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After rewriting the school
curriculum and the history of
imperial Britain while in
charge of the education
department, Conservative
Party chairman Kenneth
Baker is now leading a
campaign to alter the
language itself—by changing
socialism into a

four-letter word.

“They are still socialists,
you know’, Baker told the TV
audience on the eve of
October’s Tory conference.
He was talking about the
Labour Party, warning
viewers that while Neil
Kinnock’s new broom might
have swept it into the middle
ground and polished up its
support for the market
economy, Labour was still
not a proper respectable
party. It was irresponsible,
spendthrift, and not fit to
govern; or socialist, for short.

The Tories would now like
to create an environment in
which, simply by labelling
your opponents as socialists,
you are guaranteed
occupancy of the moral high
ground. It is reminiscent of
the way in which George
Bush repeatedly called
Michael Dukakis ‘a liberal’
during last year's US
presidential election, as if
that were enough to brand
the Democratic Party
candidate as the political
equivalent of a cocaine
trafficker.

The ‘liberal’ trick (and
Dukakis’ defensive response
to it) helped to turn the
opinion polls around for
Bush at a time when he
clearly had no policies to deal
with America'’s escalating
economic problems. Now, in
times of even worse economic
trouble, the Tories hope that
they can pull off the same
stunt. No doubt this explains
their appointment of a new
adviser: Richard Wirthlin,
the American inventor of the
‘power phrase’ (there liberal,
here socialist) and the man
who masterminded Bush’s
campaign of religious and

R

MICK HUME
EDITOR

‘SOCIALIST"-
THE NEW

ALL-PURPOSE
INSULTY

racist slurs against Dukakis.
As the Thatcher/Lawson
economic miracle sinks into
the mire, British politics look
set to get very dirty indeed.

What does the word
socialist mean in Baker's
lexicon? It is supposed to
conjure up images of spend,
spend, spend policies, of
government on the never-
never, building up foolish
debts today that will ruin the
country tomorrow.

For example, Tory
pretender Michael Heseltine
wants to embarrass the
government at a conference
fringe meeting, over its claim
that record trade deficits
don’t much matter. So he
says that any small
shopkeeper (like Thatcher’s
father) would recognise the
notion that he could trade at
a loss and make up the
shortfall by borrowing as
‘socialist naivety’ The power
phrase is applied, and the
argument is supposedly
settled.

The use of socialist as a
swear-word may well prove
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quite effective in unnerving
Kinnock and his moderate
machine men. After all,
Labour leaders are almost as
keen as the Stalinists of the
Hungarian ex-Communist
Party to distance themselves
from any trace of anti-
capitalism. Labour can
probably be relied upon to
respond to the assault by
restating its faith in free
enterprise, strong armed
forces and so on, confirming
Thatcher’s assertion that
there is no alternative to her
policies, whatever you think
of her party.

But then, the Labour
Party’s socialism never meant
much more than a few pence
on income tax and a few
nationalised industries
anyway. Those of us who
believe in the thoroughgoing
transformation of society
have a very different response
to the Tory accusation that
socialism is a naive approach
based on the wasteful use of
resources and consequent
indebtedness.

First, if ‘spend, spend,
spend’ and 'on the never-
never' are the slogans of

socialism, then Thatcher,
Lawson, Heseltine and the
rest are Red in tooth and
claw. Because Britain's
capitalists are the ones who
have built an economy based
on massive horrowing and
the shuffling of paper money,
rather than the creation of
genuine new wealth.

Credit has been the key to
the prominent economic
features of the late Thatcher
years, such as the strength of
share prices, house prices and
the pound. Borrowing by the
billion, the capitalists pushed
market price-tags way
beyond the real value of the
assets involved. That is how
fortunes could be made and
lost in an afternoon, all by
the flick of a deaser’s
keyboard, without any
alteration in the resources
available in the real

world outside.

It is indeed naive to
imagine that such a game of
Monopoly could go on
indefinitely. The crisis in the
currency, stock and housing
markets which began to
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develop in October suggests
that the game is just about
up, and that the treasury and
businessmen are about to be
called to account for the
borrowed time and money on
which they have been living.

As for waste, that is
another subject on which the
Tories and their friends need
no lessons from any socialist.
In pursuit of short-term
personal gain, the capitalists
have squandered the
potential that exists for
developing the
world’s wealth.

All of the Conservatives’
sophisticated figure-fiddling
cannot disguise the fact that
investment in industry and in
research and development
have dropped through the
floor while Britain was
supposedly booming. Why?
You do not have to be a
treasury economist to see
that our society is far from
overstocked with basic goods,
let alone high technology. Yet
in a system where profit is
king, those few who control
the capital prefer to tie it up
in an inflated art market and
make millions out of the
movement of an auctioneer’s
gavel-arm than to invest it in
a less profitable working
economy where it could
create what we need.

Contrary to the
Conservative view, waste and
inefficiency are built into the
enterprise economy. ‘The
market’ is an anarchic
mechanism through which
different companies produce
the same shoddy goods, wrap
them in different shades of
expensive packaging, throw
them into the ring and hope
some of them sell. They
would rather destroy what’s
left than give it away.

As Tony Kennedy points

out in this issue, the housing
market looks set to become a
grotesque example of the
system in operation, with the
numbers of homeless and of
empty houses reaching new
highs at the same time. The
supposed first law of

capitalist economics, ‘supply
and demand’, is in practice
strictly limited; we can
demand all we want, but so
long as they are in control
they will only supply it if they
smell profit.

And it’s not just consumer
goods; medical and other
scientific advances are also
restrained and destroyed by
the profiteers. Ann Bradley’s
account of how a simple
abortion pill is being
effectively banned from

Britain, because the drug
barons fear moral boycotts of |
their other products, is bad
enough. Then there is the

success at the expense of its
competitors. The growth of
productivity and
technological know-how in
one, such as Japan or
Germany, is paralleled by
decline in another, such as
America or Britain. The
response of the weaker
capitalists is to invest abroad
and demand import controls
at home, thus keeping wealth
out of the country and
closing down domestic
industries.

Yet in a unified world
economy, where nations were
not competing for market
shares, it would make sense

resources for investment,
because governments and
financiers keep interest rates
high to ensure they get a
good return. Once you have
secured an expensive loan,
you must invest it as
profitably as possible to
survive. You will not plough
it into productive sectors if
the percentages are better in
junk bonds or jewellery.
Remove the motive of private
profit and the lender-
horrower relationship,
however, and it becomes
realistic fo draw on the
resources of society in order
to raise the productive forces

If spend, spend, spend’ and ‘on the never-never’
are the slogans of socialism, then Thatcher,
Lawson and the rest are Red in tooth and claw

sordid saga of research into a
cure for Aids in America.
Some drug corporations
refuse to make it a priority
because it's not as lucrative as
asthma (ie, Aids patients die
too quickly to buy many
drugs): others hold back the
release of new drugs while
they fight court battles over
the profitable patent.

None of this is natural or
inevitable. It is the product of
a system of paper money and
criminal waste. The
alternative, of progress
through the unrestrained
development of society’s
material, scientific and
intellectual resources, is far
from a naive vision. Indeed,
the potential is already given
in the industries, research
centres, etc, which exist
today, but which are
distorted and even destroyed
by the dictates of
private profit.

Take the current issue of
imports, exports and trade
deficits. We live in a world

divided among rival capitalist
nations, each striving for

for different quantities of
different goods to be
produced in different parts of
the globe according to ability,
and distributed according to
need. An advance by one
would be a gain for all. And its
use could quickly be
generalised, rather than
hoarded as a business secret. The
close-knit character of the
modern international
economy, in which a market
move in New York makes
waves in Tokyo, Frankfurt
and London within minutes,
demonstrates that world
planning is now more
practicable than ever before,
The barrier remains the
profit law, and the rival states
which protect it. .

Nor need the alternative
simply be a matter of
redistributing existing
resources and sharing out the
misery. Without the
restraining hand of
profitability, the productive
capacities of the world
economy could be increased
beyond recognition.

Today it is hard to get

for the good of society.

Removing the profit
barrier so as to realise
society’s potential is not, of
course, an economic matter.
It is a question of politics, of
a struggle to decide who is to
be in control. Capitalism is
not a policy or an idea. It is
an entire mode of
production, based on private
property and exploitation,
reflected in the division
between social classes.
Removing the profit barrier
will require removing the
class which built it
from power.

There is no call for being
defensive in response to Tory
attacks on socialism. People
can take their futures into
their own hands, if we set
about getting our hands on
the wealth and the power in
the present. The starting
point for Living Marxism is
to popularise the cause of
efficient growth and social
progress, by spreading the
message that capitalism is the
dirtiest word in the English
language.




Ann Bradley
explains why a
new pill that
could make
abortion safer
and easier may
never be
available in
Britain-not for
medical
reasons, but
because of
concerns about
morality

and money
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The RU486 scandal

The aboriion piII
they want to b

For more than a year, women's
magazines and medical journals have
heralded the arrival of a new
abortion pill. RU486, or Mifegyne to
use its brand name, was launched last
year in France, making it possible for
over 30 000 French women to have
an abortion without surgery. The
manufacturer, Roussel Uclal, claims
that already a quarter of early
abortions are carried out by RU486,
Yet despite extensive trials in British
hospitals. where both doctors and
patients were enthusiastic about the
drug, it may never be made available
to British women.

