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?

This essay will begin to address which group were the target of Margaret Thatcher’s warning, and analyse as to how plausible it is for them to be considered a threat to British society. This will be done by analysing the laws and legislation that were already put into place by Thatcher’s government in her previous terms as Prime Minister, and whether these were beneficial or, in fact, hindered her government in controlling the threat of violence. I will then go on to address what legislation was brought in to deal with both the rioting and striking that was littering the 1980’s, and judge whether the changes to the law were again of benefit to the Thatcher Government and to the people who lived within British society.  Historian John Beynon states that 1981 was indeed “the year of the riots”,
 and goes on to assess as to how they developed into something far more ferocious than had previously been seen in Britain. I would agree that 1981 can be regarded as the year of the riots, but I would hesitate to say that these were the most ferocious. There have been countless clashes of the public and the police in previous centuries, some such clashes bearing a high casualty list of protestors who have died, such as the Peterloo Massacre in 1819 with dozens dead and hundreds injured according to the British Library.
 Finally, I will bring forward an example of groups that could be classed as a greater threat towards British society, and compare that group to the threat that Thatcher so wished to address in her speech and deem whether she was right or wrong in that instance. 

          The vast numbers of mining communities situated across the United Kingdom were one of the prominent groups targeted in Margaret Thatcher’s speech, in fact she even goes out of her way to specifically name them as such. The Northern Echo quotes her as saying “Galtieri and the Argentinians were the enemy without. Arthur Scargill and the miners are the enemy within.”.
 What is also quite shocking is that she would even compare the threat that the Miners pose was one of equal threat to the Argentinians. The fact that Thatcher has even made such a comparison is astounding, but Margaret Thatcher knew that the threat and issues the Strikes could eventually pose to the country would be greater if they were left to amalgamate. This very statement even generated more tension within mining communities, as the paper goes on to mention that it was most mining communities that gave up their children to go and fight for the Falklands.
 
This idea of preventing threats from within the country can be highlighted in the Conservative Party’s manifesto for the 1979 election, where we can see that their primary focus would be on fighting crime within the country, and highlight that “The most disturbing threat to freedom and security is the growing disrespect for the rule of law.”
 So we can see that the Government was already in a mindset to tackle and prevent any signs of civil unrest half a decade before the strikes. So, by outwardly labelling the Miners as a threat to the country, it would indeed push for stronger action to be taken against them, as that is what Thatcher’s policies dictated. 
Yet with this large push for targeting crime within the country, Riddell finds that after Thatcher came to power in 1979, the “official figures show a sharp increase in almost all categories of recorded offense, especially burglary, theft and violent crimes”.
 We must take into consideration however that these figures were published prior to the Mining Strikes, with his findings being published in 1983, a full year before the clashes. Although it is not made clear as to when these figures were gathered, and over what timescale, I would be safe to assume that they would have to include incidents such as the Brixton riots, and the rioting in parts of Liverpool, during 1981. Incidents that had come to a boiling point “’between the police and the people’” according to Lord Scarman in his report into the Brixton riots.
 Thatcher even recalled in her memoirs of addressed the people of Liverpool, responding to allegations of the riots being one of race, that “the colour of a person’s skin did not matter to me at all, crime did”.
 This yet again highlights that Thatcher had only the best interests of the people at the centre of her priorities, she hints that action would be taken to resolve issues in regards to crime and civil disobedience, no matter who were responsible for the action.

