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Beginn ing our
coverage of new,

inf luent ial  f igures in the
wider unionist

community Joruarnoru
Moone examines the

roles of David
Burnside and Patr ic ia

Campbel l  in the
Unionist  lnformat ion

Office
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I he Ulster Unionist Parn have started a charm

offensive in London rrirh the opening of their Un-

ionist Information Office rUIO r I 'he opening of

t h e  U I O  s i g n a l s ,  a c c ( ) l , i : ;  t , ,  i r . 1 i [ \ ' l e a d e r  D a v i d

Tr imble,  " the opportu:  " .  l ,  r :  l : : ' . : ,  r t ' t iStS to get  our

m e s s a g e  o v e r  a s  n e v e r ' : *  t , ' : r . -  I :  t o m e s  a t  a  t i m e

when  mos t  obserye rs \ r ,  . , , i  . : - : r . r  : i t : t t t he  image  o f

u n i o n i s t s  c o l l d  c e r t a i :  .  , 1 , , : .  . :  . t  p o l i s h .  I n  t h e

a f te r rna th  o f ' t hev io l c r : ,  '  : : r : : : : .  i . : i i on  and  murder

of  t l r t '  I ) t - t t tncree epi . ,  . ' : .  ' i  ,  j  '  ' tmist  magazine

syroke'  f i r r  rnany in Br i : . ,  : :
"Thc  behav iou r  o I  . ( : r :  :  . :  '  r n i s t  l eadc r -s  z r t

l ) r t unc ree  has  becn  . l : . , : : . , - :  ;  . ) . r r i d  T r imb le  i s

s r r p p o s e d  t o s p e a k { i r r  : : : ,  , ( i r ' r . : "  . : . : ,  r n i S t o p i n i o n .  I 1 '

h i s  de f iance  o f  the  1 r ,  ' i i t  , -  . : : .  i  ' :  '  : . rn t i ng  abo t r t  t l r t '

supposed  mach ina t i ,  ) l r r  r  , '  ' :  l . t  \  i n  Por tado t '  r t

n o \ \ ' p a s s  f o r  m o d e r u t i , , l t .  : i . . ' :  . - : t  t . i s  d o o m e c l  t , '

b lo< ldshed . "  The  ep iso r l t '  . t : : , 1  ' :  i  :  :  ( ' \ \  and  po l i t i c l r l

r eac t ion  in  B r i t a in  denr ( ) r r . : : . , ' ,  :  ' : r t c  aga in ,  o r t t '

o f  t he  t ru i sms  o f  Nor th t ' r r  I : ,  . : : : r i  o le r  the  las t

quarter  of  a centurv,  n: In l ( ' l \  : :  , , :  : ] . ( -  qreatest  force

n'eakening the t tn ion o{ ' ( ' r ' t ' . , :  I } :  : : . ' i r :  . rnd Northern

I re land  has  been  the  l r t ' l r . n : ,  : :  ' :  t hc  un ion is t s

themselr ,es.  Wi l l  the UI()  r l r i tn. r - r '  : ,  ,  (  i r i . inge al l  th is?

On the  face  o f i t ,  t he  L 'L - l '  l : . , . . . -  : r . . : r i t '  u  good  s ta r t

w i th  the  U IO w i th  the i r -  : rp1 r , , : : , : r : . ( ' r ) r  o f  Pa t r i c ia

Campbel l  as of f ice manas( ' r ' .  . \ .  l ) .n ic l  Burnside,

di rector  of  the UIO, comnlcnl \  
- \ ! : t - r r  

t rs  not  chosen

because she is  a Cathol ic  btr t  I  . r r r :  l : . rprpr  that  she is

a  Ca tho l i c . "  I n  te rn rs  o l ' p r rb l i r  r t - l . r r i ,  )ns .  i t  appears

that  the UL'P hare c()r .n( '  . t  . r i t -  \nd Patr ic ia

Campbe l l ' s  c le f t ' t r cc  o l  l t t ' r '  r : r r r i  o t  ru t i on i sm sug-

ges ts  tha t  she  i s  l u r  rn , ' r . r '  : i : . : i r  . r  t ( ) ke r l  Ca tho l i c

unionist  \vonrAn.

