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Legalising Police
Illegality

THE WHOULE structure of policing
and the judicial system is changing
in Britain, FREEDOM has had
cause to note various aspects of this
from time to time, For example,

the creation of paramilitary 'fire

brigade' units, such as the SPG, report has just appeared, but along cfficial powers. Two members of

backed up by compu'ers. (There's the way they have produced a series the £ommission are distressed by

a good review of these areas in of interim papers ona variety of this. So, predictably, is the National

'‘State Research' No 19, 'Policing topics. Many of these have been Council for Civil Liberties. The

the Eighties'.) commented on in FREEDOM, The police are also not entirely satis-
Official recognition of these final summing up bhasically says fied. If their practices are official,

tendencies, summed up in the raport that the police don't take any notice then there will be all sorts of bur-

of the Royal Commission on Crim- of the existing procedures, so we eaucratic interference and time

inal Procedure, This 16-person had better legitimise the status quo, wasting procedures to follow.

body was set up in 1977, Its final This involves giving them wider The Commissioner's Recomm-

endations particularly apply toa
widening of police powers of arrest,
detention and search. The police
would have the pcwer to arrest on
'reasonable suspicion'of an offence
carrying any jail sentence.At the
moment it needs to be one carrying
at least a five year sentence.
'Reasonable' The Thompson Comm-
ittee, which examined this issue
defined it in terms of the 'gait,
manner or demeanor'of the susp-
ected person or of 'any knowledge
the police may have about the sus-
pects character or background'.
Neat,eh So, who needs a 'sus law'
And only this week, the arrest in
Bradford
And only this week, the dear old,
liberal Guardian carried an article
about the arrest in Bradford of
someone later accused of 'York-
shire Ripper 'offences. This piece
waxed eulogistically about the
paranormal ability of experienced
policemen to notice anything sus-
picious. The Guardian, of course,
is worried about any possible
'‘erosion of civil liberties' implied
by the Royal Commissioner..s re-
commendations,

These recommendations also
include justification for searches

/ PR on ‘reasonable suspicion'. The
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report proposes that the police
should be given the powers that
‘reasomable citizens' would expect
them to have.In fact the Commission
is so 'reasomable' that it has
recognised that the concept of a

'voluntary confession' is meaningless,

At the moment there are rules which
forbid the admission in evidence

of state menisobtained by any threat
or promise. Itis obvious that just
being questioned:counts as some
sort of pressure. So, following
from this, it is equally obvious

that we cannot have this sort of
contradiction. The rules are to be
abolished. The police will be able
to introduce statements, no matter
how they were obtained. Something
they would not dream of doing at
the moment.

Changesin procedure for detention
of suspects are also put forward.
The idea is that there should be
two categories of crime, minor
and grave. If youare accused of
the latter, including murder, GBH,
kidnapping, rape, sexual offences,
drug offences and generally
anything financial involving 'major
amounts’, then, sunshine, you're
in the shit. You can be held
indefinitely by a series of twenty
four hour extensions. You may be
encouraged to know that you will
not be prosscuted by the police,
but by a new office of 'Crown
Prosecutar'. However, this
breakthrough concept is left vague
s0 perhaps we'd better not be too
jubilant just yet. All these proposed
changes are to be monitored by,
guess who?The duty to see that
these rules are obeyed should rest,
in the first instance, where it does
now, with the police service itself.
. ... Breach of the rules should be
regarded as being a breach of the
police disciplimary code’.

Such a wide ranging enquiry
might have been expected to look
deeply into all aspects of police,
to sift evidence even in sensitive
areas, The Commission says that
it did not receive much evidence
on telephone tapping and other
methods of surveillance.

Another interesting report has
been published by the Home Office
Research Unit for the same Royal
Commission. This concludes that
few contested cases come before
magistrates on inherently weak
evidence!, Only one tenth of the
cagses whieh are dismisse# by
s magistratesare because of
wanifest deficiencies in the
evidence'. The usual reason for
a case being dismissed is @
prosecution witness failing to

appear.

The interesting link is the
finding that, in 78% of cases,
prosecution evidence i8 based on
witnesses saying they had direct
knowladge of the facts, usually by
observation. In two out of three of
these cases the witndss was a police
officer. So, something like half of
the cases in magistrates courts
are based ona police officer
having claimed to have seen the
crime. This is, apparently, never
to be seen as 'weak evidence'.

