	
	
	



Primary source analysis essay – Newspaper article 
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Paul Connew, ‘Leyland strike threat’ Daily Mirror, Tuesday September 20th, 1977, Page 3

[bookmark: _Int_d36NRWCm][bookmark: _Int_wx6WCYSx]The primary source that I will be analysing is a small newspaper article featuring in the Labour- affiliated newspaper the Daily Mirror, discussing how the toolroom workers at the car manufacturer were proposing to hold a strike in order for the Government to meet their demands. The reason that I have chosen this source is due to the fact that this proposed strike took place after one of the most significant strikes of the 1970s, and it is often forgotten about when discussing the strikes. Also, the late 1970s were the beginning of the end of the British Leyland, as these were the years that brought British Leyland to their knees, before Thatcher’s policies on Import Tax and Government spending crippled the company during Thatcher’s prime years in the 1980s.

During the year 1968, the British car industry was struggling to support itself, and as a direct result of this two of the major companies at the time merged- British Motor Holdings and the Leyland corporation. This merger became known as the British Leyland Motor Corporation Ltd[footnoteRef:29049] ,and contained several of Britain’s biggest car manufacturers, such as Jaguar, Rover and Triumph. In 1975, the company was partially nationalised, and was renamed British Leyland[footnoteRef:7002]. The company had many successful cars, such as the iconic Morris/Austin Mini, and the European car of the Year in 1976, the Rover SD1. They also had some significant failures, such as the outdated and poorly constructed Morris Marina, and the oddly styled and poorly designed Austin Allegro. The company began to branch out to foreign markets in the early 1980s, with Triumph and Honda first collaborating with the Honda Ballade and the Triumph Acclaim[footnoteRef:27694]. This unfortunately was the downwards spiral for the company, as in 1986 the title of British Leyland was dropped in favour of one of the more successful marques within the group, Rover. The newly named Rover group continued with their partnership with Honda for several years, with what was essentially Badge-engineered Honda Accords and Honda Civics, albeit with Rover engines and a more upmarket interior. This was the final straw for the Rover group, as in 1994 the prolific German car manufacturer BMW bought out the company, and started construction and sale of the new Mini, which was a lot bigger and more modern than its 1960s counterpart. [29049:  Editors of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, British Leyland Motor corporation ltd, available at British Leyland Motor Corporation, Ltd. | British company | Britannica (Accessed 4th May 2023)
]  [7002:  Editors of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, British Leyland Motor corporation ltd, available at British Leyland Motor Corporation, Ltd. | British company | Britannica (Accessed 4th May 2023)
]  [27694:  Alan Pilkington, Learning from Joint Venture: The Rover Honda relationship, Business History, 38 (2006) available at Learning from Joint Venture: The Rover–Honda Relationship: Business History: Vol 38, No 1 (tandfonline.com) (Accessed 4th May 2023)
] 


The source appears on Page three of the working-class newspaper the Daily Mirror.  It is placed underneath an article discussing a Giraffe named Victor being assisted by the Royal Navy, and another article discussing the recent apprehension of two Americans in connection to the abduction of a Mormon Missionary. The article itself is placed at the bottom right-hand side of the newspaper and appears to be significantly smaller than the other two articles featured. As the Daily Mirror is a working-class newspaper, this is unusual, as many of the workers who would have been striking at the time would have been members of the working class themselves, and due to the significant nature of the strikes, it would have made sense to have an article discussing a potential strike in a more visible position on the page. Unlike the Right-leaning newspapers such as the Daily Mail, this article portrays the strikers in a more neutral manner, as opposed to attempting to vilify the strikers and show them in a negative light. During many of the strikes throughout the 1970s and the 1980s, “such as the Miner strikes in 1972 and 1974, and again during the 1980s from 1984-1985"[footnoteRef:27003] , several of those workers involved in the strikes were portrayed as villains and defamed, with Right-wing newspapers such as the Daily Mail attempting to garner public support for Thatcher’s Government, by using photographs of the strikers appearing to attack the Police officers that would have been present at the time. While it is entirely plausible that the strikers could have indeed been attacking the Law Enforcement that was present, in many cases the right-wing newspapers would have failed to capture the Police Brutality that was often the cause for the strikers to fight back against them. [27003: Britain in the eighties: The spectator's view of the Thatcher Decade Ed. By Phillip Marsden-Smedley (London: Grafton 1991) P.49] 