Roussel Uclaf has not even applied
for a licence to market its discovery
in Britain. The official reason given
by its British spokesman, Tony Eton,
is ‘the need to assess the marketing
experience in France’, but he admits
there are other factors to consider,
The main other factor that the
company is considering is the
strength of the international anti-
abortion campaigns, which have
condemned RU486 as ‘an anti-human
pesticide 1o be used in a chemical
warfare against women and children’
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The drug is remarkable, but not
particularly controversial in medical
terms. It was developed by Dr
Etienne-Emile Baulieu, a consultant
for Roussel and an cxpert in
hormones at France's National
Institute of Health and Medical
Research. Baulieu's road to the
abortion pill began back in 1970,
when he became the first scientist 1o
identify the cells of the uterus (womb)
that receive messages from the
hormone progesterone. Progesterone
gives signals to the uterus to hold the
fertilised ege. Without it a woman
cannot get pregnant.

Baulieu realised that the
knowledge of progesterone receptors
might make it possible to devise a
method to block or terminate a
pregnancy. The aim was to find a
substance that would prevent the
uterus from receiving progesterone
and thus stop it holding the fertilised
ege. He explored chemicals that
might serve as progesterone
impostors. These, Baulieu hoped,
would latch on to the receptors and
occupy them, but they would not
deliver the correct messages Lo the

comprimés a 200 mg
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uterus and so the cgg would be lost.
He called these impostor chemicals
‘anti-hormones’,

It took 10 years for chemists at
Roussel’s laboratories to adapt this
process to make an abortion pill. In
1980 Roussel's chief chemist, George
Teutsch, managed to gralt a complex
atom cluster on to a progesterone-
like molecule, to make it chemically
different from progesterone, vet
similar enough to fool the human
body. RU486 was born, and after a
further eight years of refinements and
tests it was ready for use,

Take three

This complex scientific operation
made abortion potentially simple for
women. RU486 is a very
straightforward method from a
woman’s point of view. Rather than
having to undergo invasive surgery,
with the small but real physical risks
and the psychological trauma that it
entails, she simply takes three pills,
Two days later she returns to the
hospital and is given an injection or a
suppository of prostaglandin, which
promotes contractions. These expel




What about saving
125 000 women who
die each year from
botched abortions?

the fertilised cgg. After scven days
she goes back again for a check-up to
ensure that the abortion is complete,
RU486 is 90 to 95 per cent effective
in the ecarly weeks of pregnancy, and
80 per cent effective at two months.
In France the drug is administered by
doctors in specialised family
planning clinics,

‘A normal period’

Most of the women involved in
British RU486 trials at Withington
Hospital in Manchester gave the
method an unequivocal thumbs up.
A few found the method very painful,
but Dr Peter Macrow, who led the
trials, told the medical magazine
General Practitioner that in his
experience ‘the whole process is far
less physically and psychologically
traumatic for women' Most of the
women described it as ‘more natural’
and ‘more like having a normal
period’, In fact Dr Baulieu has been
so pleased with the response that he
has suggested that it might be
possible to develop RU486 as a once-
a-month contraceptive pill,

But while the arrival of RU486 has
made abortion less traumatic for
women, it has introduced
considerable trauma into the lives of
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many businessmen, some of whom
must be wishing that Dr Baulicu
himself had never been born. The
French launch of RU486 in
September 1988 sparked off a
national controversy, and the
controversy has been exported before
the product.

It takes a lot to come between a
capitalist and the source of his
profits, but within a month of
potentially lucrative RU486 going on
to the market the manufacturers
withdrew it. Company chairman
Dr Edouard Sakiz issued
this statement:

‘Faced with the emotional response
from parts of French and foreign
public opinion provoked by the
possibility of using the drug for
aborting pregnancies, the Roussel
Uclaf group has decided to suspend
immediately its availability in France
and abroad,’

In this case ‘emotional response’ is a
euphemism for death threats, furious
demonstrations and boycotts.

“After it announced the intended

launch of RU486, Roussel found
itself under sicge from anti-abortion
campaigners. Families of company
officials received death threats, Sakiz
claimed to be receiving up to 25
threatening letters a day. Most were

_unsigned but sinister: *Assassins, stop

your work of death’, written in red
ink, “Your pill kills babies and you
will suffer the consequences’,
Hundreds of anti-abortion
demonstrators rallied outside the
company headquarters in the
Boulevard des Invalides, Paris, and
handed out leaflets accusing the
company of genocide.

Roussel directors had good reason
to take the situation seriously.
Catholic fundamentalists had already
demonstrated their ability to carry
out direct action by burning down a
Paris cinema showing Martin
Scorsese's Last Temprarion of Christ
One man had been seriously injured
in the attack.

The company also faced a call for
an international boycott of its
products. Roussel Uclaf cancelled
production of RU486.

Events then took a curious turn.
With an uncharacteristic display of
concern for the rights of women, the
French government stepped in.
Health minister Claude Evin insisted
that Roussel resume distribution. At
noon on Friday 28 October 1988,
Evin issued a communiqueé
explaining that, under the law passed
in 1975, ‘voluntary pregnancy
termination is a right for the women
of France” and that the new pill
constituted a medical advance in so
far as it enabled women to have
abortions without having to undergo an
operation under anaesthetic. ‘Once
this new discovery existed for the
women of this country’, declared
Evin, the product virtually became
the moral property of women'.

As owner of more than a third of
Roussel Uclaf shares, the French
government was in a strong
bargaining position. Less than one
month after it had been withdrawn,
RU486 was back on the market.
With the moral responsibility shifted
on to the shoulders of the
government Roussel was more than
happy to continue production. Tony
Eton claims that once the fuss had
died down’ the company was ‘not too
worried about a commercial
boycott as most of their products are
sold to GPs who are less likely to be
swayed by anti-abortion hysteria’

The French governments
enthusiasm for the abortion pill was
not entirely motivated by concern for
the rights of women. The government
has been legally committed to
abortion on request during the first
12 weeks of pregnancy since 1975,
and since 1982 it has been obliged to
cover abortion costs on the national
health service, RU486 would have
considerable cost advantages in
keeping the government’s bills down
since there is no need for surgeons,
anacsthetists and theatre staff.

Aside from the attractiveness of
providing abortion on the cheap. the
French government's defence of
RU486 was also prompted by the



Since the
British
government
has already
restricted the
potential uses
of RU486, 1t
is hardly
likely to
defend the
abortion pill
against

the drug
companies

need to maintain firm control in face
of action by ‘agitators’ Shortly after
distribution of RU486 had resumed,
minister Evin explained that he had
wanted ‘to make sure France did not
surrender to pressure groups
animated by archaic ideologies’. In
fact Evin's government has shown
itsell quite willing to accommodate
‘archaic ideologies’ on many issues.
But it drew the line at bigoted
‘pressure groups’ defying its authority
and threatening violent disorder.

Whatever the motivation, the
government’s actions were in the
interests of French women.
Unfortunately for the rest of us the
story does not end there. The
majority shareholder in Roussel is
German agro-chemical giant
Hoechst AG. And Hoechst has taken
the cause of the anti-abortion groups
1o its bosom.

Fear of farmers

Hoechst has had an ambivalent
attitude 1o the abortion pill from the
start. In January, the Unifed States
News and World Report reported
‘company insiders’ suggesting that
Hoechst directors allowed Roussel to
develop RU486 only because they
never expected it to succeed.
Consequently, the bosses were now
Yorn between pride in the discovery
and their own pro-life sentiments’.
Hoechst chief executive Wolfgang
Hilger has gone on record saying that
abortion is morally wrong. He has
stated that an abortion pill violates
the company’s credo to support lifc,
and claimed to be distressed by the
accusation that, through their
involvement with the abortion pill,
Hoechst is doing to fetuses what the
Narzis did to Jews, This contemporary
concern with the Holocaust is a little
ironic as it was Hoechst's ancestor
company, 1G Farben, which
manufactured cyanide gas for the
Nazi death camps.

In the case of Hoechst. the sudden
outburst of moral concern has a clear
economic basis. The company faces
pressure from a considerable anti-
abortion movement in Germany and
it is particularly susceptible to
pressure from the USA. A quarter of
the chemical giant’s $23 billion
annual revenue comes from the
American market, where Hoescht has
a subsidiary worth $6 billion. While
Roussel tends to deal with medically
minded doctors who can set
advantages in a safe and easy method
of abortion, Hoechst deals with
farmers from the American Mid-
West, not known for their
enlightened views on these matters.
The company fears boycotts in these
areas, Tony Eton admits that, if
Hoechst caves in to pressure from
America to hold back on RU486,
Roussel will have to toe the line.

The powerful anti-abortion lobby
in the USA has already put
considerable pressure on American
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drug companies. Pressure from the
‘right to life’ movement, combined
with the recent product-liability
claims in relation to 1UDs, have led
to a swing away from investment in
contraceptives and abortifacients. In
1970, 20 US companies had large
programmes researching human
reproduction. Today there is only
one. Allan G Rosenfeld, the Dean of
Columbia University’s School of
Public Health, says that anti-
abortionists *have put a whole class of
valuable drugs in question and stifled
contraceptive research’,

‘Right to lifers’ caused particular
concern to the American medical
profession when they tried to block
the food and drug administration’s
approval of Cytotec. Cytotec is a
hormone marketed by GD Searle &
Co in 43 countries to prevent ulcers
in arthritis patients. As a side effect
the drug causes uterine contractions;
anti-abortionists claimed that
unscrupulous doctors could prescribe
it for *do-it-yourself abortions’ Four
years ago Upjohn Co also pulled its
abortion drug off the market and

_+ shut down its contraceplive unit in

response to boycotts organised by
anti-abortion campaigns,

The impact of this backlash has
already hit Britain, Three years ago
Sterling Winthrop Research Institute
suddenly halted clinical trials of an
abortion drug called Epostane.
Publicly the company claims that the
drug doesn't fit its marketing strategy,
but inside rumours claimed that ‘it
just wasn't worth the risk’ of
upsetting influential customers.