All this is particularly noteworthy
in the light of another survey on
the reliability of eyewitness
evidence published ina recent
"Police Review': This is, of course,
anold favourite. You might think
that the accumulated evidence
against it is sufficient already,
However, an exira bit can do
no harm. In this case subjects
were shown a videotape on which
a man,in some cases alone and
in others with up to four companions,
approached a young girl walking

- alone in a quiet street. In one

version, she was only asked for
directions. In the other she was
mugged. In the non-violent scene
witnesses mamaged 55% accuracy.
In the mugging they achieved 429,
with a lone attacker, 28% when he
had two companions and 17%

with four others. It nade little
difference how confident of their
identification the viewers were.
In other words, about one in six
of pzople who confidently assert
that they are positive in their
evidence turn out to be correct.
Now, correlate that with the
comments above on ‘weak evidence!

Another report reaches the
astounding conclusion that the
police do very little actually to
detect crimes. Ina study of
nearly one thousand indictable
offences known to the police in the
Oxford area in 1974, only 2 or 3%
were directly discovered by the
police . According to the author,
David Steer, a tutor at the ‘Police
Staff College, ‘'the great majority
of crime detections involve little
of what the public would -conceive
as real detective ability.....The
most important groups of detected
crime numerically speaking were
those in which from the outset
there was little or no question
abeut the identity of the offender...
. .. The se'were very definitely the
offences which the man in the
street might just@s -easily have
detected’, Recommended procedure
is to carry out moderate burglaries,
say £150 to 200 2 week, This is
too complex for the local police
and not serious enough to interest

the regiomal crime squad. 'Unless
these offenders are caught in the
act or blunder in sone way, they
disappear from view'. Another
new survey. ("The Effectiveness

of Policing', ed. Clarke and Hough,
two senior Home Office researchers)
demonstrates that police only do
'‘pure detective work' in about
2.5% of crimes. They also show
that the apparently rising crime
figures are largely due to the
police getting more money. This
means that they rarely actually
find out that those crienes oceurred
atall. The actual crime level is
about the same. This ties in with
the recent revelation that vandalism
is defined as damage costing more
than £25, so 'increased vandalism'
is merely a product of inflation.

A fimal couple of points, A new
book ("Organisational Aspects of
Police Behaviour', by Mervyn
Jones) points out that while lip
service is made to the value of
the 'bobby on the beat', in practice
these are the most disillusioned
and undersupported section of the
force. Part of the fire brigade -
ment2lity. And French police are
now authorised to carry out any
spot checks of any 'suspicious'
people they come across. Anyone
who had had dealings with the
French police will feel reassured
that their behaviour is now official.

All part of the same thing,
really, The police behave as they
like, then the system authorises
it. They have been getting
increasingly involved in politics.
Police chiefs like David McNee
have been openly campaigning for
an extension of their powers. You
might think that they might be a
little embarrasses by their public
image. Oh no, have half the
Metropolitan CID forcibly resigned
in the last few years, entirely
cock up the 'Countryman® enquiry,
and everything goes on as before.
Could it be that this sort of
corruption and misuse of power
is intrinsic in the very idea of a
police force ?

In the meantime if all those
police, with their new pay rise,
their record rate of recruitment
and their shiny technology, do not
protect you from crime, (in fact
may instigate it themselves) and
cannot detect the guilty party
unless they actually trip over them,
what are they for?

APOLOGY to Ken Smith of Canter-

bury for leaving his mame off the
article’ on page 16, "Networking with

Youth'. It had to be cut and we went
too far. Sorry Ken.
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ALBEROLA’S TRIAL DUE

Dear cornrades, you will recall
that, for upwards of five years now,
I have been kept in assigned resid-
ence by the French authorities,
awaiting trial for my alleged comp-
licity (and that charge was not pre-
ferred against me until over three
years had passed from the time
when we were released on bail) in
the abduction of the Bank of Bilbao's
Paris director, on 3 May 1974,

This abduction was claiimed by
GARI, Its aim was to gress for the
release of political prisoners-in
what was then Franco's Spain, Well,
we have just been infor med that we
are to appear before the Cours
d'assises sometime during its sec-
ond sitting in January 1981,

You will apprecigte that such short
notice affords us little time in which
to prepare our defence or to mount
a campaign on our behalf, since
aside from the little time allowed us
for these purposes, that time will-
be largely eaten up by the period of
end of year festivities and holidays,

Even so, we must not let the opp-
ortunity pass to turn our trialinto a
platform from which to sp2ak out
against the complicity of all their
forces of repression with the camou-
flaged fascism of yesterday and the
neo-fascism of today.