[bookmark: _Int_wPEPVAKx]Although the primary focus of this analysis is the article regarding British Leyland and the strikes that were undertaken, it is important to note that on the same page is an article written by the Industrial correspondent for the Daily Mirror, Terry Pattinson. Rather than discussing a potential strike, this article is discussing how the leaders of the Miners would be meeting with the Government to discuss the demands that had been put forward, in order to avoid a potential clash between the Miners and the Police that would be there to control the strikers in case violence did break out. It mentions how the Miner’s president Joe Gormleyl is “anxious to head off a confrontation with the Government over the Miner’s pay claim[footnoteRef:4369]”.  There is also mention of one of the notable figures within the Miner strikes, Left Wing Trade Unionist Arthur Scargill, who was one of the key figures who instigated many of the strikes by the Miners. Scargill was a key instigator of the Miner strikes during the Mid 1980s. After the Government Successfully banned Trade Union membership at the Government Communications Headquarters[footnoteRef:5004], the NUM began a strike, led by Scargill himself. Ultimately, the strike collapsed a year later, with none of the goals that had been set out being met. It is interesting to see a source that incorporates Arthur Scargill discussing strikes before the main Miner strikes that occurred during the years 1984-1985, as more media coverage was allocated to those strikes, rather than the unofficial strikes that ultimately led up to the main NUM strike in 1984. As the Daily Mirror is a Left-Wing paper, that associated itself with the labour party, it is expected to see information about the Miner strikes. However, in a similar manner to the Article regarding the British Leyland strikes, it is strange that the latter and the article regarding the British Leyland strikes. This is unusual, as previously mentioned the Daily Mirror is a Left-Wing newspaper, so possibly could have placed a greater importance on the developments of the striking workers at the time.  [4369:  Terry Pattinson, Pit Leaders in pay peace bid, Daily Mail, Tuesday 20th September 1977, page 3]  [5004:  Brian Spittles Britain since 1960: An introduction (Hampshire; Macmillan press, 1995) P.47] 


[bookmark: _Int_jItt7NkN]The author of this source is Paul Connew, a newspaper editor who was born and grew up in the Coventry area[footnoteRef:11273] and has done work overseas. as a result of this, Connew would have experienced first-hand the true impact of the strikes. During his early years in Journalism, Connew worked for a local newspaper, which was the Coventry Express, followed by the Coventry Evening Telegraph[footnoteRef:22]. After moving to London, Connew joined the Daily Mirror as the US bureau chief for the Mirror[footnoteRef:15487]. However, this information may not be of use, as the only site that has the information regarding Connew’s upbringing is Wikipedia, and due to a lack of references on the site, it holds less value than other sources. However, it can still hold some value as it allows the reader to understand a small amount of Connew’s background, which may have an impact on how the reader interacts with sources written by Connew. He was also the deputy editor for the ‘News of the World’ prior to returning to the Daily Mirror where he remained for several years. At the time of the article’s writing, it is possible that Connew was not as well-known as he is in the present day, and it is possible that he would have been a lesser-known journalist for the newspaper. The fact that Connew potentially grew up in the Coventry area would suggest that he would have had some first-hand experience as to what the area would have been like during the formation of the British Leyland group, and had he remained it could have been possible that he would have seen the downfall of the company too. In recent years, Connew has covered several mainstream issues, such as interviewing significant Political figures and commentating for mainstream media outlets such as the BBC and has written books such as ‘The pandemic: a year of mistakes’[footnoteRef:24985] and ‘The Pandemic: where are we still going wrong? A very public enquiry[footnoteRef:32038]’. These books suggest that Connew is still of a left-wing attitude, as from the titles alone it is clear to see that Connew would be critical of the Conservative Government. The fact that he still contributes to the Daily Mirror in the present day, despite the title being considered as a more tabloid-esque newspaper, further supports this view. [11273:  Wikipedia, Paul Connew, available at Paul Connew - Wikipedia (Accessed 03/05/2023)
]  [22:  Wikipedia, Paul Connew, available at Paul Connew - Wikipedia (Accessed 03/05/2023)
]  [15487:   Wikipedia, Paul Connew, available at Paul Connew - Wikipedia (Accessed 03/05/2023)
]  [24985:  Paul Connew, The Pandemic: A Year of Mistakes  (Bitesize books, Jan 2021)]  [32038:  Paul Connew, the Pandemic: Where are we still going wrong? A very public enquiry (Bitesize books, Nov 2020)] 