" I  was  b rough t  t rp  i n  l i , , l r h  . \ n t r i r r r  be l i ev ing

rnvsel f  to be Br i t ish.  \ l r  fut l r t ' r  \ \u\ : rn RL'C of f icer

I i r r  th i r tyyears.  I  have al rvar:  l ; t ' l iered that  the union

ber-ref i ts  a l l  the people of  Norrhern I re land,  not just

thc Protestants. Accorcling to opinion polls only a

nr inor i ty  of  Cathol ics want a uni ted I re land.  Yet  a l l

\ \ .e ( ' \ 'er  hezrr  of ' rs  the downtrodden image of  the

rep r rb l i can  n r  i  no r i t y .  "

Sht '  r loes rrot  deny the problemat ic imaee of

unioni : r r r  brr t  lurs no doubt at  whom the f inger of

b larnc shorr l r l  l rc  pointed.  Step fonvard the big man

in the dog col lar .  "Every t ime he opens his mouth.

he damages t l ' re image of  unionism. His pol i t ics are

so narrow, his style so confrontational." Such is

Patricia Campbell 's distaste for the polit ics of Iun

Paisley that she has put her name firnr-:rrd to lrt.

Ulster  Unionist  candidate in t l ' re l i r r thcorning g( ,n-

e ra l  e lec t i on ,  hop ing  to  s t : r r t r l  ag : r i ns t  h i r r - r  i n  rh t .

Nor th  An t r im  cons r i t uenc r ' .

Patricia Campbell 's lna\ bt '  thc ln()st l tewsworthy
appointment at the UI() brrt  t l r t '  inr 'olvement of
David Burnside is also of iuterest. \ol l l t trnside is no
virgin when i t  comes to the worlcl  o{ 'prrbl ic relat ions.
Indeed it was his work in this field against Richarcl
Branson's f ledgl ing air l ine on behalf 'ol 'Bri t ish Air-
ways that propelled him into the news. His involve-
ment with David Trimble goes back to the 1970s
when the nn'o of them were heavily involved in William
Craig's Vanguard movement. He cut his public
relations teeth as press officer for the hard line party.
However placing his unionism on any continuum is
difficult. Like Trimble, Burnside strpported Craig
rvhen the latter committed political suicide by advo-
catin5i the policy of the voluntary coalition with the
Sl) l .P in 1977. Today his pol i t ics f luctuate. He has
lrt't'n knorvn to trncritically support the history of
v,r inont brrt  also soeaks of the need for a "construc-

r t i on rh ip  r r i t h  t l - r c  Repub l i c  o f  I re land . "
. , .  , , \  l r (  )  \ \  (  )n ( l ( ' r ' ( ' r l  u  h t ' t h t ' r -  B t r rns ide  rvou ld

:  . : t . ' .  ,  ' l  l : i .  r l i r  t r  t l i t  k s  b a c k g r o u n d

:  r  . : : .  .  i . : r .  . r . , :  l i  \  r r r . r r  t t < l t  b e  d i S a p -

' , i . .  l l l t , , r r r r a t i o n  i n  a  b i d  t O
.  . r  )  ; r ' .  r r . i ng  the  d i rec to ry  o f  t he

.  :  \ ,  r r tht , r - r ' r  I r ish Partnership.

.  . ' .  :  : ' . i . i r )ess  fo rms  desc r ib ing  h im-
-  : . -  : n ( ' n tbe r "o f the  N IP .  The  la t te r

: r ,: : ' . .rl lrt ' ing associated with a party

.  i r t .  L IO denies that  i t  has acted

:rr  inced that  the image of  unionism

| , . , i  und argues that  a good star t  has
.  : : : . r r le .  " I  bel ieve that  the elect ion of

'  . r .  r \  ; rn important  breakthrough in th is
-  

: : ,  \ lo lvneaux was an able and respected

:  : . r '  [ ' ls ter  Unionist  Party but  he was never
" rclevision. David Trimble is a good

. ,1[( )r' on television. He puts over the mes-

,  i : r ' rc t  and yet  quiet  manner."

., .o optirl istic about the polit ical future of

:  ,  , l i t ics.  He bel ieves that  in the event of

; r  inning the next  general  e lect ion,  there wi l l

, , hunge of attitude in the Consen'ative party

.- "l ikely to regroup arotrnd constitutional

: \ \  . r ' \  . rnr l  the issue of  sovereigntv.  Defending the
'. 

