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2 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
Nottinghamshireós 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.

óNo area of the Force's work
has been unaffected,ó writes the
Chief Constable in his foreword.
óRecruitment 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 Fhrce virtually
went into suspension as far as
developments were concerned for
the whole of the 1984/85 financial
year.ó

And, he adds, óThe effects ...
will be with us for a number of
yearsó.

Nor were.these effects confin-
ed to Nottinghamshire: óThe Mutual
Aid agreement with other Police
Forces was actioned and during
peaks of activity over 5,000
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.ó

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. 517
officers were injured (178 from
Notts.), 56 of them at the May '
14th demonstration in Mansfield.
2,577 people were arrested and
1,924 of them charged, 150 with
óoffences arising out of intimid-
ationó. 62 complaints were made
against the police.

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

Ehrce 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 ócrystall-
ed to emergency channelsó. (And 2
this excludes types of communicat-
ion the Chief Constable is less
willing to tell us about.),

The sectioncn1the dispute ends
with óa few of the manyó letters
of appreciation from members of
the public (óonly a handful of
letters criticised the Policeó).
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.

óMy 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 minersó
picketing,ó write an English
couple living in Belgium. 1

And óI am convinced that there
are some very undemocratic forces
at work in our country at this
3time and it is most comforting to
iwitness the resolute stand that
'you have taken as regards the I
situation as a whole,ó writes a
retired Major from Sleaford,
Lincs.

This is very much in line
with the Chief Constableós own
thinking: óThe National Union of
Mineworkersó 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.ó s

Now, this is not actually true.
There have been much more violent
disputes in British industrial
history. But it is hard to know
whether the Chief Constable is a
poor historian or deliberately
rdiverting attention from what
greally was unprecedented in the
idispute - the massive response of
gthe police. As we know, from this
zreport and elsewhere, normal
,policing in Notts., and to a
isignificant extent in the rest of
óthe 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 ópresumed
picketsó 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. T

The Chief Constableós report
assumes throughout that the NUM
.is an adversary, rather than one
party in an industrial dispute,
and the dispute itself is almost
always referred to as óthe HUM
,dispute' (the same term as used
by the NCB in its own annual '
:rÄP9rt)-

At times, the partiality
becomes absurd: óA 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 disputeó - as if it could
be assumed that a working miner
awould never threaten a striking
iminer.

However, we shouldn't exagger-
ate the conscious political motiv-
vation of the police. The govern-
ment, the NCB, the HUM and the
media were all in various ways
;responsible for transforming the
;dispute, in the public perception
gat least, from an industrial con-
{flict between employer and employ-
lee into a questidnalmostentirely
Tor law and OIQEI. and with the
TNUM 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.0

NOTTINGHAM EXTRA is written &
published by John Sheffield,
2 Weston Avenue, Mount Hooton
Road, Nottingham.
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- How to sell a second-hand car
 

e . . .) .
óSOUNDS LIKE a second-hand car
salesmanó is how a Tory parliamen
tary colleague described Martin
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
cars.

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 óa minority
of a minorityó, that Inland
Revenue files should be open to
immigration officials, that
(quoting a former ILEA officer)
óthe level of alleged racism in
any given society will vary in
direct proportion to the number
of people handsomely paid to find
itó, and that, for questioning
óthe endless outpourings of the
race relations industry ... one
fears for oneós family and selfó.

Letters of protest arrived
from local branches of the Inland
Revenue Staff Federation, the
National Union of Teachers, the
,Transport and General Workersó
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. I

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 25rd - 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
Mr Brandon-Bravo - no trade union
would send letters to the Evening
Post while the long-standing NUJ
dispute remains unsettled. (Did
either the Post or Mr Brandon-

Bravo ask permission to use themò
(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
ódefence of his views and a reply
from the Commission for Racial
Equalityó . In fact, Mr Doningtonó s
article is clearly written as a
reply not to Nr Brandon-Bravoós
article in the Post but to his
original remarks in the Commons
debate, and since he confines him- A
self to a defence of the CHE, 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 K
second-hand car has been sold.

