen P. Savage and Lynton Robins (London (UK), United Kingdom: Macmillan  Education, 1990).]  [19:  Savage and Robins.]  [20:  Michael Moran, The Politics of Industrial Relations: The Origins, Life and Death of the 1971 Industrial Relations Act (Springer, 1977).p.61] 

 	Since the 1960s there is an awareness of the significance of the trade union question. Governments’ tended to prosper or crash according to the degree in which they were able to work with and manage the power of trade unions. Finer believed that the power the trade unions have, ‘brought successive governments to a standstill in recent years… is manifestly political power.’[footnoteRef:21] The activities of the trade unions are viewed as the causes of discontent in the British economy to some. Trade unions have successfully induced crippling industrial strikes as well as created inflationary income settlements whilst gaining an increased role in Westminster and Whitehall within decision making with regards to policy, and gaining advantages with holding a highly regarded contact to the Labour Party.[footnoteRef:22] 
 	Generally, some conservatives are opposed to trade unions and unionists because they believe the unions are inherently disruptive in their approach to economics and general conservative ideology. Trade unions seek to alter the labour market in favour of employees and their own members. They also oppose employer’s power over their employees and support and fund the Labour party, the main opposition to the conservatives.[footnoteRef:23]
 	It is possible to argue that naturally the Conservative party would incline towards hostility in regards to Trade Unions on the basis that trade unionism emphasise both sectional class divisions. However, a contextual approach would be more desirable due to the fact that conservative attitudes to unions have usually followed the dominant intellectual tendencies within the party. Alongside this, the attitudes have been formulated within the context of the prevailing political, economic and industrial circumstances.  [21:  Ben Rosamond, ‘Whatever Happened to the “Enemy Within”? Contemporary Conservatism and Trade Unionism’, in Contemporary British Conservatism (Palgrave, London, 1996), pp. 185–201 <https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-349-24407-2_10>.]  [22:  Rosamond.]  [23:  Christopher Johnson, The Economy Under Mrs Thatcher 1979-1990 (London (UK), United Kingdom: Penguin, 1991).] 


Within the Conservative party the trade unions were seen as a problem towards the growth of Britain, especially its economy. Certain individuals such as one of Thatcher's most respected economists, Fritz von Hayaek, who in the 1980's published an essay in the IEA called "Unemployment and the Unions: The Distortion of Relative Prices by Monopoly in the Labour Market".[footnoteRef:24] Hayaek recounts how in his view the trade unions have become one of the biggest obstacle Governments have faced in the pursuit of raising the living standard for the working class of Britain as a whole. He also claims that the unions are one of the main creators of unemployment and economic decline.[footnoteRef:25] Hayaek believes that until the powers that the unions hold over the law are revoked; the economy will not prosper due to the paralysing consequences of the unions powers which is irresponsibly supported by law. [footnoteRef:26] [24:  Johnson.p.220]  [25:  Johnson.]  [26:  Johnson.] 

 	This theory that was being investigated and listened to by influential conservatives was only fuelled by the findings of Metcalf, who found that in non-union workplaces employment was on the increase by more than 20 per cent from 1980 until 1984. Alternatively, in the same time span workplaces with a closed shop, which was a common occurrence for trade unions, was on a general loss of employment and jobs.[footnoteRef:27] [27:  Johnson.p.220] 