: 'r 'r l Kingdom against the loss of powers to Eu-

:  : r ( '  \ \  i l l  h ighl ight  the union and i ts  st rengths,  Ulster

I  : l i ,  rn ism wi l l  be an easier  case to argue."

I {on'ever is such optimism grounded in reality?

\r-t ' rve about to see the re-emergence of Ulster

rrn ionism as a popular  cause,  a return to the halcyon

clars of British polit ics when the cause of Ulster was

Ihe discreet (hqrmers
of unionism
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supported by the vast majority of Conservative opin-
ion in Britain? The evidence is not strong. One is
strongly reminded of the Westminster debates fol-
lowing the signing of the Anglo-Irish Agreement in
November 1985. The crucial unionist contribution
to that debate came from Harold McCusker rsho
spoke of "everything that I held dear turned to ashes
in my mouth." Itwas a brilliant and moring speech
from the most able unionist politician of his gcnera-
tion. As he spoke I looked dorm from the press
gallery on the Conservative benches belors. A group
of young Thatcherite MPs, the sort n'ho n'ould har-e
privatised the very air that we breathe if given the
chance, were laughing at McCusker. His unionism
had no place in their Thatcherite heans.

Hillsborough gained the suppon of all btrt a hand-
ful of Conservative MPs despite the fact that it repre-
sented a massive political revenr frrr thc trnionist
cause. Those rtho voted arainst thc (-onsenative

whip had been accttratelr \tcrc()t\pe d in lortnight
back in 1983 br Daricl  \ lcKirtr ick rr 'ho label led them
as the *Neande rthal rieht- rr'hose ambition rvas "to

drag Britain. kickine :rnd screaming into the nine-
teenth centun. Response to the Framework docu-
ment suggests that there has been no groundswell in
trnionist opinion since 1985.

The simple fact is that unionism has totally failed
to move into the mainstream of contemporary Brit-
ish politics. "The Friends of the lJnion" formed in
the aftermath of Hillsborough has failed to move
outside this small group save the support from the
c abal of Anglo-Catholics surrounding Charles Moore
at the Daily Telzgraph.

\\trat unionism needs is to relocate its values and
langtrage in the politics of the 1990s. David Burnside
nrakes a valid point when he argues that "The prob-
lcrn h.rs tx'e n that our politicians are too concerned
airrr,ir r^irar i. txing said on UTV and in the Belfast
1 . 

":;ii 
anci n()t concerned enough about what is

ix-::- . ;  ̂ : : : :( : :  . i l tcl  broadcast in Bri tain." Yet in the
.ilrr-r::--.,::. : i )nrntcree, Burnside was guilty of this
\ (-r1 \::- i i, '*: ,:.- rri rhe Daily Telegrap,b arguing that
thc rr.ii:: : ( f:r:'-{('nten to take their traditional
1112Jq i11.. ' . .  - . .  :  :- : ic:r-nt to the r ights of members of
the Ror ai Ir :  .  : . . :  .  < : : .  ,r ' :  to march on Remembrance
Dav in Br-rt.',: : ' . i--r'-r rrla\ rr'ell bewidelybelieved
in uniorr i : t  (  . : ,  i  -  --  : ,  ' :  :n Bri tain. AsTheEconomist
notedabot r t  t i . ,  ' {  -  r . '  . - : ,  *  L 'n i< ln is tsatDrumcree,
"such beharior.:  . '  "  :- . .r  el icn but al ienating."
Sometimes \()t i  :-r  (  .  --  :e :hrn a spin doctor to
change a neg: r t l \ ( '  i i i . - : l :

If the marching \(..:! :. . t - r *r.. r i to the unionist
charm offensive. t l t t ' : .  : : ,  i . .- :- .  . :--  .r f  the Orange
Order iS anOther-. .\ll u:t : : :-\:4:,. .::* of UniOniSt
politicians that the UL'[' r. ... * "*: .:-rr]iution have
been countered in most pt'r ri,.t a r -. -'{ -." :l€ umbili-
cal cord l inking the parrr rrr i i .  : :-r  F,:- 'a€ ()rder.

