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'THE PEOPLE V

MRS THATCHER

Was Mrs Thateher an

enemy of the people or, as

her  defence counsel,
Kenneth Minogue, sug-
gested just “someone who
suffers the prejudice of the
people forbeing a woman in
power™? This was the issue
under debate in the New
Theatre last Monday when
a packed house came to de-
cide the fate of our former
Prime Minister.

The prosecution case was
put with fervour and vigour
by Brendan O'Leary and it
scemed that he was speak-
ing very much from convie-
tion and not just playing the
Devil’s advocate. He out-

lined the case against, con-
centrating onsuch things as
taxation levels and trade
unions; while he concluded
that she must have been
“doubly spited” over her de-
mise to leave the country
under the control of John
Major.

Speaking for  her,
Minogue painted a picture
of a defunct and bureau-
cratic country, in the grip of
the Unions and blighted by
government intervention,
which Thatcher inherited
when she came to power in
1979. He ventured that she
was a Joan of Arc type of
figure, but unfortunately

this idea was greeted with a
suggestion from the audience
that “she should be burnt at
the stake then”.  He argued
that she was not “hostile to
manufacturing industry”,
rather that there was no
point in making something
just for the sake of it, if it
can't be sold.

When it came to cross ex-
amination time Sheila
Lawlor, who had taken on
the role of Mrs Thatcher,
seemed to be distinctly ill at
ease when questioned by
O’Leary; the real Mrs T was
unlikely tohave tolerated the
line of questioning that was
pursued. - She gained some

briefrespite after the Judge
commented that“I make the
rules”inresponse toO'Leary
who had informed the de-
fendant: that “you ‘do not
make statements of fact
from the dock, just answer
the questions”. This was
definitely not the “Iron
Lady”in action; for a start
where was the hand bag?
The crisis deepened for Mrs
T when she attempted to
defend the rises in VAT say-
ing that “it was only luxury
items that were targeted,
such as yachts”™

Minogue tried to rescue
thesituation byextolling the
benefits of maintaining low

inflation and asking his cli-
ent “what had happened to
the national debt during the
80s?” to which the prompt
reply was “I paid it off”. By
this stage, however, things
were looking bleak for Mrs
Thatcher especially follow-
ing the prosecutions sum-
ming up which was rounded
off with an anecdote about
Mrs Thatcher’s funeral;
upon realising that her cof-
finisbeing carried by 8 men,
she raises the lid of the box

- and assertsthat“only 4 bear-

ers are required to main-
tain the standard of dying”.
In their closing statement
the defence could only reit-

erate that “she was not an
enemy of the people, but
unmistakably their friend

The humiliation was al-
most complete when in re-
sponse to a question about
the community charge from
a member of the jury, she
obliviously referred to it as
the “poll tax”. The proceed-
ings were completed by a
nonetooimpartial summing
upby thejudge. It wasthen
up to the people to decide
........... guilty or not. By a
twothirds majority they de-
cided the former. And her
punishment? Banishment

to Germany!!
i By Beaver Staff