In short, there is an increasing
tendency to withhold improved
contraceptive and abortion
technology. And now a safer, easy
method of inducing abortion is being
denied to us because company
directors are worried about losing
money if they take their discovery
to market.

Not the sixties

Protests and campaigns by a few
extreme anti-abortion groups provide
companics with a dramatic excuse to
steer clear of abortifacients and
contraceptives. In reality, these firms
are responding not just to threats
from the fringe. but to the
widespread anti-abortion climate in
mainstream Western politics today.
After all, in the past drug companies
continued profitable production
despite more forceful opposition.

In the fifties and sixties the
pharmaceutical industry was
prepared to shrug off accusations of
barbaric testing of the contraceptive
pill on third world women, in a
commercial race to develop an
effective oral contraceptive. But that
was in the liberal sixtics, when the
authorities were more willing to
accommodate the groundswell of
demand for better contraceptives and
companies stood to make big bucks

from winning the race. In the
conservative eighties, when the moral
reactionaries have moved centre stage
and most Western governments are
looking for ways to restrict abortion,
manufacturers feel an abortion pill
may be a commercial albatross,

Theoretically there are ways of
getting around corporate reluctance,
Britain has compulsory licensing laws
which allow the authorities to give
away unused patents if a product is
in the public interest, But the
Thatcher government is unlikely to
leap to the defence of RU486. The
current mood in British politics is one
of imposing further restrictions on
access Lo abortion—not making it
more readily available.

When news about the success of
RUA486 first broke in Britain three
years ago, the discussion in
parliament was more suspicious than
celebratory. Labour MP Dale
Campbell-Savours called for a
statement from the attorney general
on ‘the medical, moral and social
implications of a pill of this nature’,
MPs expressed concern that the
availability of an abortion pill might
make it easier to carry out or obtain
an abortion outside the strict
conditions imposed by the 1967
Abortion Act,

DHSS aborts tests

The official reply emphasised that the
British trials would be carried out
within the letter of the abortion act.
Trials at the John Radcliffe Hospital
in Oxford were then halted because it
was discovered that women were sent
home after taking the pills—one of
the big advantages offered by RU486.
The DHSS ruled that this was a
contravention of the abortion law,
which lays down that ‘any treatment
for the termination of a pregnancy
must be carried out in a hospital or
place approved by the minister of
state’. The DHSS concluded that a
woman's home was not an approved
place. Since the government has
already shown its willingness to
restrict the potential uses of RU486,
it is hardly likely to take up the
cudgels in defence of the abortion pill
against the drug companies.

An abortion pill offers great
advantages for women the world
over. Scientific research has provided
us with a means to make abortion
safer and easier. It is estimated that
125 000 women die every year from
botched abortions, mostly in the third
world where even minor surgery can
be lifc-threatening. The abortion pill
could save many of those lives, and
make abortion more convenient for
Western women. Dr Baulieu is
confident that his pill will eventually
be marketed worldwide. You can't
hold back scientific progress’, he says.
‘you can't put it in a back drawer’
But capitalists can and do. And that
is the most bitter pill to swallow.
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The mortgage crisis

AN ENGLISHMAN'S HOME
IS HIS HEADACHE

Mortgage rate rises mean more homelessness alongside more empty homes.
Tony Kennedy on the anarchy of the housing market

he naive might think that

houses are for living in. But

the hike in mortgage pavments
which has sent the housing market
reeling suggests otherwise,

For the construction companies,
cstate agents and building socicties,
houses are for making a profit. As
mortgage payments go up, forcing the
numbers of prospective buyers down,
the criterion of profitability means that
construction companies are aban-
doning plans to build places to live in.
Those unable to meet the new
mortgage pavments could have their
homes repossessed to protect their
profits, Many more will manage to
cling on only by taking the Sun’
advice to give up cars and holidays.

How can it be, as the building
societies insist. that there is a glut of
housing with the number of unwanted
properties growing by the day? Is it
because supply exceeds the number of
people who need one? According to
the housing charity Shelter 364 (100
people are registered as homeless in
Britain. Estimates for those not
registered range from 200 000 to
400 000. Clearly supply is far from
outstripping demand. Rather, the
mortgage payments demanded are
outstripping the amount of money in
people’s pockets. The result is a
record level of hamelessness, while
thousands of houses stand empty. The
anarchy of the market econamy
works ils magic once more.

Promoting home ownership has
been a central plank of the Tories
enterprise culture in the eighties, The
government claimed that the housing
market could deliver security for life,
free you from the anonymity of
council tenancy, and provide a
wholesome environment for your
children. The Tories ordered councils
to sell off their better housing stock.
As home ownership grew, ministers
spoke of a new property owning
democracy in which the universal
class of owner-occupiers would
replace the old social divisions,

I'he fact that millions arc now in
hock to financial companies and that
the number of homeless has more
than doubled since 1979 suggests that
the rise in home ownership had little
1o do with any democratising
inclinations in the market. la fact, the
house market boom was a self-
destructive result of the government's
willingness to put its faith in
market forces.

The southern-based boom in home
ownership and house prices in recent
years reflected the peculiar course of

economic developments in Britain,
Since the mid-eighties, economic
growth has focused on the liberalised
financial sector concentrated in
London. The City became a prime
site for the global expansion of
financial business. Overseas bankers
and money-men set up shop in
London, and homegrown businesses
expanded. The growth of the finaacial
sector created a great many white-
collar jobs, and had a knock-on effect
in areas such as retailing, and
business and consumer-oriented
services. The south became the place
to be for people seeking highly paid
professional jobs—or just jobs,

The government, holding by its free
market principles, refused to invest in
the infrastructure on the scale required
to accommodate an expanding work-
force. The London transport system—
roads, rail and underground —has
come close to collapse as a consequence.
Nor did the government build housing
for the new workforce. Here, however,
the private sector stepped in. The
labour market pressures coincided

with the extension of easy credit to

the housing market. Cash-rich
institutions were able to ofter large
maortgages to meet rising prces, thus attrac-
ting both buyers and sellers into the market
and fuelling the boom. Rising profitsin
the housing market. and the govern-
ment's financial reforms, attracted
additional money from the high-
street banks.

The ensuing competition for
business among the banks and
building societies meant greater
efforts to package mortgages to
attract consumers. Apart from
schemes allowing deferment of certain
payments and savings on interest, the
societies and banks informally
loosened controls on the ratio between
the size of mortgages and the annual
income of mortgage holders. The
average mortgage in the early eighties
was around three times the size of the
halder’s annual income. By last year

the ratio had reached four and a half
times in London, indicating a sig-
nificant increase in the debt burden of
mortgage holders.

Consumers found compelling
incentives for entering the housing
market. Prices were rising rapidly as
demand boomed. But a mortgage was
still the favoured option for many.
The Tories claimed that this demon-
strated an ideological commitment to
property ownership. In fact it
demonstrated a pragmatic choice
hased on the lack of alternatives,

It is bizarre to argue thal people
desperately wanted to get a mortgage
millstone around their necks. What
they wanted was somewhere decent to
live. With virtually no council housing
having been built and a lot of it sold
off since 1979, the remaining estates
going to rack and ruin under the
pressure of spending cuts, and private
landlords often charging rents the
equivalent of mortgage repayrhents, it
is hardly surprising thal so many
people plumped for buying a place of
their own.

SoEas L .
From lhe start the muguralcd
housing market was highly speculative,
The key players were not builders
creating new assets, but financiers
and estate agents trying to get rich
quick by pushing up the prices of old
ones. The property price boom was
largely restricted to London and the
surrounding regions and was based
an the simple fact that there was not
cnough housing stock to meel the
growing needs. With the market
failing ta provide enough new housing,
mortgage companies were making big
profits from scarcity—a sharp practice
which used to be the preserve of spivs,
Where new building did take place, it
simply confirmed the speculative
character of the market. The most
graphic examples of excess were the
construction schemes in the London
Docklands.

Not long ago London’s Docklands
were being used as a glowing example

of what Tory-promoted privass
enterprise can achieve The dessincs
docks would be be transformed mso »
bustling residential area like down-
town Manhattan, with loxery flass
and designer studios set in atiractive
riverside locations. New road and rad
services providing easy access to the
City, and customer-friendly shops
and recreational facilities, would
make the Docklands the weskday
living quarters for the young guns of
the financial sector. The project was
touted as an advert for capitalism. an
example to be copied elsewhere.

The Tobacco Dock scheme s now
an eighties ghost town, a tribute to
where the Tories' property owning
revolution has led. In the new
shopping complex. dubbed the
Covent Garden of the East End, vou
won't have to contend with the
human-jams of the West End. You
could play five-a-side football in the
main mall without undue interference
from passers-by. Pop into one of the
retail outlets that break the lines of
for rent’ signs. Staff are ready with a
warm welcome for the first customer
in two days.