These investigations and published criticisms of trade unions helped support the trade union reforms introduced by Thatcher and her cabinet who were elected in 1979. Tebbit's employment act of 1982 challenged trade unions position and resisted measures, he opposed the removal of immunity from strikes that would have been carried out through a secret ballot[footnoteRef:28] which may have prevented the 1984 miners strike. 
	In 1984, King brought forward these secret ballots in the Trade Union Act 1984 which prevented a strike from Austin-Rover during 1984 as well as a strike from the British Rail Drivers in 1985.[footnoteRef:29] This redressed the way in which Trade Unions had gained their power prior to 1985. 
 	The enemy within refers to Thatcher’s infamous description of the trade unionists who had refused to support and endorse the policies that the Thatcher lead Conservative government were hoping to enforce, or at least not until their resolves were destabilised by cracks in the labour movement. However, in her speech to the 1922 committee Thatcher stated that once the discontentment between the Trade Unions and the Government were resolved, she planned to seek a good working relationship with them.[footnoteRef:30]
 	Trade Unions were the enemy within as they went against Thatcher’s want for a new legal structure, including the Trade Union Act. They also were seen as the main creators of unemployment and economic decline within Britain. Some conservatives saw trade unions as an internal threat to the prosperity of Britain’s’ economy. Therefore, damaging the state and Britain as a whole, especially internally.  [28:  Johnson.]  [29:  Johnson.]  [30:  ‘Speech to 1922 Committee (“the Enemy within”) | Margaret Thatcher Foundation’.] 


Liverpool district council
Liverpool was singled out as Thatcher saw them as taken over by the ultra-left, communists and Trotskyists.  During 1982 Liverpool District Labour Party had taken on and implimented various Militant based policies for the city. These views overwhelmingly represented the ‘old left’ more than the ‘new left’ that had been emerging politically at the time.[footnoteRef:31] They adopted the saying ‘better to break the law than break the poor’.[footnoteRef:32] Such behaviour and anti-conformity legislation is a direct challenge to the Conservative government, one which has a negative outlook onto the 'old left' ideology. However, this was not the only reasoning for such targeting from Thatcher and her government.
 	During the 1980s, local councils across Britain were forced to carry out cuts, privatisation and raising local taxes, this was so local councils could compensate themselves for the cutbacks the Conservative Party had forced upon the councils by reducing the funding that was available through government grants. Liverpool city council refused to follow the cuts Thatcher and her government had demanded. This outcome came about due to the sense of alienation from the base of political power.[footnoteRef:33] Marren, a history lecturer, presents the idea of how there had been little progress in prosperity made in Liverpool which caused many of the population to feel the unrest and pressure that was forming from the repercussions of unemployment. [footnoteRef:34] A contrast between cities such as Liverpool and Glasgow should be stressed; where Liverpool was sunk in a seemingly irreversible decline, cities such as Glasgow seemed to be prospering.[footnoteRef:35] Thatcher believed that the left-wing councils as well as the Labour party were all ‘enemies of democracy’ as seen in her private papers.[footnoteRef:36]
 	 	During 1947, Max Weber worked on a theory of social and economic organisation. He defined an exact framework to understand modes of authority within society. Weber suggested that there are three kinds of ‘pure types of legitimate authority.’[footnoteRef:37] Legal authority is put forward as the first type, as Weber states that compliance is owed to the ‘legally established impersonal order’[footnoteRef:38] meaning that the authority is built upon ‘officials’ who implement legal authority as well as elected officers. However, this is only within the office.  The second type is the conventional authority which is where authority is owed to the person who occupies a traditionally authorised status of authority.[footnoteRef:39] Lastly, Weber put forward the idea of charismatic authority, wherein a leader is obeyed simply due to the fact that there is personal trust in them.[footnoteRef:40]  [31:  Brian Marren, We Shall Not Be Moved: ‘How Liverpool’s Working Class Fought Redundancies, Closures and Cuts in the Age of Thatcher’ (Oxford University Press, 2016).]  [32:  Michael Lavalette and Gerry Mooney, Class Struggle and Social Welfare (Routledge, 2013).p.116]  [33:  Keith Robbins, The Eclipse of a Great Power : Modern Britain 1870-1992 (New York: Longman, 1994) ]  [34:  Marren.]  [35:  Robbins.p.400]  [36:  Seumas Milne, ‘During the Miners’ Strike, Thatcher’s Secret State Was the Real Enemy within | Seumas Milne’, The Guardian, 3 October 2014, section Opinion <http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/oct/03/miners-strike-thatcher-real-enemy-within-extremism> [accessed 22 December 2017].]  [37:  Max Weber, The Theory of Social and Economic Organization (Free Press, 1997).p.328]  [38:  Weber.p.328]  [39:  Weber.p.330]  [40:  Weber.p.330] 