[bookmark: _Int_wAxGpNKZ]There are several points of significance within the article, despite the short length compared to other sources of the same nature. The first section of interest would be where the article mentions ‘Leaders of the unofficial Toolmakers committee have drawn out Battle Plans for an all-out strike starting on October 28th'. The Toolmakers within the factories were a key factor in the production of the cars, as these were the workers who kept the factory machines, such as lathes and Jigs. These tools were essential in the production of car parts, and if not properly maintained could bring the production line to a standstill. The fact that they are members of the ‘Unofficial’ Toolmakers committee could suggest that they may not have had faith in the Unions at the time, and perhaps thought that forming their own ‘Unofficial’ society would get them their goals at a quicker pace. Also, the use of the phrase ‘Battle plans’ holds some significance, as it almost portrays the strikers in a negative light, which is unusual for a Left-wing paper such as the Daily Mail. However, it could be said that the use of the phrase could be to drum up support for those striking from the working-class target audience, almost an attempt to boost the morale of the working class. The second point of interest within the article is the section discussing how the Toolmakers action would ‘Sabotage Leyland’s “Make or Break” plans for a revolutionary pay structure...and at the same time crush the car giant’s survival drive’. This highlights the true power of the strike, as the article then goes on to say how ‘the toolmakers could bring the whole Leyland empire to its knees quickly ‘. The workers in any company hold a certain amount of leverage over those in positions of power, due to the simple fact that without the workers, the company is nothing. This is especially true in the case of the main subject of the article, as the Toolmakers are one of the most important assets that a manufacturing company can have, as without them, as without them, none of the machinery used in the construction of the car parts would function. It is interesting to note the language used in this section, particularly the phrases “Crush the car giant” and “Bring it to its knees quickly”. The way in which the article uses these phrases suggests that more support may be with the striking Toolmakers, as the Daily Mirror could have avoided using them if it had been preferred, so it could be said that this was a conscious decision by Connew to illustrate the power that the Toolmakers had over the company. Further supporting the idea of the power the Toolmakers had over the British Leyland company is the closing statement in the article, which mentions how a previous strike carried out by the Toolmakers ‘caused the car division a staggering £16 million loss in the first half of the year[footnoteRef:28646]. This strike, which took place in March of 1977 was one of the most significant strikes by the workers at the company during the 1970s and set the tone for the severity of strikes to follow during the 1980s. It was this strike that led to James Callaghan threatening to pull Government funding from British Leyland unless they intervened with the strikes, due to the sheer amount of disruption that was being caused as a result[footnoteRef:30868], which led to the end of the first strike, but also then inspired the strike that was being planned in the article by the Daily Mirror. [28646:  Paul Connew, Leyland Strike threat, Daily Mirror, Tuesday 20th September 1977, Page 3 available at: https://www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk/viewer/bl/0000560/19770920/019/0003  (Accessed 02/05/32)
]  [30868:  User ’Alfroman1’, Events in the UK in 1977, The Arbor, December 2012 available at Events in the UK in 1977 | The Arbor (wordpress.com) (accessed May 3rd 2023)] 


[bookmark: _Int_AgZGPQua][bookmark: _Int_jlVaMdiI]The primary purpose of this source is to provide information to the public of the United Kingdom by interpreting different situations and relaying them to the general public. As it appears is a newspaper, it could be suggested that the target audience for the article itself would be the general public, as at the time newspapers had a greater significance compared to the present day. The fact that most working-class homes at the time may not have been able to afford a television set would push a greater significance on the newspapers, as this would have been the primary means of receiving news, even global affairs. The Daily Mirror considers itself a ‘working-class’ newspaper, so this could suggest that they would have been aware that the majority of the working-class would not have access to a television set, and as a result would dispense relevant information within their newspapers to be received by the working class. It can be said that the target audience would have been members of the working class, several of which would have been those who were either striking. It can also be said that the target audience was the families of the workers who would have been striking, as it could have meant that the news would have spread around the communities about the planned strikes and would have gathered more support for the strikes. 