Burnside points to the pror.nl\  
" 

l ' . . - . :  l : :rnble
that the relat ionshipwith the Ort ir ' :  . .  ' r- :  a -.  .  i , rd

at and argues that in time the L'l:tr-r [ :-. :. -*: P.::r
-rvill become a modern democratic p.rri-. r.-:.c"- r.

one man one vote."
Horvever the evidence that things are pe I it..i,. :'- :

changing in the Ulster Unionist Parn is gircn :r, i r .(-

rveight by the evidence of one Patricia Canrpbrll. rht
ven-same Patr icia Campbellwho is nowrvorking f irr
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the UIO. In her previous emplo;nnent she had worked
for the then party leader, James Molyneaux, in the
House of Commons. Lastyear she applied for a post
as press officer at Glengall Street. She didn't get the
job, which went instead to a man who wasn't even a
partl'member and she made her anger very public
indeed, claiming that the decision showed the perva-
sir e influence of the Orange Order and the anti-
Catholic bias in the party. As she argued at the time,
-So much for the claim that there is no ban to
Catholic advancement in the Ulster Unionist Party."
In particular she singled out the influence of the
Orange OrderGrand Master, the Rev. Martin Smith,
rthom, she argued, "appeared to assert in an official
party publication that Catholics were not proper
Christians."

Patricia Campbell looked all set to take the Ulster
Unionist Party to the Fair Emplovment Agency on
the grounds of unlar,vful religious discrimination but
this never happened. Instead she ended up working
for them in this new post in the UIO. There are those
rvho claim that the last two sentences are in some way
related. Patricia Campbell refuses to discuss any
aspect of this puzzling affair.

If unionism is to mount a major propaganda war
in Britain it needs, quite simpll', ro clean up its act.
The lack of a unionist constituencv in Britain is
directly related to the specificity of the UUP itself. If
the UIO is to succeed, the whole sectarian baggage
which the UUP carries around rdth it has to be
dumped. I t  might stand a chance then. i
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Burnside: fought for BA against
Richard Branson's Virgin
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The UUP's shift to the
right has troubled Boe
Jononru, a pseudonym
of party members who
wish to remain anony-

mous

tf this is new unionisilrr
I wqnt my old sosh hq(k
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Ob""*"rs of the internal politics of the Ulster
Unionist Party over the past few yearsi will have
noticed what appeared to be a vigorous debate on its
future structure, tactics and ethos. A thrusting
younger generation was fed up with the old sectarian
shibboleths and the obsession with links with a Brit-
ain which had died with Queen Mary. It wanted to
take Unionism forward; henceforth, the Partywould
be free from the taint of bigotry and intellectually
capable of promoting the cause in a sophisticated
way. The internal organ of the Party, tlrre Ukter
Retiaa, carried article after article by young Turks
who demanded a package of reforms designed to
make the UUP the vehicle for the creation of a
modern, progressive Northern Ireland. Unionist
Conferences saw splenetic diatribes against th e ancien
rigimzfrompeople conceived at the time of the Civil
Rights marches. The veteran leader was first chal-
lenged, and then replaced, by representatives of an
articulate, University-educated, non-sectarian post-
war generation.

Shortly after David Trimble's election, the ambi-
tions of the progressives appeared to be coming to
fruition. They had a young leader of almost
Blairesque style, who announced that the Partywould
engage in structural reform (the key issue, in the
minds ofyounger members, in establishing credibil-
ity- it was generally assumed that this meant ad-
dressing the Orange link). Information Offices
were opened in Washington and London to counter
Nationalist propaganda. David Burnside, Ulster
loyalism's favourite export, was known to be contrib
uting his considerable energies and intellect to the
cause. Enthusiastic young radicals talked of coups

against the older MPs, and the Fonrm elections saw
the emergence of previously unknorr'n professionals
in their thirties. There was even a couple of Catho-
lics publicly involved -John Gorman at the Forum
and Patricia Campbell in the l-onclon "\{inistry of
Tnrth-. "NewUnionism"had arrived. to be lionised
br. the English quality press. Even tl-te lrish Timzswas
impressed. The political wet dream of the modern-
ising element had become a gloriousl)'sexy reality.

But rr'hatwas the victory of the Trintblistas actually

fo* ls the Unionist Party now offering a new vision
of the Union which, to quote the \\'inter 1995 Ukter
Ra,ieir:. is "inclusive, open, pluralist. dr-namic, pro-
gressive. outward-looking"? Or has rhe Parw simply
developed a slicker way of bawling -\o Surrender",
using the constitutional distancing from Orangeism
and the token taigs asjustification for a claim to be
non-sectarian? Behind the progressive language,
what did the young Turks reallv u,ant?