More for less

In the wake of the interest and
mortgage rates fiasco, 1t looks as if
other regions of Britain will indeed
begin to resemble Londons Dock-
lands—but not in the way Tories
hoped. The Docklands are sited in
some of the poorest boroughs in
London—Tower Hamlets, Newham
and Southwark—where homelessness
runs high. Yet hundreds of the plush
new properties are empty. Many more
would be if the disillusioned profes-
sional could find a rcasonable
alternative and sell up. But with few
buyers willing or able to meet asking
prices which go well into six figures,
the new Docklanders are left to
languish there, watching mortgage
repayments rise while house prices
fall, paying more and more for
something that is worth less and less.

The latest rise in mortgage rates has
sent the already teetering housing
market crashing into recession.
Housing now stands comparison with
the stock market as an example of
what happens when the speculative
excesses intrinsic to the market are
allowed to run riot. The fall-out will
be vet more homeless at a time when
there are more houses, and millions
more in the debt trap, their working
lives the property of financiers
determined to make them pay for the
market's failure.

The housing market crisis is a big
political embarrassment for the
Tories. It is a fitting irony that their
promotion of a mythical property
owning democracy should have
helped to create a new constituency of
mortgage-holders which is now
turning against the government.
Those forced to tighten their belts just
to hang on to their homes can be
forgiven for not getting the joke.
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Kirsten Cale
examines the
appeal of
Ronnie and
Reggie, with the
aid of other
famous ex-cons
and ordinary
EastEnders
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The view from the establishment and the EastEnders

Twin myths of
the Krays

‘In some ways the Krays protected
the community, didn’t they? You
didn't have muggings or anything like
that. None of the old-age pensioners
suffered because of them. If an old
person was short of anything, or
walked into the boozers, the Krays
would get them a drink. They had
respect for the elderly.

(Dave, Whitechapel market

barrow boy)

The Kray twins are sell<onfessed.,
convicted killers. They are also folk
heroes to some, and eminently
saleable celebrities, Ronnie and
Reggie have been inside for 20 years,
yet they never seem to be out of the
newspapers (they have an agent who
hires out his star clicnts for £25 000
an interview). The famous David
Bailey portrait appears everywhere
from teenagers’ t-shirls to posters for
prestigious photography exhibitions.

Last year the Krays'
autobiography, Our Story (ghost-
written by Fred Dinecage, who used to
be on 1TV’ How? shaw), was a best-
seller. Now a new film about them is
on the way; the fact that it is based
on Violet Kray's memories of her
sons (lovely boys) and stars the
puppy-faced Kemp brothers from
Spandau Ballet suggests that it is
unlikely to match the brooding
menace of Viflain (Richard Burton as
Vic Dakin/ Ronnie Kray).

The heady mixture of crime and
glamour still fascinates the media.
Some newspapers now treat the
Krays with the same veneration as
the old showbiz stars with whom they
used to socialise. They prefer their
gangsters to be British, white,
besuited and sanitised by a 20-vear
gap. So at the same time as they rant
against the black *Yardies’ and
Colombian cartels of today, they turn
the Krays into a national institution.
If the twins got out tomorrow, they
would probably end up on Wogan.

Yet the Krays have not always been
accorded such soft treatment. When
the Krays were convicted of murder
in March 1969, the press went out of
its way to damn them as psychopaths
and a threat to the fabric of society.
‘A reign of terror is over’, declared the
Daily Mirror, ‘A tyranny founded on
the gun, the knife and the brutish
threat—routed and smashed”.
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These are the parallel myths of the
Krays: as uniquely violent villains
and as lovable rogues, Neither has
much foundation in the twins’
carcers. Any dispassionate observer
would have to conclude that they
were thugs, but pretty small-time
thugs compared to the American
gangsters on whom they modelled
themselves. The popular images of
the Krays arc the products of their
and our times,

Who were the Krays? Reginald and
Ronald were born in 1933 in Hoxton
in the Fast End of London, In the
fifties they operated as thieves,
ponces and small-time protection
racketeers. Leslic Payne. the business
mind behind some of their later
enterprises and key witness against
them in court, described the scalc of
the early Kray extortion operations:
‘In those days, if you gave them a
fiver or a tenner they'd be well
pleased with themselves.” (1. Payne,
The Brotherhood, 1973, p30)

By the late fiftics, the Krays had
“interests’ in a billiard hall and a
handful of drinking clubs, illicit
gambling dens and used car dealers,
“The firm'—fences, con men, villains
and tearaways—congregated around
the twins as they expanded in the
East End. Ronnie Kray. the hard
man, was certified criminally insane

while imprisoned for GBH. but
released in 1959.

In the carly sixties the twins went
up-market, They moved in on
Esmeralda’s Barn, a swish
Knightsbridge club enjoying the
recent legalisation of gambling. And
they opened a new club of their own:
the Kentucky. Reggie Kray described
the tacky glamour of the new club,
and the clientele it attracted:

‘By today’s standards the Kentucky
was probably a bit loud and garish, It
was all deep red carpets, mirrors and
sprayed-gold “antique” chairs and
furniture. But the Kentucky was right
for the time and, more especially,
right for the toffs who wanted to
come over from the West End and see
a bit of the scamy side ol life without
haying to get themselves dirty or put
themselves in any danger. They loved
it. It was exciting, it was exhilarating.
They could kid themselves it was
dangerous hecause there was plenty
of evil-looking gangsters around. But
they were actually as sale as houses.’
(Our Story. 1988, pp36-7)

The Krays had always courted
showbusiness and boxing
personalities, but now they were
becoming celebrities themselves.
Barbara Windsor and Queenie Watts

Buster Edwards, former Great Train Robber

‘1 knew the Krays before they went
into prison. They got 30 vears when
murderers were getting seven and a
half for killing children, women. But
the twins never hurt anyone. They
looked after the East End. They
weren't saints but they got this silly
sentence, They wanted to make
examples of the twins the same as
they made examples of us. Every now
and again justice feels they've got to
jump on people.

“I'he twins had always been with
showbusiness people, It's not that
they went to showbusiness people.
Those people went to them. And the
twins were heavy. But there was a
fascination with somcone who was
doing something criminal. The
naughty boy thing—*I'd like to do
this™. So many people would love to

commit crimes, but they havent got
the bottle.

‘Everyone says “The good old
days”, and [ do feel the sixties were
good days. Now there’s no honour
among thieves. There was no grasses
then, Now everyone wants Lo save
their own skin. And there’s a law for
whites and a law for blacks. They get
away with murder, and | mean
murder. They go out with shooters
now, it was unhcard of in those days.
Oh yes, obviously Ronnie shot
Cornell and they stabbed Jack the
Hat. After the twins, that was the end
of the traditional gangs. The Old Bill
stamped them out and that brought
in what we've got today.”

(Interview by Christine Kelly)




The Kray twins at
home in Vallance
Road with their
mother, Violet, and
grandfaiher,
Jimmy Lee 3 R0

were early friends; later stars like
Judy Garland, Diana Dors and
George Raft, and boxers like Sonny
Liston and Joe Louis. socialised with
the twins. Bailey photographed them,
Lord Effingham was on the payroll
at Esmeralda’s Barn, and Lord
Boothby, an ex-Tory MP, defended
them in the house of lords when the
twins were remanded without bail on
a charge of demanding money with
menaces.

In 1966 the Krays graduated from
violent intimidation to murder.
George Cornell, from the south
London-based Richardson gang, had
been ‘taking liberties’—including
calling Ronnie a fat poof’ in public.
The twins relied on the fear which

they called ‘respect’, and which would
be undermined if Cornell got away
with it. On the night of 9 March,
Ronnie Kray walked into the Blind
Beggar, a pub on Whitechapel Road,
and blew Cornell’s brains out with a
Luger in front of a barmaid and her
startled customers.

In 1967 it was Reggie's turn. A
member of the Kray gang, Jack ‘the
Hat’ McVitie, was said to have
conned the twins out of some money
and boasted about it. Again,
vengeance was required to save face.
So on 28 October, McVitie was lured
to a flat in Stoke Newington: there
Ronnie and another man held him up
while Reggie stabbed him repeatedly
in the face, throat and stomach.

John McVicar, author and former armed robber

“The Krays have become part of the
symbolism of counter-culture, Why
do these killer gangsters keep the
headlines? They are anti-authority
figures. There was a theatricality to
the Krays when they were around
and operating—they cultivated
publicity—very few gangsters do that
because it’s one way to get yourself
put in prison, They were a kind of
parody of gangsters: they drew their
imagery, style, the way they dressed
and acted, from Hollywood films of
the Prohibition gangsters.

‘Ronnie wasn’t a gangster for
money, he was a gangster because he
wanted to be a gangster. Because of
that there was a distillation, an
essence of gangsterism in his manner,
in his look, and the way he behaved.
And that’s very powerful. Those
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Bailey photographs and some of the
other memorabilia of the Krays, they
are very potent, Particularly Ronnic
with his doppelganger in the
background, the twin brother.
Ronnie comes over as a fairy-tale—
he represents the underworld. And
part of the reason for their
popularity, the continuing interest,
the consumption of the Kray
product, is that they're banal. That,
banality neutralises the threat at this
fairy-tale level. And these fairy-tales
serve a function, the underworld
figure is like the Wicked Witch and
the Dragon. In contemporary folk
mythology, the Krays stand alongside
the Queen Mother, Cilla Black and
CIiff Richard.’

