
A year ago, in April 1993, Stephen Lawrence, a hand-
some 18-year old Black boy with a bright future, was
knifed to death at a bus stop in Eltham, south-east
London. Witnesses say that his attackers — young
White thugs — prefaced their fatal assault with the
kind of racist taunt favoured by members of the Brit-
ish National Party (BNP).

Stephen was, at the time, the fourth dark-skinned per-
son to have been killed in Eltham since 1981. His
father Neville demanded a return of the death penalty.
His mother Doreen feared a bigots’ conspiracy to
eliminate the flower of Black manhood.

And his entire family — supported by organisations
and individuals of all hues and political complexions
— campaigned for a ban on the BNP, whose head-
quarters can be found in Welling, a bleak spot three
miles from Eltham.

Peter Bottomley, the Tory MP for Eltham, wanted the
BNP office closed down. The left-wing Anti-Racist
Alliance said that White-on-Black brutality had in-
creased by 140% since 1989, when the BNP set up
shop in this area of high unemployment.

Said Tony Robson of Searchlight, a magazine and in-
formation service committed to liberating the world
from racism, fascism and dictatorship: “I cannot
prove a link between violence on the streets and the
BNP leadership. But the BNP has blood on its hands.
Its propaganda leads to murder.”

Meanwhile, Richard Edmonds of the BNP denied in-
volvement in Stephen’s assassination. “We deplore all
murders — whatever the colour of the victim — and
we do not believe even extreme elements of our or-
ganisation are involved in racist attacks ...”

LET’S HEAR WHAT THEY HAVE TO SAY

I have read some of the paranoid and neanderthal rub-
bish that is spewed out by The British Nationalist, the
BNP’s official publication. And while I sympathise
with those who are outraged by its contents and by
Edmonds’ sanctimonious Pontius Pilate act, I do not
share the view that we can blame the BNP whenever
psychopaths kill or maim in its name. Nor do I be-
lieve that the BNP should be banned or deprived of
the “oxygen of publicity”.
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Mr Edmonds and myself brushed past each other in a
BBC studio last year. We — along with Stephen’s
parents and Gerry Gable, the half-Jewish editor of
Searchlight — had been invited to defend our posi-
tions on The Moral Maze, a Radio 4 programme.
Racism — and how to deal with it — was the topic of
the day.

I shuddered at the mere thought of being in the same
building as Edmonds, an educated and fairly articulate
former teacher whose bigotry has to be viewed as
more evil and calculated than the knee-jerk loutish-
ness displayed by the great unwashed majority of
scummy, brainless BNP devotees.

But, horrified though I still am by Stephen’s death
and the BNP’s creed, I approved of Edmonds’
presence at the BBC. What a glorious world it would
be if the BNP didn’t exist. But since it does, let’s hear
what they have to say for themselves.

FUNDAMENTALLY MODERATE

Edmonds and the BNP cannot be directly associated
with homicide, savagery or illegal acts. Edmonds
claims to abhor bloodshed — and, though he’s prob-
ably lying, it is possible that he does reject the worst
possible outcome of the theories he espouses. So, give
him the benefit of the doubt.

Britain, though flawed, is a fundamentally moderate
place full of basically reasonable and mild-mannered
folk. This is not South Africa where violent White su-
premacists with seige mentalities can lay claim to ter-
rifying levels of support. This is not Alabama where
Blacks wake up to find burning Ku Klux Klan crosses
on their lawns. This is not Germany where neo-Nazis
stomp to victory in regional polls. This is not Austra-
lia where a worrying number of Aborigines die in
police custody. Black people in this country have
never been officially barred from sharing buses or
beaches with Whites. Oswald Mosley and his 1930s
Blackshirts never got terribly far here.

Institutional racism does exist. Racist thuggery does
occur. But England, Wales, Scotland and Northern
Ireland really aren’t that bad overall. The BNP repre-
sents the rabid xenophobia of a mere handful.

LEGISLATION WON’T CHANGE OPINIONS

I am not an idealist. I regard some people as irre-
deemably bad and bigotry as an inevitable aspect of
the human condition. Alongside the saintly and the
just, there are Black racists, Jewish racists, Arab
racists, White racists, Oriental racists and Asian
racists. Legislation will not change their opinions.

Bigotry cannot be eradicated by prohibition or censor-
ship. And, if they must, bigots of like mind have
every right to cluster together in unsavoury little
groupings like the BNP.

If such cabals break the law, prosecute them. But if
they content themselves with frothing at the mouth
and publishing ridiculous journals, laugh at them,
abuse them, shun them and blame them for not pro-
moting universal peace and love. But if you cannot
prove that such organisations are accessories to mur-
der in the legal sense, don’t hold them responsible
when a thug shouts “Long Live The BNP” as he kills
someone.

Psychopaths are also part of the human condition.
And, for some of them, race hatred is simply an ex-
cuse for an innate or learned bestiality that might have
emerged within any context.

The teenagers who killed Stephen would probably
have killed fellow Whites if England wasn’t multicul-
tural. When Blacks murder fellow Blacks for no good
reason, is race hatred the motive? And why do some
Whites tear each other to pieces?

WHO WILL GUARD THE GUARDS?

Some will say that it is easy for me to say all this. I
have not lost a treasured child. But I can be objective
precisely because I have not suffered acute anguish.
And I urge the Lawrences and their supporters to
avoid an understandably embittered and panic-stricken
reaction and to take the view that the rest of us need
to know what Edmonds et al. are thinking. Outlawing
the BNP will merely drive it underground.

Satirist and poet Juvenal asked an interesting ques-
tion: “But who will guard the guards themselves?”
Who indeed? Who am I or you to act as members of
the thought police and impose our views on every
segment of humanity? And if we acquire this power,
who will monitor our motives and activities?

Some of the people who have organised inflammatory
marches, using the Lawrences for their propaganda
and calling for a ban on the BNP — the Anti-Nazi
League and Socialist Workers Party for example —
are just as undemocratic and extreme as the BNP.

EVERYONE’S RIGHT TO A VIEW

Freedom of speech is crucial. The strength of a
democracy can be measured by the extent to which
we tolerate people whose views we detest. Censorship
stinks. Enoch Powell ranted and raved about immigra-
tion and “rivers of blood”. He had every right to ex-
press an opinion. But he got the sack. Racist jokes
depress, upset and enrage some people. So the politi-
cally correct try to ban comedians who tell them.

But liberty is too precious to be sacrificed to good
taste and individual sensitivities. We must stand by
everyone’s right to a particular view or brand of hu-
mour. Voltaire said: “I disapprove of what you say,
but I will defend to the death your right to say it.” I
couldn’t have put it better myself.