Unionist publications post-Trimble provide a
handv indicator of what they wanted, given that it
was done in demolishing the tottering old guard.
Esmond Birnie and Paddy Roche have knocked up
a little number bashing Nationalism on economic
grounds, rvhich is seen as preferable to disliking the
Irish Republic simply because it's full of Fenians.
Ian Adamson and others have bunged out a booklet
about Cuchulain which rehashes the old line about
Ulster's separate ethnicity-again. preferable in the
minds of the younger generation to thinking in
religious terms, but not exactlv a new idea. One of
the accompanying articles promotes the old flum-
mery that Ulster Prods are a kind of super race who
travel the globe carrying out acts of derring-do such

ocToBER 1996
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as winning American Independence and the First
World War, which must do a lot for the self-confi-
dence of Glengall Street's foot soldiers. Not just
crappy colons or sub-Scots, eh lads? This sits rather
uneasily with the line, repeated ad nauseanl, by the
New Unionists, that their cause is about euenone in
Northern Ireland.

The Lkter Rnial itself has become altogether
glossier, u'ith professional design and graphics. It
has been able to attract aswriters MPs such as Calum
\facDonald :rnd l(ate Hoey, who wouldn't have
rotrchecl ir n.ith a bargepole in the old days. The
pcople f rorn rr,ithin Unionism who were so strident
in attacking the leadership are still there;Jonathan
\loore, Lee Reynolds, Richard Holmes, David
\IcDowell. Now that their enemies in the old guard
have been vanquished and their immediate superi-
ors (people like Drew Nelson, Gordon Lucy and

Jeffrey Donaldson) are poised for power, they are
circling around looking for nerv prey, or at least for
council seats. A comparison between what these
people said in the past and what they now say is
n'orthn'hile. Rerr-rolds, who in 1994 argued that the
UUP faced a challenge from the representatives of
rshat might be called "street-level" organisations and
in 1995 acted as "stalking colt" in the first open move
to oustJames Molyneaux, is now condemning the
UDP and PUP for being too ready to compromise in
the Peace Process (a term which in the Ulster Reaiew
is usuallyprefixedwith "so-called"). He is optimistic,
however, that inside the average PUP member there
is "a little loyalist fighting to get out". A cynical
interpretation of this might be that if push comes to
shove the AK47s will be out to cut down the odds.
\Ioore, who spent the first half of the decade arguing
for Party modernisation, now demands a more hard-
line negotiating position. Holmes once talked of the
leadership as "Dad's Army". In this year's Spring
issue, he dismisses the Peace Process out of hand,
refusing to accept that the IRA can or will ever be
brought into talks like normal people; in the Sum-
rn er issue, he calls for integration. Last year McDowell
outlined a progressive vision of the Northern Ire-
land which the UUP must create: now he outlines
rr'hv he hates Caffrey's.

It is notunreasonable to assume thatthese people,
ro energetic in their fight for reform, now believe
:h:rr they have gotwhat theywanted. Certainly, they
:r;rve long ceased any criticism of the leadership,
r\cept for not being sufficiently extreme. The
',rntinued exposure of these young "progressive"
-. :::, rnists is tolerated or even encouraged byTrimble
. :  j  n i i  \ landelson ian former  Vanguard pa l
l,;*..:dc. rshich indicatesjust how much they have

r-:r :- ,nr the outside into the warmth of the
r :i:ce. \ew Unionism, then, is simply Old

,- ,:- -^--:lt a degree and no sash, or at least not
J- ir*, r:in' of the week. It is Powellite

. . ,- r:: :rronrotedbyfaxandwebsiteinstead
- -- - ;. ,::t'h shaking handswith electors on

---t: -Reform" and "Change" which
; - -' : : ':noted with the tacit encour-

,--* .t-edership, then waiting in the
n . . .  r  . . - - -  : - ; re l .  I t  d id  not  imply  a  new

, : r -a that  Unionists need not
{,

regard "propaganda" as a dirty word.
There is no sign here that the Unionists are pre-

pared to think in terms of attempting to understand,
or come to an understanding with, their Catholic-
Nationalist neighbours.