In 1969, largely on the evidence of
their former firm members, the twins
were convicted of murder and sent
down for 30 years each. Reggie is a
category A prisoner in Parkhurst,
and Ronnie is in Broadmoor hospital
for the criminally insane,

When the Krays were convicted,
the media portrayed them as among
the most savage criminals ever
apprehended. The Daily Mail dubbed
them ‘The Brotherhood of Evil: Their
business: mass extortion, violence
unlimited, organised deaths’ The
Mirror dug up a Mrs Styles, who had
billeted the seven-year old twins when
they were evacuated from London
during the war: “My first thought
was: what horrible little boys, and so
they were. They were full of rough
and tumble and quite unlike my own
children....I insisted they learnt the
Lord’s Prayer." Was she surprised
that, despite her Christian efforts,
they had ended up in the Old Bailey?
‘Not in the least!”

There is no doubt that the Krays
were murderers and racketeers. But
their power and influence was vastly
exaggerated by the police and the
press. Their operations barely
extended outside the East End; their
bid to become a British mafia
faltered at the first hurdle, when
Manchester police sent them back on
the first train to London. Nor was
the firm a professional crime family?
at their trial, all but two of the gang
members gave evidence against the
Krays.

The Kray’s big-time gangster image
was and is just that, an image, and a
largely self-promoted one. The natty
suits, the Capone-style contributions
to charity, the ornate politeness to



‘The Krays
were
supposed

to be seen.
And the
establishment
had to be
seen to

be putting a
stop to it’

women and the clderly, the spending
sprees, were all based on Hollywood's
portrayal of American gangsters.
Ronnie paid a barber to shave him at
home in his mother's tiny house in
Vallance Road after hearing it was a
habit of Mafia bosses.

The Krays cashed in on the
celebrity culture that took off in the
swinging sixties. Both twins made
themselves highly visible on the
social circuit, drinking champagne
and carousing with the famous. The
frisson of criminality only added to
their stature among members of high
society who found the low life
exciting. In the age of the Beatles,
George Best, Twiggy and Warhol,
they became the pop stars of the
British underworld. But in the end,
the Krays’ flaunting of their illegal
activities brought the wrath of the
rich down on their heads,

In the business world, the line
between legality and illegality is very
finely drawn: dull, respectable
bankers, stockbrokers, chairmen and
lawyers cross it every day. This is
accepted by the authorities. So long
as these gentlemen commit their
crimes discreetly, behind boardroom
doors, they do not undermine the all-
important public authority of the
state’s law and order machinery. The
Krays’ business, however, was not
conducted in the closed world of
corporate capitalism.

The twins’ gauche indiscretion
about their own crimes became an
embarrassment 1o the establishment.
['hey were not only involved in
extortion and violence, but they had
the audacity to show off their
cxploits in the company of peers,
MPs and débutantes. Ronnie Kray’s
brazen shooting of George Cornell in
a saloon bar was like a B-movie
scene, a public statement that he
believed his own publicity and
considered himself above the law,
Such affronts to the authorities,
coming from men in the media eve,
could not go unpunished. The Krays
were made an example of, their 30-
year sentences a warning of what
happens to those who don play by
the rules when they infringe the law.

‘A bit OTT

In the context of widespread
disenchantment with an increasingly
corrupt police force, the Kray trial
presented the authorities with a
timely pretext to restore the image of
the police and launch a law and order
crusade. Thus was born the myth of
the Krays as an unprecedented
menace to civilisation, tamed by the
boys in blue on behalf of the great
British public.

Walk around Bethnal Green and
Whitechapel today, and many who
remember the Krays will echo this
view of their downfall. ‘In the end |
supposc they went a bit OTT, says
Eric, ‘they got involved with
politicians and certain dirty deeds
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and scandals, So they were getting
dangerous to the powers that be’
Another EastEnder, Cheryl, agrees:
‘What the twins were doing was SO
outragecous, justice had to be seen to
be done. They were making an
example of them. These days society
will not put up with people walking
the streets with shotguns. But in the
sixties the high-profile stuff of the
Richardsons and the Krays was
fashionable, They were supposed to
be seen. And the establishment had
to be seen to be putting a stop to it.”

Yet many EastEnders have created
their own, alternative, Krays myth,
that has grown stronger as the years
pass. This too is a product of the
times. The twins have been
incorporated into the nostalgic
image of the good old days,
when the East End was a
‘proper community® and people were
poor but happy, before the bulldozers
moved in to flatten slums around
Whitechapel and Bethnal Green and
the Asians moved in to occupy many
of those that were left.

Time and again, the Krays' former
neighbours will tell you that things
were better back then. The Krays
only used violence on other gangsters,
and looked after ‘their own people’.
“They never raped any girls and that’,

says Derek, ‘at the time they were
bad boys, but they were angels
compared to these terrorists
nowadays’. There is a heavy
undercurrent of racism in much of
this talk, as the Krays are frequently
compared favourably with ‘all these
racial crimes’ today. Reggie Kray
himself has said he couldn't live in
London now: ‘there’s too much
mugging.’

Buried beneath the prejudice and
the parochialism, the EastEnders’
fondness for the Krays also reflects a
basic ‘us and them’ attitude towards
the rich and powerful and the police.
This is probably also what makes the
Krays attractive to younger people
today. Many would agree, for
example, with Ronnie’s sentiments
about the police: ‘I hate uniforms. I've
always hated them. I hate them for
what they stand for. And I hate the
people who wear them. Without their
uniforms they're usually nothing.
Nobodies.” It would be a lot better if
people could share those sentiments
without admiring the man who
expressed them. After all, without
their ‘uniforms’ of smart suits and
rich friends and media hangers-on,
who would the Krays have been?

Inner City Theatre Company present

Videos, car 'phones, microwaves and radio controlled cat
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great british kzllefs _

‘ vra Hindley is the most evil

waoman in Britain’ pro-

claimed the Sua in Septem-

ber. *We cannot say what is waiting for

her beyond the prave’, concluded its

hard-hitting editorial, *but on this side

she must rot in jail for the rest of
her days’,

This was the Sun's response to
Hindleys letter to the Guardian the
previous day denouncing the publi-
cation of the memaoirs of Manchester
police chief Peter Topping. Hindley
threatened kegal action against Topping,
whao was responsible for reopening the
moors case in 1986, when his interroga-
tions of Hindley led to new confessions
and provided further details on the
location of moorland graves. The
revelations resulted in highly publicised
excavations on Saddleworth moor and
the discovery of another body.

Sadistic duo

Topping's account, subtitled ‘the
autobiography of the police chief inthe
moors murders case’, was published by
the Murdoch-owned firm Angus &
Robertson and serialised in the Sun.
Hindley suggested bitterly that the
official police caution could be amended
to read ‘anything vou say may be taken
down and used in evidence...or may
appear in the Sun or in my memoirs’,
Hugely relishing its position at the
centre of this controversy, the Sun’
rejoinder was ‘why should not the
public know the truth, however vile?”,
[tis nearly 25 vears since Hindley and
her accomplice Ian Brady were con-
victed of the murders of three children
Lesley Ann Downey, aged 10, John
Kilbride, aged [2, and Edward Evans,
aged 17. Killed in 1963 and 1964, their
bodies were discovered in shallow
graves on the desolate moors north of
Manchester. Hindley further confessed
to the murders of Pauline Reade, aged
16, and Keith Bennett, aged 12, in 1987:
Reade's body was subsequently found,
but Bennett’s has never been discovered.
In 1966 Hindley and Brady received
life sentences. Yet, after all these years it
seems that these cases rarely deparn
from the headlines of the popular press
for more than a few months. Why are

the moors murderers constantly at the
centre of national attention?

There is no doubt that the moors
murders were particularly sadistic and
gruesome. The courl cases against
Brady and Hindley featured tape
recordings they made of their victims'
final agonies and macabre photographs
revealing their full brutality, The
murders shattered all the families
involved, not least those of other
children who disappeared at around the
same time and whose bodics have never
been discovered. The involvement of a
young woman in the violent and sexual
abuse of children, the pathological
relationship between Hindley and her
lover Brady, Brady's morbid person-
ality—all these factors gave the case a
peculiar fascination,

I'he moors murders and their per-
petrators have long commanded great

nterest from ghouls and voycurs,

Moors murderers

A TOUCH

OF EVIL

Linda Ryan on why Myra Hindley and
Ian Brady still make headlines

Topping’s recycling of every detail of

the earlier investigation makes a direct
pitch for this lucrative market. Another
retired Manchester detective involved
in the case—Derek Leighton—recently
had his grisly collection of “scene-of-the-

crime’ slides confiscated after vears of

exclusive showings, Yet there have been
hundreds of child murders since the
early sixties and many more tales of

human depravity, There are, however,
(two reasons why the moors murders
have remained such a prominent public
preoccupation.

First, as the Sun forcefully reminds
us, Hindley and Brady play a powerful
symbolic role as the living incarnations
of human evil. They appear periodically
in the national press as a sort of modern
re-enactment of a medieval mystery

play m
paraded so that the
by a publs
goodness
(0 eXorGise the demons S0 Chose -
surface of life i

No lhiberal se L
to blur the moral certitud
by the Sun or allow any grey areas
intrude between the sta
good and evil. Nor cas
question of mitigating
demanded by society 1
cnimes: ‘Belt up and rot
the Swun’s unequivocal headi:
invective of the tabloid press s
less strident against aristocratec do-
gooders like Lord Longlord, who ha
long been campaigning for Hindle
release, or David \>1 T
offered to finance her legal actics
against Topping.