[bookmark: _Int_IGoXIXUB][bookmark: _Int_ukW3wLxd]While this source was commonplace at the time for British newspapers, as several of the major companies would be covering the main events, it is interesting to note that newspapers overseas were also covering the events that were unfolding in Britain at the time. One notable example is the New York Times, who published an article written by Peter. T Kilborn discussing how the Government takeover of the British Leyland group may have been a mistake. It is of relevance when discussing Connew’s article, as it discusses the Toolmakers in particular. In a similar manner to Connew’s article, Kilborn’s article discusses the Toolmakers in a more positive light and portraying them more as heroes.  After discussing the impact the strikes will have on the British Leyland corporation, with Industry Minister Eric Varley saying that ‘They can kill it or save it’[footnoteRef:16058] in regard to the Toolroom workers having the choice to save their company, Kilborn goes on to discuss the Toolroom workers themselves, claiming that there is” Widespread sympathy for Leyland’s striking Toolmakers, even in the Government”[footnoteRef:29544]. Compared with Daily Mirror’s article, the article in the New York times seems to have a more positive outlook on the situation in Britain at the time. The New York Times article implies that there is sympathy and support throughout the United Kingdom, which in some cases was not true, as it was well known that the British Leyland strike workers were causing severe disruption for not only the company itself, but also the Government. These two sources differ again, as where the Daily Mirror mentioned in passing the fact that the Toolmakers committee was unofficial, the New York times article goes into detail about how the” Toolmakers are a minority within in the group, and as a result feel underrepresented[footnoteRef:12142]”. The main similarities between the two sources could be that there is an element of support for the striking Toolmakers, as there is no vilification of the strikers taking place, as with the Daily Mirror article they remain neutral in their description of the workers, and with the New York Times article they imply that there is support from all parties for the strikes, and that even the Government feels some sympathy towards them. However, the major difference between the two sources is the dates and the times relevant to the strikes. The Times article was written during one of the more devasting strikes that took place, and as a result has more detail and is more thorough, whereas the Mirror’s article is briefer, as it was unconfirmed at the time that the strike was going ahead, and the repercussions from the previous strike were still very much present. [16058:  Peter T Reynolds, ‘Britain Wonders if Takeover of Troubled Leyland Was a Step That Could Rattle Its Entire Economy’ Saturday March 5th, page 28 Available at: https://www.nytimes.com/1977/03/05/archives/britain-wonders-if-takeover-of-troubled-leyland-was-a-step-that.html (Accessed May 4th, 2023)]  [29544:  Peter T Reynolds, ‘Britain Wonders if Takeover of Troubled Leyland Was a Step That Could Rattle Its Entire Economy’ Saturday March 5th, page 28 Available at: https://www.nytimes.com/1977/03/05/archives/britain-wonders-if-takeover-of-troubled-leyland-was-a-step-that.html (Accessed May 4th, 2023)
]  [12142:  Peter T Reynolds, ‘Britain Wonders if Takeover of Troubled Leyland Was a Step That Could Rattle Its Entire Economy’ Saturday March 5th, page 28 Available at: https://www.nytimes.com/1977/03/05/archives/britain-wonders-if-takeover-of-troubled-leyland-was-a-step-that.html (Accessed May 4th, 2023)
] 


[bookmark: _Int_0RTaO6EP]To conclude, this source holds some value to a historian who would be discussing not only the conflict within the British Leyland group, but in a general manner would be of some use to an historian studying Margaret Thatcher, and her rise to power during the 1980s. While it could be said that other primary sources at the time would hold more value due to the fact they have a more substantial word count, in addition to having more detail, it can be said that this article would be of interest, however if being used to discuss subjects such as the British Leyland strikes and the policies and impacts of Margaret Thatcher’s Government, the source would be of a greater significance if used with a secondary source or another primary source in order to provide a greater context. The overall content of the source is limited in terms of it use due to the length and brevity of the article, but it does provide an insightful view into the strike action that was taken against the Government of Margaret Thatcher in the leadup to the 1980s. Another point of note about the source is that it provides a small insight into how the Left-wing media at the time covered the strikes, taking a more neutral stance on the subject as a result of being published in a left-wing newspaper, which adds to the value of the source. However, the other article regarding the Miner Strikers meeting with the Government would be of more use to an historian looking at the ways in which Thatcher’s Government and her economic and domestic policies impacted the Coal Miners. 
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