Indeed, having reformed, they can now be as hard-
line as they like withotrt feeling guilty. They believe
themselves to be non-sectarian, their propaganda is
pushed out by a token taig, thev are run in a manner
which resembles Blairite Labour- why, therefore,
need they make concessions to others? It is notice-
able that Unionists considered genuinely "progres-
sive", like Chris McGimpsev and Ken Maginnis, have
not been brought into the Nerr Unionist fold. The
overwhelmingly middle-class makeup of the New
Unionists, coupledr.rith the apparently considerable
influence of Burnside. is pushing the UUP towards
a hard-right ideologv of the Thatcherite type. This
is quite differentfrom rhe rarher dim but essentially
pragmatic gut Toryism of the older generation. The
prospect of this unforgiving. inflexible mentaliw
dominating the Unionist posirion at the talks -

which it does - is a frightening one. Liberal Union-
ists are aghast. "Compared to all rhis. Orangeism was
a moderating influence. comme nred one, "If this is
New Unionism, I want mv sash back." 
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Sti l l  beating the same drum
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Ihe Wright sluff

What does Billy Wright think? Since the Gombined Loyalist Military Command gave him the
choice of exile or death, Wright has maintained thet it is his thinking that got him into
trouble with organisations he previously supported. Atthough he consistently denies that
he is a member of the UVF, he still publicly supportr lts aims. When Willie McGrea, the DUP
MP for Mid-Ulster, spoke in support of Wright at a loyalist rally in Portadown last month, he
did so in support of his freedom of speech, and not hG stressed, in support of loyalist
paramilitarism.
So what is it about Wright's opinions that make him rnreptable to the CLMC and their
political 'advisors', the Progressive Unionist Party rrd the Ulster Democratic Party? An
insight into his thinking is published below, based on . nEeting of an ad hoc'think tank'
held since the Portadgwn rally, at which Wright discusscd his beliefs with writers and
academics sympathetic towards loyalism. The author rir|res to remain anonymous.

B*, Wright's view is that Protestant aggfession, gi, ,..-. !{1- i;x'aks rvith the unshakeable certainty of a
whether in the form of mass civil unrest or military Brr:h:.:'- rrc;rcherwhen he states that he is not, and
operations, is the only avenue left for his 'besieged' dt ri :: : -^inr to be, the man rvho leads Protestants
tradition which in his opinion is already ruled by ir)r,, = a-::'-::c in rvhich he savs "l'e have many more
joint authority. He feels that the cultural education birrr: : . - -. !t ' srr'allorv. " He speaks frequently of the
of Protestants is neglected by themselves and dis- im1> ::,::cc of being "in lore s-ith one's faith and
couraged by the establishmentwhile Catholics are rr.td::- ::. :he basic tener--r of rhat faith, and one's
activelv encouraged and in Wright's opinion Catho- fcll, . P:. ,rcit:lnts.-
l ics, al l  of whom are either. republicans or closet l{c :e: '- :rci  anr int inrarion rhat he is interested in
republicans, have got their priorities right: soaking b,<.r- ::' -::; -r lxrliric:rl figtrre. saring that if he was to
up their history as a'tr ibe'and therefore knowing er::r :  : ."c Frl ir ical sphere rhe Brit ish government
whattheiraimsareintermsoftheirdevelopmentas rr, ,- ; l t l  - 'J '- : :r t 'h holc. in him', due to, in his own
a people. rr ' :Cr l ' - : .  - .hedr pa,st-.

His views on the future of Protestantism /lovalism l{c bclre'r t'. hir abilin to draw a crowd and inspire

/unionism, a triumvirate that Wright sees as a mid- zcal rnronq his mid-Ulster cohorts is due to working
dle class invention of varying degrees of belief in a cl:rsr Prorestants in general and mid-Ulster Protes-
cause, which promote middle class Protestant apa- 12n[s in particular, being desperate for a leader who
thy, are fundamentalist, anachronistic quasi-reli- does not vocalise in politic-speak and does not have
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a hidden agenda: "And they must be desperare to
seek hope in a man like me... the person who is to
lead Protestants will emerge, but not from the ranks
of elected representatives... He must be morally
spotless and a Godly man and not in it for the
career... he must be in love with his people... \\hen
Ulster is in crisis we always throw up a leader."