The gutter ¢ I

Abuse Is news
The second reason for the reces
revival of public interest in the moor
murderers is the cmergence of chad
abuse, particularly child sexual abuse
as a modern moral panic. From Estaer
Rantzen's television launch of Chik
Line through the Cleveland controves
to more recent highly publicised case
on both sides of the Atlantic, the med
have played a major role in defining
child sexual abuse as a central publc
concern.

Hindley and Brady provide = con-
venient image of the child sexual abuser
as monster Lo be treated with the utmos:
severity in penal institutions. Keeping
public outrage against the moors
murderers at fever pitch helps to justify
more intensive state surveillance of “at
risk® families, and more repressive
measures against those convicted. It
does nothing to protect children who
are much more likely to be molested by
intimate relations in the secrecy of the
home than they are by monsters
prowling on the moaors,

The real threats to our society come,
not from the evil and deranged, but
from people who, while claiming to be
good and sane, preside over a system
which destroys the lives of millions.
Brady and Hindley will be locked away
in perpetuity, but the editor and
proprietor of the Sun are free to use
their case to spread bigotry and justify
harsher state repression,
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Bob Hughes
looks at a new
book on the
Shankill
Butchers, and
examines why
the blood-
hungry media
have been
strangely silent
on the greatest
mass murderers
in British
criminal history

Lenny Murphy and the Shankill Butchers

The mass murderer
nobody mentions

Thomas Madden was abducted on
his way to work one night in August
1972 and taken to a lock-up garage.

‘Between the hours of 10pm and
d4am he was tortured. He was
suspended by a rope from a wooden
beam and stripped of his clothing. A
knife was used on his body much in
the manner a sculptor would chip
away at a piece of wood or stone.

Long cuts were made down his back -

and thighs and in all there were 147
stab wounds on his body.’

At 4am a woman heard Madden
screaming ‘kill me, kill me”, He died
from gradual strangulation by a
slowly tightening noose.

Madden was killed because he was
a Catholic in Northern Ireland. He
was an early victim of Lenny
Murphy, leader of the Shankill
Butchers, a Loyalist murder gang
operating in the seventies from the
Protestant working class heartland of
the Shankill Road in West Belfast.
The Butchers belonged to the
paramilitary Ulster Volunteer Force,
and their aim was to kill as many
‘taigs' as they could, the most brutal
way possible.

Martin Dillon’s new book, The
Shankill Butchers, is subtitled ‘a case
study in mass murder’. Some of the
Butchers were eventually tried in
1979, and convicted of 19 murders.
Dillon calculates that the Butchers
were involved in at least 13 other
killings for which nobody was
charged. At lcast 17 people involved
in the Butcher killings were never
brought to trial.

In researching his book, Dillon
consulted people who had studied the
cases of Yorkshire Ripper Peter
Sutcliffe and the Moors Murderers,
Hindley and Brady; but, as he points
out, ‘most,..had never heard of the
Shankill Butchers, even though they
killed more people than any other
mass murderers in British criminal
history”. The reason why Lenny
Murphy is not a household name like
Sutcliffe or Denis Nilsen is simple.
Lifting the lid on cases like the
Shankill Butchers threatens to cxpose
the sordid consequences of British
influence in Ireland.
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Dillon gives three reasons for his
own interest in the Butchers: their
macabre method of killing and
torture; the fact that they evaded
capture for so long; and curiosity
about what created the potential for
such mass murder.

The Butchers were certainly
sadistic. In his foreword to Dillon’s
book, Conor Cruise O'Brien is at
pains to give his usual pasting to the
IRA. Yet even he has to concede that
‘the Shankill Butchers remain unique
in the sadistic ferocity of their modus
operandi. The Provisional
IRA...never unleashed on society
anyone quite like Lenny Murphy'.

Murphy and his gang prowled the
Belfast streets at night, hunting for
Catholics going to work, walking
home from the pub or just nipping
out for some cigarettes, Their victims
were bundled into a car and beaten
on the way to the chosen place of
execution. They were often tortured
with butchers' knives, then killed by
having their throats hacked back to
the spine. The Butchers tried to
decapitate some with meat cleavers.
Joseph Donegan was beaten so badly
that his blood covered not only the
taxi in which he was abducted, but
several rooms of the house where he
was tortured and killed. All but three
of his teeth were ripped out with a
pair of pliers and scattered about the
house. Donegan was finally killed by
repeated blows from a spade, which
was used with such force that the
handle broke.

Dillon has done a good job of
cataloguing the chilling facts about
the Butchers’ handiwork. Yet he goes
too far in singling out the Butchers
for their casual use of savagery and
ritualistic torture. This sort of
violence has been a common feature
of many Loyalist killings in Northern
Ircland. Murphy and his cronies
simply took one more step down the
descent to barbarism.

How did the Butchers evade arrest
for years? Dillon believes that the
police involved in the case have been
‘denigrated for political reasons’ and
sets out to defend them. He argues
that the Butchers were exceptionally
cunning in their planning and that
none brought themselves to the

attention of the Royal Ulster
Constabulary, apart from Murphy
who was a well-known thug fond of
strutting around in a white suit. This
is nonsense.

The Butchers were anything but
security-conscious. They regularly
followed the same routine. In the
carly killings, they used a highly
conspicuous black taxi. They would
tour the city centre in scarch of a
suitable Catholic. With their victim
on board, bloodied from a beating,
they would cross Belfast to the
Shankill, risking interception by
Army and police patrols, to pick up
knives. Then they would set off
again, with a mutilated man in the
car, repeatedly returning to the same
killing ground in the Glencairn estate,
where they dumped their victims’
corpses. Why did they fecel able to

take such risks (and get away with it)
in an area of dense Army/RUC
activity? ‘The question’, observes
Dillon weakly, ‘is

seemingly unanswerable’

The Butchers spent much of their
time in the well-known Loyalist
paramilitary pubs and clubs of the
Shankill, boasting of their prowess in
‘doing taigs' and planning their next
murder missions. It is inconceivable
that the RUC was unaware of the
rumours that were rife on the
Shankill; as Jimmy Nesbitt, chief of
the team of detectives hunting the
Butchers, said, ‘we knew a lot about
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Lenny Murphy (left)
and some of his
unlovely assistants

evervbody’ After years of doing as
they pleased, some of the Butchers
were finally arrested when 20-year
old Gerard MclLaverty survived an
attack (the Labour government
offered him £700 compensation).
Driven down the Shankill Road by
the RUC, it took only minutes for
McLaverty to spot his attackers. The
RUC was hardly looking for a needle
in a haystack.

When Murphy was jailed for
possession of a firearm in 1976
(charges of attempted murder were
dropped in a plea bargain), Dillon
says that Nesbitt thought he had the
Butcher behind bars. When the cut-
throat killings continued, ‘it did not
occur to Nesbitt that Murphy’s
associates might be responsible’!

Dillon’s main defence of the police
is their lack of resources. He points
out that a team of just 11 detectives
hunted the Butchers, whereas the
squad pursuing the Yorkshire Ripper
was 304-strong. But this is an
accurate reflection of the priorities of
the British state in Northern Ireland.
The security forces had massive
resources—but these were for waging
war on Irish republicans, not
pursuing the side issue of Loyalists
slaughtering Catholics. Indeed state
agents were not averse to colluding
with the sectarian gangs. Edward
Mcllwaine was a member of the
Ulster Defence Regiment, and a part-
time member of the Shankill

Butchers. John McFarland Fletcher
was a sergeant in the UDR. He
supplied the gun that the Butchers
used in the killing of Ted McQuaid.
Fletcher alleged that his gun had
been stolen; |3 years later he was
convicted of stealing weapons for
Loyalist paramilitaries from the
Holvwood UDR base in

County Down,

And so to the crux of Dillon's
thesis: what created the potential for
the Shankill Butchers? Dillon depicts
Murphy as a ‘psychopathic genius'
whose childhood experience of
ostracism because of his ‘Catholic’
surname made him hate ‘taigs’. Conor
Cruise O'Brien argues that Murphy
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was ‘primarily a sadist and only
sccondarily a hater of Catholics’.
Dillon believes that Murphy would
have been a murderer even without
the troubles.

But people like Murphy were not
isolated psychopaths in the
Protestant community of Northern
Ireland. The Loyalist paramilitaries
have enjoyed widespread working
class support. Dillon himself noted as
much in an earlier work.

‘By 1972 it had become clear to
many of these [ Protestant] people—
not criminals or psychopaths but
good, decent people who had only
asked to be left in peace to go about
their everyday lives—that Gusty
Spence had been right in 1966.°
(M Dillon and D Lehane, Political
Murder in Northern Ireland, Penguin
Special, 1973, p267)

Spence was the Ulster Volunteer
Force leader whose gang murdered
Catholic civilians in 1966—usually
recognised as the first killings in the
current phase of the Irish conflict.
Dillon and Lehane also reprinted a
letter from a Protestant woman to
the February 1972 edition of the
Ulster Defence Association Bulletin:

‘Why have they [the Loyalist
paramilitaries] not started to hit back
in the only way these nationalist

bastards understand? That is ruthless,
indiscriminate killing....If I had a
flamethrower I would roast the slimy
excreta that pass for human beings.’

