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COMMENTARY

The Chief Constable reports

WHAT DID THE POLICE make of the
coal dispute? For the official
view, you could do worse than
read the Chief Constable of
Nottinghamshire's Annual Report
for 1984, published in July this
year. Although the report only
covers the first nine months, the
dispute has a complete section to
itself and looms large in most of
the other sections as well.

In fact, the first thing to
note is the sheer scale of the
police effort, and the disruption
it caused to their normal work.

'No area of the Force's work
has been unaffected,' writes the
Chief Constable in his foreword.
'‘Recruitment of police and civil
personnel was frozen; all train-
ing was suspended; the capital
building programme was abandoned;
no progress was made with our
investment in technology; the
purchase of new vehicles was not
proceeded with and to put it in a
nut-shell, the Force virtually
went into suspension as far as
developments were concerned for
the whole of the 1984/85 financial
year.'

And, he adds, 'The effects ...
will be with us for a number of
years'.

Nor were. these effects confin-
ed to Nottinghamshire: 'The Mutual
Aid agreement with other Police
Forces was actioned and during
peaks of activity over 3,000
officers from other forces were
brought into the county. In all
100,000 officers - 85% of the
service - have seen duty in the
county this year.'

So seventeen out of every
twenty policemen in the entire
country helped to police Notts.
during the dispute - a staggering
effort.

Equally thought-provoking are
the statistics which follow from
this. In the nine months covered
by the report, the catering
service supplied over a million
meals and four million drinks. In
peak weeks, 57 transit vehicles
and ten cars were hired. The
press office dealt with 2,000
calls in the first month. 317
officers were injured (178 from
Notts.), 56 of them at the May
14th demonstration in Mansfield.
2,377 people were arrested and
1,924 of them charged, 150 with
‘offences arising out of intimid-
ation'. 62 complaints were made
against the police.

The fine detail is also worth
noting, especially in communicat-
ions, for which there was 'an
extraordinary requirement'.
Officers and vehicles of the

Force Communications Department
were permanently sited at all
twenty-five collieries and five
power stations in Notts. A new
Incident Control was built in
four days at Headquarters. Extra
VHF radios were installed in
hired and seconded vehicles by
Home Office staff. An extra 150
UHF personal radios were supplied
by the Home Office and ‘crystall-
ed to emergency chamnels'. (And
this excludes types of communicat-
ion the Chief Constable is less
willing to tell us about.)

The sectionon the dispute ends
with 'a few of the many' letters
of appreciation from members of
the public ('only a handful of
letters criticised the Police').
There is no way of telling how
typical the selection is. Some
are from local people., Several
enclose donations to police funds.
A few are overtly political.

"My wife and I greatly appreci-
ate the efforts you and your
officers are making to try and
maintain law and order during the
mob rule prevailing in the miners'
picketing,' write an English
couple living in Belgium.

And 'I am convinced that there
are some very undemocratic forces
at work in our country at this
‘time and it is most comforting to
iwitness the resolute stand that
‘you have taken as regards the
situation as a whole,' writes a
retired Major from Sleaford,
Lincs.

This is very much in line
with the Chief Constable's own
thinking: 'The National Union of
Mineworkers' action presented the
Police Service in England and Wales
with the task of policing events
in the coalfields encompassing
violence, disorder and intimidat-
ion on a scale which is unpreced-
ented in the history of British
Industrial relations.'

Now, this is not actually true.
There have been much more violent
disputes in British industrial
history. But it is hard to kmow
‘whether the Chief Constable is a
poor historian or deliberately
idiverting attention from what
ireally was unprecedented in the
idispute - the massive response of
ithe police. As we know, from this
‘report and elsewhere, normal
policing in Notts., and to a
isignificant extent in the rest of
the country, took second place to
ensuring that not a single miner
who wanted to go to work was
prevented from doing so.