Our defence and the campaign on
our behalf are based on the following
points: -

1. We, the ten parsons charged in
connection with the 'Surarez affair'
(two Spaniards, one Scottish girl,
five French girls and two French-
men, plus another Frenchman who
has since died) deny the charge of
‘complicity’. The sole basis for this
charge is our beliefs and ideological
persuasion and the placing of subject-
ive constructions and implications
'upon quite normal everyday facts

(@11 unconnected with the Suarez case) "

are the only things the courts have
been able to devise as a pretext for
sending us for trial before the Cours
d'assises) I, for my part, have from
the outset denounced the complicity

of the French police with their Spanish
colleagues in the frame -up which the
Francoist authorities have cooked up
against me. As proof of this I cite the
fact (noted in the prosecution brief)
that the French police allowed the
Francoist agent, Inocencio Martinez,
to slip away quietly. Martinez it was
who had prepared and supervised the
execution of the frame -up for the
purpose of compromising me in the
kidnap of Suarez. -

3. The most paradoxical and grotesqpe
aspect of the case #gainst us is that
we are to be brought for trial for
alleged 'complicity' in a kidnap, the
authors of which the French police
and courts have not been able to
determine -apart from granting
that it was the work of GARI, since
the kidnap was claimed on behalf

of those initials, Which is to say
that the authors of the kidnap have
been neither arrested nor identified.
Yet we are to stand trial for our
alleged 'complicity' with these un-
knowns.

4. More grotesque paradox. Ours
will be the last Francoist trial heard,
some five years after the death of
the dictator, ata time when inside
Spain itself all those anti-Francoists
caught vp in cases that arose while
Franco still lived have long since
been amnestied. And the most grot-
esque, most paradoxical thing of

all is the fact that our trial will be
mounted by the French authorities
who expressed themselves so pleased
to see the advent of 'democracy' in
Spain.

5. To all of the above must be added

- soil.

known for our libertarian ideas and
feelings of solidarity for all the
world's oppressed.

6. Now the worst fuck-up of all is
this threat hanging over my head
- (regardless of whether I be found
guilty or innocent). For the French
authorities have only delayed my
deportation for the duration of this
trial. Which means that once the
trial is over they will try- unless
they can be forced to back down on
this point- to proceed with my
immediate deportation from French
And since there is nowhere
else in Europe where I can go, I
will be left with no other option but
to go back to Spain under circum-

~ stances which are such that the

frontiers of Spain will mark the
limits of my freedom of movement.

So, should you wish to be of ass-
istance to us you must get to it with-
out delay, To that end I suggest that
you use the points outlined above as
the basis on which to draft press -
releases and communiques concern-
ing the immanence: of the trial, the
risks involved,etc. and request
that telegrams be sent on our behalf
stressing our being antifrancoist
militants caught up in a police
frame -up devised by the French
police and the Franeoist police at
a time when Franco was still murd-
ering those who were fighting on
behalf of the freedom of the Spanish
people.

Such telegrams or letters should
be- sent to the French President:
M. Giscard d'Estaing, Palais de 1
Elysee, 75008 Paris.

*Ve are preparing a lengthier doc-
ument on the trial and shall send
you copies. Meanwhile do whatever
you can to bring the facts outlined
above to the attention of all comrades

If possible send copies of these
letters etc. to the following address:
Faustino Llosa - Cercle Garcia
Lorca - 15 Rue Gracieuse, 75005

Paris, France. %

M.LDCA'T Whasan"ater,

the personalities of the accused in OCTAVIO ALBEROLA
2. Thus, inaddition to dismissing this 'affair', As the charges against
these charges of 'complicity' (which us even refer to, we are all'well
F 1 seeyou’n had a wash and a haircut; Aw, the poor pussycat.

Stmky ? Too scared to have
awash and a hawrcut 22?2

and I get this neurotic fear, that if 1
have @ wash and 3 haircut, § might tum
o an ignorant ugly pig like you.

Voo scared to have a wash











