Violent anti-Catholic bigotry is
clearly not the exclusive property of
the Shankill Butchers, nor the
product of a bad childhood
experience with surnames. It is a
widespread result of the peculiar
position of Loyalists in Northern
Ircland, and the way that the British
state maintains that artificial status.
The Protestant community acts as
the local agent of British rule in
Ircland. When Britain divided the
Irish nation by imposing partition in
1920-21, it drew the phoney Border

of the new ‘province” of Norte
Ireland to ensure 2 permanes
majority of Protes L The
have kept the Protestants lowal &
guaranteeing them political socus
and economic privileges over thes
Catholic nationalist neighbow

today Catholics are still three e

as likely to be unemployed

as Protestants.

Within the sectarian state
Protestants are first class citizens
Catholics are seen as ‘slimy excreta” Foer
Irish Catholic is viewed as a threa
the Protestant ascendancy, to be k=g
under the heel. The recent revelatios
of collusion between Loyalist
paramilitaries, the Ulster Defence
Regiment and the Royal Ulster
Constabulary in targeting republicas
suspects confirm that sectananism
and brutality arc built into the
official structures of Northern
Ireland. Lenny Murphy was an
unofficial extension of this repressive
machinery. So long as there is British
rule in Ireland, there will be Butchers
to defend it through terror.

Lenny Murphy, the mass murderer
whom the media never mention, and
who the courts failed to convict of
any killing, served six years for
possession of weapons, On his release
in July 1982, he celebrated by
drinking in a UVF bar and beating 2

man to death. Months later, at
6.40pm on 16 November, Murphy
parked outside his girlfriend’s housc
on the Glencairn estate, his old
haunting ground. A Morris Marina
van pulled up, the back doors swung
open, and two men came out blazing
at him with a revolver and a
submachine gun. Murphy was hit 26
times in the head and body and died
instantly. It was perhaps the most
popular picce of rough justice that
the IRA ever delivered.

* Martin Dillon, The Shankill
Butchers: A Case Study of Mass
Murder, Hutchinson, hbk, £14 95




Why did a
Blackburn man
torch a housing
benefit office,
killing a
housing officer,
and then jump
to his own
death off a
sixth-floor
balcony?
Andrew Calcutt
unearths the
story behind the
‘fire maniac’
headlines

The burning of Blackburn housing benefit office

At 10am on Friday 8 Scptember, 20-
year old Michael Rostron,
unemployed, walked into Blackburn
housing benefit office and asked for
personal issue of a housing benefit
cheque worth £22.03. He didn't get it.
A housing assistant told Rostron he
would receive the cheque in the post.
Two hours later, Rostron came back
carrying a red plastic can of petrol.
He poured petrol over the office
floor, then put a match to it, Three
housing officers were injured in the

ensuing fire. Less than 24 hours later,

Rostron jumped to his death after
police cornered him on a sixth-floor
balcony. Two weeks later, principal
housing officer David Riley died
from the 70 per cent burns he
suffered in the housing benefit blaze.
When Riley lay unconscious in
Blackburn infirmary, local press

carried daily reports on his condition.

When Riley died, the town hall flew
the Union Jack at half-mast. Local
Labour MP Jack Straw spoke of ‘a
fine public servant’, and the
Lancashire Evening Telegraph gave
over its lead story to Riley's son, lan,
thanking the people of Blackburn for
their support,

Two victims

When Rostron died, the press

vilifed him as a ‘fire maniac’ who
should have been satisfied with the
£54 fortightly income support he
was said to have received a few hours
before attacking the housing benefit
office. ‘The only person responsible
for his death’, stated east Lancashire
coroner George Graham,

‘was himself’.

Yet Rostron was as much a tragic
victim as Riley. Driven over the edge
by the strain of living on the dole,
then unable to face the awful
consequences, he chose an escape
route —suicide—which has become
the biggest killer of young people in
Thatcher’s Britain apart from road
and other accidents, Last vear, 442
males aged 15 to 24 killed themselves.
The suicide rate among young men
has risen 70 per cent since 1982,
reaching record levels. Rostron was
no isolated, crazy freak. The
pressures which broke him are felt by
thousands of young people today.
Many must have come close to
reacting as Rostron did.
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...0r £54 and clear off

Rostron didn't have much of a
chance. He was brought up in a
shabby house in the south end of
Blackburn, a Lancashire city which
stopped growing a century ago when
the bottom fell out of the British
cotton industry. His parents, Samuel
and Christine, did their best for
Michael and his brother Colin. But
Samuel has been unemployed for
vears, and the only reason he wears
Elvis Costello specs is because the
frames haye always been the cheapest
in the shop. Michael's younger
brother Colin is thin and pasty-faced,
and that's the way he is likely to stay.

Michael Rostron grew to
adulthood during the Thatcher
decade of industrial decline and
social security cuts, He went from
school to the dole, and looked set to
follow his parents into a lifetime of
scrimping and making do. In the year
before his death, he stared at the
dead-end before him and twice tried
to commit suicide. Then, four months
ago, something changed; 19-ycar old
Sandra Smith gave birth to Rostron's
son, and they made plans to marry.

‘We were saving up’, says Sandra, ‘'l
have a three-year old son who is not
Michael's, but he treated him like his
own and he was going to adopt him
and change his name to Rostron’.
Michael Rostron and Sandra Smith
wanted to live together with their
children, but couldn't, for fear of
losing income support. Under social
security rules, ‘cohabiting’ would
reduce their meagre benefits still

FHOTO: Andraw Caloutt

further. So, in an effort to get the
money to furnish a family home, they
forced themselves to live apart,
Sandra and the two children moved
into a rundown housc on the north
side of Blackburn, and Rostron
found himself a flat,

On that fateful Friday morning,
Rostron needed money to pay rent
for a room he didn’t want to live in,
With £54 income support to last him
a fortnight, he could just about
afford to stay alive, so long as he
disowned the one thing that made his
life worth living—his girlfriend and
their children. When his life was
made even more difficult by the sort
of petty bureaucracy that will be
familiar to anybody who has had to
deal with the British bencefits system,
Rostron began to crack.

What was Rostron thinking about
in the two hours before he came back
and torched the housing benefit
office? Did he window-shop around
Blackburn's white-tile, seventies-style
shopping centre? Child’s bed, £54.95:
Schreiber fitted kitchens, ‘our
designers at your service’ Dralon
three-piece suites, £399. Leeds
Building Society advertises special
mortgage deals for first-time buyers,
Debenham’s offer ‘up to £5000
personal credit’— but young men who
have never had a full-time job need
not apply. Blackburn was a town tha!
liked to say ‘no’ to Michael Rostron
On 8 September he heard it once too
often. Twenty-four hours later he was
dead and David Riley was dying.




The local
papers
printed letters
demanding
hanging for
arsonists, as if
Michael
Rostron
wasn’t dead
already

At the inquest, coroner George
Graham spoke of clearing the air of
unwarranted speculation about the
circumstances of Rostron’s death.
Superintendent Sandy Robson, head
of Blackburn CID, insisted that ‘the
police as an organisation behaved
very professionally’. But Michael

Rostron’s brother Colin is *not happy’

with the professionalism of the police
and the coroner, and neither is
Sandra Smith.

Forty detectives were deployed in
the hunt for ‘the town hall arsonist’.
At 11am on Saturday 9 September
they tracked him down to a flat on
the twelfth floor of Livesey Court,
Mill Hill, Detective constable Alan
Procter burst in through the front
door. Rostron climbed over the
balcony wall at the rear of the flat,
He made it down to the sixth floor,
where he jumped on to a balcony and
tried to hide. Up to this point. he
showed no intention of
killing himself.

Detective sergeant David Huxley
located Rostron on the sixth floor:
‘As I approached him’, Huxley told
the inquest, ‘he said *Go away or I'll
jump” T was afraid he would jump.
He was mentally unbalanced. I went
back into the flat and locked the
balcony’. Rostron was now
imprisoned on the balcony. He went
over the top. His father and brother

arrived just in time to see his plunge,
He died two hours later from
multiple injuries.

‘It was quite apparent he did not
intend to be arrested’, said
superintendent Robson, ‘we tried to
arrest a man we suspected of
committing serious arson. There was
no way we could have allowed him to
escape. How could Rostron have
escaped? By fighting his way through
all the police officers in the flats? By
skipping over the sixth-floor balcony
and sprinting away? Robson could
have backed off and still made his
arrest. Instead, the police chose to
corner and cage a man whom they
themselves described as ‘mentally
unbalanced’. The result
was predictable.

The inquest ignored the
background to Rostron’s attack and
the circumstances of his death.
Nobody was to take any
responsibility for the tragedy except
Michael Rostron the fire maniac’,
For a few days, Rostron provided a
convenient whipping-boy for national
and local newspapers which are
hungry for hate figures. He joined the
Lancashire Evening Telegraph’s list of
public enemies, alongside a motorist
whose car was blown up by the army
in Blackburn town centre, because it
displayed a Sinn Fein sticker.

Having milked the Rostron story

KARL MARX & FREDERICK ENGELS
THE COLLECTED WORKS

New volumes:
Volume 24

1873-83: includes Critique of the Gotha Programme and
Socialism: Utopian and Scientific, as well as other

articles and notes.
Cloth £15

Volume 31

Further section of the Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63,
including the Contribution to the Critique of Political
Economy, and part of the Theories of Surplus Value.