He feels the Loyalist institutions. Orange. Black,
and Apprentice Boys, will be the span'ning grounds
for constructive leadership. and sees the existence of
these institutions as one of the nrain adr-antages the
Protestanttradition has in its strtrgele againstgradual
absorption into a united Ireland. In his opinion they
are afocus for the masses. an elernt 'nt rr hich he feels
is lacking in relat ion to the (.athol ic pcople.

Protestant mid-Ulster is ript' for -rcbellion" ac-
cording to Wright, and \orth .-\rrn.rgir in particular
remains as perhaps lht '  tr tr). t  [x) l .rr i{ ' r l  area of the
province. Talking rcc( 'nt l \  t ,  . i  nr i<i-[  l . t t ' r  loral ist of
Wright 's acqttaintalrt  t '  I  .r . i t ' r i  i r i rr i  .r lxrut the rhink-
ing, i fanr' ,  be hind tht- rrr rrrr l t ' r 'ot \  I ichae I - \ Ic(krldrick.
He rep l iec l  -Ht '  h . r \  . r  ( .a tho l ic . "

I-oval ist p.rr. .urr i l i tar- ics in the mid-Ulster area con-
sider thrnrsclres. seriously, to be Protestant Ulster 's
last hope, as they observed the CLMC 'dtrpecl' b,v
"Leftist-Socialism" in Wright's language. He con-
tinually attaches this term to, as he sees it, the
insidious influence of the corrupted, British pawns
who control the political direction of the PUP and
UDP. He reserves particular vitriol for the PUP
leadership, David Ervine and Billy Hutchinson, bla-
tantly labelling them as traitors and considering
them to be "leading the UDP by the nose" into an
endgame designed bv the British and Irish govern-
ments to negate Protestant influence in Ulster. The
fringe loyalist asenda of socialism and standing
shoulder to shotrldcr rr'ith theirurban Catholic neigh-
bours, to whater e r- c\tent, is alien to Wright and his
rural "purist" brigarlt'. He considers as "imperative",

the need to neg:lt(' tht' influence of the fringe loyal-
ists, and he con.ir l t ' r ' .  hrrnself instrumental in the
emergence of tht' t)t P'r policv of hostility towards
the fr inge loval i : t . .  I{ t '  .rr{gests a long al l iance be-
tween himself anri  t i : ,  I) t  P and describes them as
"not perfect.. .  btrt  .r .  : ,( .- : :  : ,  r  thr mark as I 've seen".
I twas also suggesteri  : i : . : :  : : .r  [)L-P's objection to the
f r inge under  a t rsp i t t . -  :  ' . : , r la t ing the Mi tche l l
principles had morr '  : ,  :  ' . ' - ' : .  \ \ ' r ight 's unshake-
able convict ion, and hi. . . . '  . .  :- ,  '  lx-: .11;161s the DUP,
that  they are veh ic les  f  t , :  i ' , :  '  . '  . : - . : t - . l igcnce.

There can be no dottbt : i . . , :  
' . ' ,  -  - :  :  i  r-rr. f  t l  Islamic

brand of spir i tual rel ieir)r i .  :  .-  - i . ' '  '  : - . : :-r inl  could
rt 'n'  easi ly gather suppor-t l :  ' "  '  ' -  :  :-- :ghh re-
. irccted elements of Loval isrn. I  : . .  '  , ,  '  "  :-  l  .  ,r  elrsrn
: nus t  re tu rn  to  i t s  roo ts  i s  co r r . ; ,  . :

lhat  to counter-balance al l  t i r t  :

r . i t h in  the  movement  a t  t he  t t t r )n . (  "

: : : : : * - ! t '  ntust  be f lexed f rom t i rn(  t ,  ' ,

'  - , .  . - : r ' . r (h  q leaned  in te res ted  c l l ( i r i : : : (  .  : :
i  - . : - .  i . r : h in  the  ins t i t u t i ons  rv i t l t  . i : .  :  .