But this is only one in a very
large saleroom. How much more
often do you.see that alert A I
billiard ball face staring keenly
from the local papers than that
of, say, Richard Ottaway, HP 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?

Nr Brandon-Bravo seems to
think that the racial issue is a
strong card, where overt hostil-
ity to black organisations 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, óI wouldn't waste my
breath on them.ó

Not that the Trader is any
more immune than the Post to
Brandon-Bravo salesmanship. Its
mildly humorous ó0utlawó column
recently, without a trace of
satire, lauded Mr Brandon-Bravo
for a Commons ósoliloquy worthy
of Walter Scottó. What on earth
had he said to earn such extra-
vagant praise? This: óI live in
Nottingham, a most beautiful city,
in the centre of this fair land.ó

Apart from wondering about the
Trader's literary taste, there
are three points. T

(1) He must have supplied this
himself. Nocnuaseriously believes
the Trader trawls Hansard for

three sycophantic paragraphs
about hr Brandon-Bravo.

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

(5) 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. Mr
Brandon-Bravoós penchant for
telling it how it isn't may turn
out to be his Achillesó 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 óvery
chastenedó from inspecting the
Hereford experiment (a trial run
of the Bill's proposals for com-
petition on bus routes). óThe
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.ó

óFiction,ó said Hrs Higgins,
and óa gross distortion of the
truth.ó

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 ...?

ghotnpte on Er Brandon-Bravoós
use of language. Hr Brandon-Bravo
is no fool, but he once said,
óThis little can of worms is only
the tip of the icebergó (what a
wonderful picture it conjures upl).
Recently, notions of sexual equal-
ity have been attractinglnÄ;scorn,
even creeping, quite irrelevantly,
into his Commons speech on immig-
ration, where he referred to
óNottingham where such people
(i.e. the óminority of a minorityó
revel in the inanimate title of
"Chair".ó This is very odd. He

continued on page 7

 



UNDER THE DRY title of óInner
Area Monitoring Report 1985', the
City Planning Department has
produced a document which effect-
ively condemns our whole way of
life.

This is not its intention, of
course. Like many other official
bodies they've been doing this
sort of thing for years. Its
purpose is óto assist with the
formulation of the 1986/7 Inner
Area Programmeó by óupdating
information on deprivation and
disadvantage in the Cityó - the
fifth in an annual series.

It is rather a technical,
statistical document.with a fair
sprinkling of terms like
óvariablesô, óindicatorsô,
ódisaggregatedô, óspatial dis-
tributionó and ómonitoring zonesó.
But, in its undemonstrative way,
it presents an appalling picture
of the lives of tens of thousands
of Nottingham people. V

First, there are the national
comparisons. In 1981, according
to the Department of the Environ-
ment, Nottingham was 16th in the
league table for social deprivat-
ion. No Cannon Football League,
this, though the names are famil-
iar enough. In this league table,
the higher, the worse, and only
Liverpool, Manchester, Leicester
and twelve London boroughs are
worse than Nottingham.

A similar picture emerges from
the Office of Population Censuses
and Surveys, whose 1981 census
data show 50%, or 80,000, of
Nottinghamós population living in
ódeprivedô wards (though this is
not saying everyone in these
wards was deprived). In 1981, the
city was óthe 8th most disadvant-
aged area outside Londonó.

But comparisons can be meaning-
less as well as odious - it all
depends on how bad the others are
- and it is the local statistics
that make the grimmest reading.

The report begins with unemploy-
ment. In March 1984, Nottingham
had an unemployment rate of 19% -
almost 27,000 people. In January
19e5, 43% of these - over 11,500 -
had been unemployed for more than
a year and 7,000 for more than
two years. The 1981 census showed
that in the flats at Hyson Green
and Balloon Wood (since demolish-
ed) the unemployment rate was 50%.