Yet prior to the strikes, there was already legislation put in place to protect peaceful protestors from such issues. This included protecting picketers from “civil law actions if they were attending a workplace only to communicate information peacefully…”
. However, there were vast limitations still in place in what picketers could or could not do, such as they could not “halt pedestrians or drivers without their consent”,
 meaning that they would have to keep well out of anyone’s way whilst protesting to ensure that they did not affect anyone’s travelling in any form. By having such tight legislation in place, it would almost act as a natural deterrent towards a more escalated approach to striking, because if the police felt that the picketers were causing any sort of disturbance during their strike, then they [the picketers] “could attract a variety of criminal charges”.
 I would therefore argue that there was indeed space given for peaceful protest by workers, but it was a very confined space they had, as the police force had to practise a level of cautiousness towards anything that could potentially lead to a disturbance or even a riot, which could have been caused by doing something as minute as disrupting traffic. From just a brief extract of the legislation in place, you get the idea that it was in place to allow the police to nip an incident in the bud, but does not set official parameters of where their involvement officially starts or ends. McIlroy acknowledges this fact that any gathering of any size for any reason was at the “regulation” of the police that are there,
 presenting this lack of working parameters that the public had to almost guess.
What we can begin to see is that although there was a drive to tackle crime within Thatcher Britain during her ’79 prime ministership, it is evident that it was either too forceful in some areas, causing tension between groups peacefully picketing by leaving action up to an officer’s personal discretion. Or that police and government action was lacking in areas where there was already civil tension, such as Liverpool. 
What followed would be a drastic transition from the police using civil law to being given strict orders to enforce criminal law, essentially this meant that the picketers actions would “be answered by the growing presence of the police”.
 I would argue that this approach would have led to a greater amount of tension between picketers who were there to defend their working rights, and then the police force who would respond to any “gratuitous and offensive violence”.
 What this highlights is that the government had taken further measures to ensure that striking groups, which in this case would be the Miners, would find it more and more difficult to stage effective strike action. Although we can suggest that this approach worked in the long run, as it would have further controlled any situation, these decisions made by Thatcher would have caused a great deal of resentment between the people wishing to strike, and the police forces who were ordered to control the actions, with the government being responsible for it all as being the group who signed it off. I would like to point out that it was not really the fault of the police for the actions taken against strikers though, and I know family members who protested and fought during the miners strikes that despised the local police forces at the time for what they were doing. Yet it was down to the government pushing for law reform to react to the threat the strikes could cause both locally and on a global scale if it affected other forms of society. 
Kenneth Oxford notes that the type of policing we have in this country is “firmly established on the principle of policing by consent, rather than coercion”
. What Thatcher had done was disrupt the establishment entirely by altering a system which worked to best deal with issues that put many lives at risk. He goes on to note that the police are “not an arm of the state but servants of the community”, highlighting yet again that the whole concept of British policing was uphauled to tackle issues in an aggressive and decisive manner. There are a few noted instances where the police were in fact the cause of some clashes as noted in an article by the Guardian, and how one officer was “appalled” by the actions of his colleagues during the strikes.

After digesting McIlroy’s work, you notice a pro-strike attitude that is always at the foreground, after finding out he is a prominent member of the ‘Society for the study of Labour History’ you begin to understand why and ultimately leads us to question the reliability of his work.
 McIlroy almost supports the police and their response towards the riots, yet he puts sole responsibility upon the conservative government for what had taken place because of their actions, although he has backed up his arguments with law and example of incidents, it is his personal opinion that holds elements of his labour support which lets him down on presenting an unbiased case.
Another way in which the state authorities had redressed the threat presented by the Miner’s Strikes was in fact one of unity. Much of the Tory party rallied behind Thatcher “in the face of a shared enemy”, according to historians Derbyshire and Derbyshire.
 By uniting the Tory party against a threat to themselves and the country, it would drive government to work far more effectively together to address the issues that they presented. I would argue that this is of great importance and perhaps more important than legislation that was eventually passed, because if there was no unity between party members, then there would be little competency and a lack of effectiveness within the party to pass laws and legislation that would help to deal with the supposed threat that striking could pose to the nation. Unfortunately for Thatcher, it would be the aftermath of the strikes that would lead to the downfall of her Party in 1987, highlighted by Evans who quotes “In Scotland, Wales and much of the industrial north, Thatcher’s policies were resoundingly rejected by the electorate”.