' . ' , : . ; '  '  . . , : . ) l n i ( ) n  o f  t h e  B e l f : r s t  p : r r a n i i i r : . , r - t . . : -

r .  .  : f  1 .  . . : :  : i l t ' . c l f  a p p o i n t e d ' h e a r t l ; l l t r i ' i r : . - . . : '

:  : :  r  r f  . . : : . r : , ,  R o ; r c l  i :  < l t t t '  t l f . c o t t t c n r p t .  I I t .  . <  r .
' l  r  : -  , . . .  l ' , . : ' . . : : - l  l ,  ' . t  t hc i f  g r i p  o l r  t l r t .  i r r rpo r r . i : ; t  t  :

:t-:rtEe't|:
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seeing themselves as guard-
ians of the loyalist commu-
nity and believes that they
rule by fear rather than by
Wright's perception of his
own ethos:  hear ts  and
minds. He believes that a
future reconciliation be-
tween the rural and urban
paramilitaries is not incon-
ceivable, butitwould be on
rural 'purist '  terms and
would invo lve urban
paramilitaries rejec t i r) g cc-
operation in anyform rr'ith
republican paramilit:rries,
a phenomenon which he
believes to be widespread
in the family orient:rted
Shankill units and other
urban groupings. 0

Crowned
The CLMC death threat against Bi\ Wright has pushed into the public consciousness
the face of a man kno*n mainly bv his alleged nickname, 'King Rat'. Although Mr.
Wright regularly denies b"iog'King Rat', the fact that the public at large believe that
he is, means that his denials are elisbelieved, by opponents and supporters alike.
The 2,000loyalisf who rurned out in Portadown to support him believe it. The
catholic population of Mid-Ulster believe it. The fringe loyalist parties and the CLMC
believe it. Presumably, \lillie McCrea does not believe it, but we can assume that
David Trimble does, otherrrise what *'ould be the point of talking to Mr Wright if he
could not'restrain'the Portadown unit of the Mid-Ulster LIVF?
Media coverage of this ston'has been circumscribed by the laws of libel, and, quite
possibly, fear of the consequences for journaliss living here. The fact that the
starting point of this drama. the meeting betrveen Mr. Wright and Mr. Trimble at
Dnrmcree, was revealed bv a l-ondon-based BBC Panoramnrepofter, Peter Taylor,

and not by ary local press. ls an indication that this stoly was too hot.
It's not as if Mr. Wright $-:Ls a str:urger to the local press. From the early'90s, he has

been briefing both print and electronic media, with increasing intensity over the past

l8 months. His hard-line stance on t}re peace process has made him a thorn in the

side of the 'doves'within loralism. but his stance has also made him a hero-figure

:rmong young loyalists, particularlv in the working-class estates of Portadown, who
revel in his reputation, desen'ed or not, as 'King Rat'.

Wright plays on this appeal bv referring to the mral-urban divide within loyalism and

the impression that it is the Shankill L'VF making the strategic decisions. "This turn-

out", he told the Portado*n ralh', "t'i-ll show these people in Belfast that they cannot

dictate to dear old Portadonr-.

A comparison could be made *ith another "cunning countq/rnarf', a once equally

notorious figure who once tried to ki-ll Mr. Wright. Dominic McGlinchey was at one

time the most wanted man in lreland, and, like 'Kirg Rat', blamed/credited for over

40 killings. It transpires, hon'ever. that most of the carnage attributed to these in-o

men was actually the work of others nithin their own organisations, who were not too

keen to take the blame for particularly ugly deeds. McGlinchey was erroneouslr'

blamed for the Darkley massacre of worshipping Pentecostalists by INIA members

masquerading as the'Catholic Reaction Force'in 1983; likewise, the'World Cup'

murder of six catholics at Loughinisland was, say RUC sources, carried out br Belfast

members of the LIVF, rather than'King Rat's'unit.
Frts. however, rarely get in the way of a good story. Catholics in the 'murder triangle'

ilr b north Armagh will still walk in fear of a reputation for mthlessnss that. for dl
tlr o-ire moralising of the press, will attract the same fan base that u'orshipped

1nfCrrr droughout the troubles.
TL"? r r br h Smdr Ror-ntere the walls are bedecked rith framed jackets of
,:{lir. t-lr n dced or imprisoned. Dead republicans are qranted communal
brdrr,:-l thT 6rir rtort lir-es are contextualis€d in the pantheon of the 'stmggle'.

Tbr cr*rn r \ortbcra lreland uhich celebrates rioleot rrn end their tpredictably)
rxi6t crdr rbcr m sitn of being tp€ace) processed out of our lives.