Cloth £15

‘It 1s unlikely that this edition of the Collected Works will ever
need to be replaced.” — Eric Hobsbawm, New Society

LAWRENCE & WISHART

144a Old South Lambeth Road
London SW8 1XX (Tel: 01-820 9281 Fax 01-587 0469)

Award-Winning

in SPECIAL EDITION

at the Drill Hall Arts Centre
for a limited season
from November 14

““political stand-up at
its best””’
Guardian

‘A brilliant comic who
treats the audience as if
they’'ve got a brain and

not just a funny bone”’
The Scotsman

BOOKING NOW

THE DRILL HALL
ARTS CENTRE

16 CHENIES ST
01 6378270
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ANOTHER CHANCE TO CATCH

SIMON FANSHAWE

LONDON WC1

for outrage valuc, the Joca po
politicians now want 1 2T Thn
and his family ever exissed -
have her' said a Telegraph repories
when | asked to be put in touch =
Sandra Smith. The council arrames
counselling sessions for howsng
workers who witnessed the bemet
office fire. Sandra Smith has
to cope on her own with two chadres
and no money, frightened 1o 1alk
about her fiancé after the
lics about him and the loca
printed letters demanding
arsonists—as if Michael Ros
wasn't dead already. If she c: fc
it, she would like to take the children
away, to avoid the disturbing effects
which the death has had on her 2ide
son. ‘He's only three but they know
more than you think." Nobody has
offered to counsel them

Four days after Michacl Rostron’s
death, Lancashire’s Labour counc
complained that ‘around £33m a year
goes unclaimed by Lancashire people
A lot of people simply do not realise
they are entitled to income support’
Trying to claim the few pounds due
to him drove Michacl Rostron to
distraction, to arson, and o his death
off a sixth-floor balcony. In Britain
on the brink of the ninetics, there is
no safety net for the likes of him.
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An interview with Boris Kagarlitsky

It doesn’

matter whether
Gorbachev goes’

Not all Soviet oppositionists are fans of the
West and the free market. Boris Kagarlitsky,
leading Soviet left winger, spoke to

Rob Knight about the prospects for rebuilding
Marxism from the rubble of perestroika

PHOTO: Joa Boatman

Rob Knight: One thing that interests
me very much is the resurgence of a
left-wing movement in the Soviet
Union, which you represent.
However, it is puzzling to outsiders
that when the discussions in the
Soviet Union are characterised, the
use of left and right is very confused.
So for example Gorbachev refers to
conservative people like Yegor
Ligachev as the right, and yet there
are some in the opposition who
favour a return of the market in an
extended form, and they are called
the left.

Boris Kagarlitsky: I understand the
question, there is some confusion,
And now we always-—when I say ‘we'
I mean me and my comrades of the
Moscow Socialist Committee of the
Popular Front—always point to the
difference between two terms, ‘radical’
and ‘the left, Being ‘radical’ doesn't
mean necessarily to belong to ‘the
left. Mrs Thatcher was and is a
radical of her own kind. ‘Radical’
means some kind of political
behaviour. A readiness to overcome
obstacles to your project and to go as
far as your ideological identity is
pushing vou to go, to keep your
ideological identity more or less
intact, if possible, That’s
characteristic of radicalism of any
kind. There could be left-wing
radicalism and right-wing radicalism
and paradoxically there could be als
some radicalism of the centre, if you
have for example the idea of
consensus as a central value to
preserve at any price. 1 know of
people both in the West and the
Saoviet Union who are very much
radicals of the centre.
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‘The quantity
of Soviet
people

that call
themselves
Marxist is
quite large if
you take into
account all
the things
that Stalinism
did to
discredit
socialism’

Rob Knight: How would you
characterise the left?

Boris Kagarlitsky: The leflt means a
whole a set of values, one, and a
whole set of commitments, two.

So about values, first. Values are of
course social justice, democracy—
mass democracy, not just a set of
liberal institutions, but participation
of the masses in the democracy which
is really controlled by the people.
Democracy in the pure sense of the
word—demos—rule of the people. So
social justice, social welfare and the
right of all the people for human
dignity and for the human conditions
of their life. The right to education,
healthcare, childcare, those are
the values.

And commitments. 1 think there
are only two commitments. One is to
be on the side of the masses, to
defend the interests of labour, of the
majority of the working population,
And not to be on the side of the
ruling strata, or some kind of elite
and so on. The second commitment
is to get in reality a society which
would make your values realisable.
That is the key commitment because
you could have a lot of very good
values but if we're not interested in
creating the structures which would
realise those values in practice, which
would create the conditions for the
realisation of those values, I think
that would mean that we are not a
left winger, simply not a
political person.

The society which is to realise
those values is a socialist society, a
democratic socialist society. And it
cannot cxist without socialised
property, without the responsibility of
society to keep some sectors of
human activity on behalf of society
as a whole, paid for by society as a
whole, Without real socialised
properly in many sectors of the
economy you can't have efficient and
stable systems of social security,
because you have to have money for
it. You have to have self-management
of the enterprises to make a
programme of social property really
democratic, really serving the people,

You also have to have different
forms of socialist property to reflect
different levels of collective interest,
That’s why for us it's important not
just to advocate social property, but
to advocate adequate forms of social
property which can be democratically
managed. You can democratically
control the biggest industrial
enterprises of the country but you
can't control-—in the form of a state
co-operative —the small workshops,
Which doesn't mean that you have to
privatise them. It just means that you
have to find adequate forms of
social property.

Rob Knight: The lecture vou gave on

Monday was called ‘The importance
of being Marxist’, and vou put

19 LIVING MARXISM NOYEMBER 1989

forward a left-wing view of the
necessity of change in Soviet society.
Would you say that Marx was still a
source of inspiration for the left in
the Soviet Union?

Boris Kagarlitsky: Very much so, and
of course not Marx alone but the
whole Marxist tradition. The Western
left must avoid two parallel illusions.
One is the illusion which is spread by
the right-wing media, the right-wing
émigrés, that Marxism is dead, that
in the Soviet Union there is no
socialist ideology. It is simply not
trug, you find more and more prople
interested in socialist ideology,
interested in Marxist theory and

50 on.

On the other hand of course one
should avoid another over-
simplification, where everything is
OK, the idea that socialist ideology is
overwhelmingly dominant in the
Soviet Union, spreading among the
youth. That is also not so. We have a
lot of problems with a regime which
called itself socialist and that
discredited socialism very much. 1

_think what is really important is that
the quantity of the people that call
themselves Marxist is quite large if
vou take into account all the things
Stalinism did to discredit socialism
and Marxism,

People who are trying to get not
just slogans or one-sided solutions to
our problems, but some kind of
complex project of Soviet society, are
very much interested in Marxism.

Rob Knight: Do you think that this
attempt to recreate Marxism has any
effect on the working class in the
Soviet Union?

Boris Kagarlitsky: We have to see,
because now the mass of the workers
are not interested in either Marxism
or anti-Marxism or anything like
that. We are passing through the first
initial stages of a working class
movement, and it's very much like
the working class movement of the
nincteenth century in Britain. As you
know there was no Marxism there at
that time but at the same time you
can't say that the moyement was
hostile to Marxism.

Rob Knight: Looking at the recent
miners’ strike in Siberia and the
Ukraine, how would you see those
struggles as being different from the
struggles in the republics?

Boris Kagarlitsky: Because the
miners’ strikes are social struggles,
while in the republics everybody's
interested first of all in their national
rights. And even when the forms of
protest are traditionally working
class, their essence is not the working
class. For example in Estonia you
can see a situation where the
industrial workers in the majority are
Russians, while the bureaucrats in

the majority are Estonian, and the
intellectuals and peasants are
Estonians. So of course you have a
social dimension of a national
conflict. But at the same time
unfortunately, cven when Russian
workers are going on strike there,
those strikes are not really working
class strikes because they are
organised by the Russian
management of the enterprises, and
very often the strike committees are
just led by enterprise directors or
deputy directors. So there is a lot of
solidarity between the workers and
managers, if the managers are of ther
own nation, on both sides of thoss
national conflicts. That we consider
to be one of the most

worrying things.

In the Kuzbas miners’ case there
was of course some kind of conflict
between the local management and
the workforce, but at the same time
the main target was the central
ministry. In many cases the
management was just neutral. The
workers were protesting not only
against the ministry or something Like
that, but people first went on strike
then they organised the community
and then they discussed
their demands.

Rob Knight: What you say seems to
bear out my impression of the miners’
strikes: the workers were pushed into
taking action without a clear idea of
what direction they wanted to go in,
and their demands escalated into
political demands on the central
government in a very short period of
time. Do you think that this is
symptomatic of a loss of faith in
perestroika amongst the Soviet
people? Is there still a constituency
for perestroika?

Boris Kagarlitsky: Well, if vou mean
by perestroika something done by
Gorbachey it never had any strong
constituency. In a sense it was always
a kind of compromise between
different factions of the bureaucracy.
It could be more or less efficient
while other actors didn't take part in
the play. But where there were more
and more new actors entering into
the play it became more and more
difficult, even technically, to reach
those compromises and almost
impossible to realise them in practice.
Now, for example, district-level
bureaucracy is trying to formulate
politics of its own, and their interests
are not necessarily corresponding to
the oblast| regional level of
bureaucratic interests and republican-
level bureaucratic interests and so
forth. And then there are people
other than the burcaucracy, the
intellectuals have their interests,
working class people are beginning to
say what they want, and national
communitics are becoming more
organised, so they're getting more
and more trouble on cach level,