At Cortonwood in West York-
shire, the first strikebreaker
was escorted back to work by

between 1,000 and 2,000 police.
This ratio (the envy, surely, of
many an East London Asian) was
never seen in Notts., where work-
ing miners were always in a major-
ity, but our own Chief Constable
would undoubtedly have done the
same thing. It is the same scale
of response, after all, as that
which stopped 164,508 !'presumed
pickets' from entering the county
in the first 27 weeks of the
dispute on the grounds that they
might have been going to commit a
breach of the peace at some
unspecified pit at some unspecif-
ied time in the future.

Not surprisingly, it is a
temptation hardly resisted on the
left to cast the police in an
entirely political, strikebreak-
ing role. Certainly, they seem at
most points to have assisted the
strikebreakers and obstructed the
strikers, even to the extent on
occasion of preventing perfectly
legal, peaceful picketing.

The Chief Constable's report
assumes throughout that the NUM
s an adversary, rather than one
party in an industrial dispute,
and the dispute itself is almost
always referred to as 'the NUM
dispute! (the same term as used
by the NCB in its own annual
report).

At times, the partiality
becomes absurd: '4 special squad
of officers was established at
the start to investigate comp-
laints of intimidation from work-
ing miners and others not party
to the dispute' - as if it could
be assumed that z working miner
iwould never threaten a striking
miner,

However, we shouldn't exagger-
ate the conscious political motiv-
ation of the police. The govern-
ment, the NCB, the NUM and the
media were a2ll in various ways
responsible for transforming the
idispute, in the public perception
iat least, from an industrial con-
iflict between employer and employ-
lee into a question zlmost entirely
lof law and order. And with the
INUM identified as lawbreakers,
'the police could claim political
neutrality with a clear conscience.

The Chief Constable saw plain-
ly enough that the dispute was
political, and his politics hang
out fairly blatantly. But his own
role in it he interpreted as pure
policing. @
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POLITICS

How to sell a second-hand car

'SOUNDS LIKE a second-hand car
salesman' is how a Tory parliamen-
tary colleague described lartin
Brandon-Bravo, Conservative MP
for Nottingham South. This
routine insult, with its echoes
of Richard Nixon and more than a
hint of snobbery, is perhaps more
acute than it seems. Once we
realise that the second-hand car
Mr Brandon-Bravo is selling is
himself, then it places his
political technique very neatly.
It should also warn us against
underestimating him - the whole
point of being a second-hand car
salesman is that you actually do
get people to buy second-hand
carse.

Take the recent row over his
comments in a House of Commons
debate on immigration control
procedures, Mr Brandon-Bravo
suggested that complaints about
racism came only from 'a minority
of a minority', that Inland
Revenue files should be open to
immigration officials, that
(quoting a former ILEA officer)
‘the level of alleged racism in
any given society will vary in
direct proportion to the number
of people handsomely paid to find
it', and that, for questioning
'the endless outpourings of the
race relations industry ... one
fears for one's family and self'.

Letters of protest arrived
from local branches of the Inland
Revenue Staff Federation, the
National Union of Teachers, the
Transport and General Workers'
Union and the Communist Party,
and in due course the Evening
Post devoted two thirds of a page
to what it billed as a debate on
the immigration issue.

Nothing very remarkable about
all that, you might think. But
there are one or two pecularities.

(1) The feature appeared on
July 9th, nearly seven weeks
after the parliamentary debate on
May 23rd - a fact the Post conven-
iently omitted, casting doubts as
it might have done on both the
topicality and the origins of the
piece. In fact, the Post did not
report the debate when it happen-
ed, although it did report a
parliamentary question put by Mr
Brandon-Bravo on the release from
prison of two men convicted of
manslaughter.

(2) Extracts from the four
trade union letters used in the
feature could only have come from
¥r Brandon-Bravo - no trade union
would send letters to the Evening
Post while the long-standing NUJ
dispute remains unsettled. (pia
either the Post or lMr Brandon-

Bravo ask permission to use them?)
(3) The presentation is comp-
letely dominated by Mr Brandon-
Bravo., There is a large photo of
him at the top of the page sand-
wiched between extracts from his
Commons speech and the letters of
protest. Below, he is given four
columns to reply, while Charles
Donington of the Commission for

"Racial Equality has only two.