 	Weber’s charismatic authority can be linked to the Labour party in Liverpool and the trust the citizens put in to the Liverpool district council and their representing member of parliament when it came to fighting for their rights and the development of the city. Whereas Thatcher would be placed within the legal authority, in conjunction with the police, as well as conventional authority due to being Prime Minister. 
 	Alongside this the relationship between charisma and crisis should be highlighted as this could be seen that Labour would be the charisma and Conservatives were the crisis. However, Kwarteng puts forward the idea that Thatcher fitted the mould of a charismatic leader who came to combat the crisis’ in Britain. She put forward the movement to transform Britain, nothing less, with her at the centre of it.[footnoteRef:41] Nevertheless, in Liverpool, Labour won the propaganda war. Liverpool’s working class fought redundancies, and due to Thatcher’s focus being on the miners, she would not be deflected from that, meaning all the demands of the Labour group were met.[footnoteRef:42]  [41:  Kwasi Kwarteng, Thatcher’s Trial: Six Months That Defined a Leader (Bloomsbury Publishing, 2015).]  [42:  Marren.p.166] 

 	In conjunction with this sense of incompetence, the working class felt isolated further by the Conservative government. 
 	A former politician of Liverpool described the Thatcher government of regarding 	 	 ‘the city as expensive, inefficient and badly run… the government thought Liverpool      missed the opportunity it was given to help itself…blaming the victims for their misfortunes…By the mid-1982 the Conservatives saw Liverpool as the power base of the Militant Tendency… the scene was set for political confrontation.’[footnoteRef:43]
The undeniable lack of faith for the political leadership in Liverpool was felt by the Conservative party at Westminster. 
 	 [43:  Marren. P.146] 

Labour party opposition
As Liverpool’s council showed resistance to the changes demanded by the Conservative government, so did the Labour party, they were the opposition in the house of common to Thatcher’s led Conservative government and as previously stated defended trade unions rights and powers along with the pro left councils in Britain, who opposed the Conservative's policies and interventions. Labour was clearly challenging the Conservative's governments legislation and presentation of power over vital parts of their own ideological philosophy. 
The Labour party were- especially Kinnock the leader of the opposition, were, in Thatcher’s view, the puppet of the unions.

Conclusion
Thatcher states that the enemy within refers to ‘those people who are the enemies of freedom and democracy itself’ not ‘trade unions, or political parties.’[footnoteRef:44] 
 However, these groups – miners, trade union and the Labour party-  did fall under her reference to the enemy within in her 1922 speech. 
Thatcher herself, ran a campaign against the National Union of Mineworkers leader, Arthur Scargill, as though she was preparing a military operation.[footnoteRef:45] She infiltrated the striking miners and the working miner’s groups through the use of the MI5 as well as using a great amount of police forces, from far off areas than they were based, on to the picket lines to keep the pits open. She did whatever she could to ensure that the militant miners would not gain the upper-hand whilst the country was under her control. 
 	Thatcher wanted to cure the British disease of striking fever that was taking over the country. The main groups she fought against were all connected in some way; the miners, the trade unions and the Labour party. She planned to undermine the power of the unions by disconnecting them from the Labour party, which would have put a stop to the power of the striking movement.  [44:  Alan Travis and home affairs editor, ‘Thatcher Was to Call Labour and Miners “Enemy within” in Abandoned Speech’, The Guardian, 2 October 2014, section Politics <http://www.theguardian.com/politics/2014/oct/03/thatcher-labour-miners-enemy-within-brighton-bomb> [accessed 5 December 2017].]  [45:  ‘Enemies within: Thatcher and the Unions’, 5 March 2004 <http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/3067563.stm> [accessed 22 December 2017].] 
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