Within the general pattern,
some groups suffer more unemploy-
ment than others, in particular
older and younger workers, ethnic
minorities, the disabled and theó
unskilled or semiðskilled: óIn
September 1982, the ratio of

 SSUES  
Monitoring the inner city

ed vacancies was 200 to 1 for
unskilled occupations, compared
with 22 to 1 for all_categories
of worker.ó

Ominously, unemployment in
Nottingham is still rising and
óhas continued to rise in excess
of national trendsó.

Now, the level of unemployment
is a reasonably objective test of
ódisadvantage' (a clumsy word
used because it is thought less
stigmatising than, say, ópooró or
ódeprived'). Despite the ópoverty
trapó on the one hand and redun-
dancy payments and ógolden hand-
shakesó on the other, people with-
out jobs tend to be worse off
than people with jobs.

Beyond that, however, unless
we were to tabulate in detail (if
we could) everybodyós health,
wealth and happiness, how are we
to identify people who are poor
and need help? The answer to this,
and what it implies, is the most
devastating thing about the report.

That answer is óindicatorsó.
'Indicatorsó are those signs of_
disadvantage which are readily
available because someone has
turned them into statistics. The
technique is desk-bound, the
opposite of journalism or the
novel, where eyewitness accounts,
subjective impressions, and
individual people and examples
are all-important. Compared with
these, the use of indicators has
an air of science and objectivity
- partly spurious, because it is
determined by two non-scientific
factors: first, by what is avail-
able (or collectable) in statist-
ical form, which may not be what
you really want to know, and,
second, by what you choose to
define as disadvantage.

And here it becomes political,
for to one way of thinking even
unemployment signifies not dis-
advantage but an acute shortage
of bikes, or of people willing to
get on them.

The same applies to other
indicators. There are those who
.might think that unhealthy babies,
children injured by their parents,
or juveniles in trouble with the
police (three indicators in the
report) show not families and
children with problems, but
families and children who gÄg_,
problems - a question not of
social circumstances but of indiv-
idual morality and responsibility.

On this point, the report is
openly political, flatly contra-
dicting the frequently expressed
views of Mrs Thatcher:

óIt is widely accepted,ó it

relationship between unemployment,
crime and physical violence. The
incidence of crime among young
people suggests that this age
group is no exception. Research
by probation officers has indicat-
ed that unemployed teenagers are
responsible for 90% of crimes in
their age group. After the civil
disorders of 1981, police inform-
ation has shown that two-thirds
of those convicted following the
troubles were unemployed3L_

We might fantasise foramoment
about what indicators this govern-
ment might choose to identify
those its rhetoric suggests are
the truly disadvantaged. Top
civil servants, judges and
officers in the armed services,
perhaps, whose salaries have
slipped the odd ten thousand
below their peers in the private
sector. Businessmen crippled by
extortionate rate demands from '
profligate Labour councils.
Highly paid executives demoralis-
ed by penal taxation. Owner-
occupiers struggling under the '
burden of a tax-relieved mortgage.
Employers of cheap labour unfair-
ly restrained by wages councils
from giving their workers even C
less. Parents living on the bread-
line to give their children a
better chance in life at a public
schoolLñ_

This is hardly a joke, for it
is towards these that the govern-
ment's sympathy and wherever
possible its money and legislat-
ion are directed. And because
there is such resistance to -
recognising the full awfulness of
conditions in the inner cities,
the categories of the Monitoring
Report, opposed as they often are
to government priorities, become
part of a political battle for
resources. '

But there is a point to be made
beyond the immediate political
campaign, for not even the present
government can deny most of the
categories of need - it can only
evade them. The most fundamental
point is about the kindcd society
we have created from two centuries
of industrialism. After such a
long period of unprecented mater-
ial production, and after forty
post-war years of equally unprec-
edented prosperity (Britain, for
all its economic problems, is the
sixth wealthiest country in the
world, according to a recent
report), isn't it profoundly è
humiliating that, in a society '
deluged with commodities, such
massively common and innocent
human conditions as those select-

registered unemployed to register- says, óthat there is a strong continued on page 7