There is also the case of deciding which angle we would wish to address the question from. For example, if we were to look at the threat posed to society through the miner’s eyes looking up towards the government, we would begin to see a picture of a group feeling betrayed by their government and see this as more than a threat to society but one that would affect their culture as a mining community, all of that heritage and history would be lost from future generations, thousands left without jobs and many families struggling. I would pose that the miners would see the government as the threat in this instance. On the other hand, looking through the eyes of the Tory government, we can see that the threat of strikes would bring memories of rioting and a fear of more public discourse through such action. Thatcher even mentioned in her Party conference speech that it was the miners who stayed to work and did not strike, the ones called “Scabs”, were keeping the country moving and knew they had to take care of their family. She also addresses the fact that the Coal industry’s losses were “…equal to the sum we pay in salaries to all the doctors and dentists in the National Health Service”.
 She also goes on to argue that they [growing revolutionary minority] “…are out to bring down the framework of law. That is what we have seen in this strike”
, and that she will endeavour to hold the rule of law, holding it to be of main importance. I now begin to see that the fight Thatcher is fighting is one that does threaten British society, in terms of the movement threating the very law of the land.
After researching the impact that the miners’, and the strikes that followed, had upon British society, I would argue that there was a threat posed towards British society from a small group within the trade unions and coal industry, but when compared to the larger proportion of miners I would deem the threat to be lesser. I argue that the more militant elements of the miners were indeed a threat, as their demands were ones that would contradict how the law of the land governs men, and whose demands can indeed be seen as revolutionary. Demands like these have been made throughout British history and have been rejected as a government cannot be seen to be giving into revolutionary and terrorist demands. 
Yet, if we were to look at the normal everyday miner, you would see that they were of no threat to British society. They were merely protesting in order to retain their livelihood against the economic advancements of the time. It was the resulting strike action that led into the government intervening with the changes to policing that essentially worsened these strikes to riots in the streets between the police and miners, for example Orgreave’s.
Stan Taylor describes a riot as “a consequence of the malfunctioning of the social system, of its inability to adapt to new demands, coupled with the growth of generalised beliefs which provided an account of why the system had failed and offered a new basis for reconstituted social action.”
 There is one word in that description that’s poignant and that it ‘consequence’, the Oxford English Dictionary defines consequence as “A result or effect, typically one that is unwelcome or unpleasant”,
 what it should also mention is that a consequence usually follows after a person or persons making a decision, a choice. There was one choice made in this instance that led to what happened, and it was the Government’s decision to close the pits, this led to the reaction from the miners who may have deemed the riots as the consequence to Thatcher’s decision. What Taylor also mentions is that “the malfunctioning of the social system as a temporary phenomenon”,
 meaning that the riots and strikes were birthed out of a broken social system and would eventually die out, this could either be through adjustment to change or more aggressive means. 
What this shows is that a threat to British Society would be one that would drastically affect all those within the society in one way or another. This can be seen by Thatcher addressing the threat the more revolutionary elements posed to the British law, which would affect everyone within society one way or another eventually, and challenging these groups with drastic action. However, what appeared was one group being affected in the long run, you can even argue that the miners and their families were in fact victims of the threat that the Government posed in terms of their jobs and livelihoods. 
When looking at the statement made by Margaret Thatcher, I would have said that an ‘enemy within’ would be one that took the form of a spy, a conspirator or perhaps even a terrorist. This is due to the statement giving us the idea that they are in the country already, and although Thatcher makes it known who she pinned to this statement, there was also tension and great threats posed by the Irish Republican Army, whose attacks on the Brighton Hotel had led to Thatcher changing the statement before it was mentioned.
 The fact that a terrorist group can cause the leader of a country to scrap their speech in the face of one of their attacks shows that they pose a large and dangerous threat towards the public, they did not just target one or two groups but detonated bombs in highly populated areas, meaning that they affected and therefore went out of their way to become a prominent and immediate threat towards British society. There was evidence in the trials of IRA bombers of their neighbours not knowing anything, as they “had led such an ordinary life”.
 The fact that the threat they posed was one greater than that of striking miners, you could not even tell if your own neighbour was one of group or not. At least with miners, they would strike, campaign and protest in large groups with swathes of articles, posters and banners that would hint as to who they were, they could be controlled and noticed by all. Yet, this group wished to remain silent and were very good at this form of Guerrilla warfare, very similar to tactics seen in the 60’s and 70’s during Vietnam.
 I would argue that the IRA posed more of a threat to British society, as they set out to make a point through violent and destructive means, injuring hundreds and killing tens of people over a twenty-year period, stretching before Thatcher and continued well after her time as Prime Minister.

In conclusion, Margaret Thatcher was safe to assume that the miners could become a threat to British society if the more militant and revolutionary elements were given the space to develop. Yet through her actions taken in her 1979 term, she had already set the foundations for handling rioting and what can be deemed as violent behaviour, changing it again in the face of more threat ensured just this. On the other hand, these changes to law led to many miners becoming victims of change. Whether this was through the loss of their jobs down the mines, or the more aggressive reaction that the police took due to their changes. I would therefore suggest that Thatcher was wrong to label them the enemy within, and would offer up a more suitable candidate in terms of the IRA. A terrorist group that killed in a cowardly manner and caused more damage through bombings over their twenty-year stint.
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