Even that is not what it seems.
The Post describes these two
pieces as Mr Brandon-Bravo's
‘defence of his views and a reply
from the Commission for Racial
Equality'. Infact, Mr Donington's
article is clearly written as a
reply not to Mr Brandon-Bravo's
article in the Post but to his
original remarks in the Commons
debate, and since he confines him
self to a defence of the CRE, it
hardly qualifies as much of a
debate. So Mr Brandon-Bravo has
first and last word, and a very
extensive one too.

And the Evening Post has been
taken (not entirely unwillingly?)
for a little ride, and another
second-hand car has been sold.

But this is only one in a very
large sazleroom. How much more
often do you see that alert
billiard ball face staring keenly
from the local papers than that
of, say, Richard Ottaway, IP for
Nottingham North, who speaks much
more often in Parliament? And
when did you last see a photo-
graph of Michael Knowles, MP for
Nottingham East?

Mr Brandon-Bravo seems to
think that the racial issue is a
strong card, where overt hostil-
ity to black orgenisations will
do his electoral prospects no
harm at all. A week after the
Post feature, it was reported 'in
the Nottingham Trader that he had
refused an invitation from black
groups to discuss his position,
commenting, 'I wouldn't waste my
breath on them.'

Not that the Trader is any
more immune than the Post to

‘Brandon-Bravo salesmanship. Its

mildly humorous 'Outlaw' column
recently, without a trace of
satire, lauded Mr Brandon-Bravo
for.a Commons 'soliloquy worthy
of Walter Scott'. What on earth
had he said to earn such extra-
vagant praise? This: 'I live in
Nottingham, a most beautiful city,
in the centre of this fair land.'

Apart from wondering about the
Trader's literary taste, there
are three points.

(1) He must have supplied this
himself. No one seriously believes
the Trader trawls Hansard for

three sycophantic paragraphs
about Mr Brandon-Bravo.

(2) Was he really speaking to
a completely empty chamber, or
doesn't the Trader know what a
soliloquy is?

(3) He doesn't live in Notting-
ham. He lives at Barton-in-Fabis.
Clearly, a self-publicist on

this scale is something of a
challenge for the Labour Party
and its new prospective candidate
for Nottingham South, Alan
Simpson. But there is hope. MNMr
Brandon-Bravo's penchant for
telling it how it isn't may turn
out to be his Achilles' heel
after all.

He was found out on July 1st,
for example, when City Council
leader Betty Higgins took him to
task for his misleading remarks
in the House of Commons debate on
the controversial Transport Bill.
' Labour councillors, said Mr
Brandon-Bravo, had returned 'very
chastened' from inspecting the
Hereford experiment (a trial run
of the Bill's proposals for com-
petition on bus routes). 'The
word in Nottingham is that the
Hereford experiment is working
and that the Bill contains many
good things ... Labour council-
lors in Nottingham have come to
realise that there is a lot of
good in the Hereford experiment.'

'Fiction,' said Mrs Higgins,
and ‘a gross distortion of the
truth.'

And it could hardly be any
other. Quite apart from the
Labour group's unremitting oppos=-
ition to the Bill, the Hereford
experiment collapsed long before
their visit. It would be hard to
be impressed by something which
doesn't exist.

But, as on previous occasions
(see the last issue of Nottingham
Extra), Mr Brandon-Bravo made his
mark in Parliament where nobody
knew he hadn't got it quite right.
And there was that photo in the
Evening Post yet again. No
publicity is bad publicity ...?

Footnote on lMr Brandon-Bravo's
use of language. lMr Brandon-bsravo
is no fool, but he once said,
'This little can of worms is only
the tip of the iceberg' (what a
wonderful picture it conjures up!).
Recently, notions of sexual equal-
ity have been attractinghis scorn,
even creeping, quite irrelevantly,
into his Commons speech on immig-
ration, where he referred to
'Nottingham where such people
(i.e. the 'minority of a minority')
revel in the inanimate title of
"Chair".' This is very odd. He

continued on page 7



















