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On l6in December 25 protestors
travelled Ifrom Nottingham to K.A.F.
Cottesmore for a Midland Day of
Action. Tne purpose of the action
was to nlgnlduht the base's invol-

vement in the latest phase c¢f the
2scalating nuclear arms race.

R.AF. Cottesmore is the tri-~nate

‘1onal training centre for Furopean
Torraco fighter bomber pilots. This
15 & massive escalation of the U.K.

nuclear force since 220 Tornados

replace 56 older Vulcan and Buccan-
eer aircrait. Furthermore, Tornado
has the capability of Carrylng 81rw

launched cruise missiles.

First . of all tne base was blockaded -

then there was a Cemonstratian in
the village of Cottiesmore., In the
atterncon about 80 peoPle invaded
the base. Despite the fact that
the police knew about the day of
action security was Irighteningly
lax,

We ran on to the base and half . of-
us reached one of the runways and
sat or lay down. The civilian pol-"*
ice marhandled us into vans before
driving several miles and dumping
us in the middle of nowhere.

Several pecple re-entered the bvase
on their return and 'Dave! of the
Forest Fields Peace Group managed
to climb a €0ft navigational aid
tower, He continued his protest
for 6 hours in near freezing con-
ditions before climcing down and
being arrested for "breach of thne
peace” and obstructing a pclice
officer.

Dave refused to give his name and
address, unwilling to recognise a
judicial process that was attemting
to punish him for protesting abcut
the madness of nuclear weapons.

After 6 days on remand in Leicester

prison Dave was found guilty of

obstructing a police officer, while
the other charge was dropped. Now
Dave 1is out of prison and the auth-
orities have only the photograph
and tinger-prints of an unknown
PETXSON.

Dave, & peace aciivist, was arrested at R.A.F. Cottesmcre on December 16th for
climbing & navigational aid tower on the base and staying there for 6 hours. Refusing
to give his name and address, he was hald in custody for 6 days before being releesed.
Here ne gives his personal views on the purpose of non-violent direct actiun (NVDA).

As a relatively inexperienced
protestor, Cotiesmore provided my
first resl erncounter with the State,
1 see my rele¢ase, unpunished in a
conventional s&ns; and without a
criminal record,not only &s a victory
for NVIA in copening & new tactic of
protest,  but also a demonstration
that we can oprose the system that
forces the horror of nuclear war
upon us and win,

For me,direct action is not symbolic,
it is active resistance to nuclear
way. However .maginative and on whate
ever scale, L do not believe symbols
alone will stop Cruise or create a
wor..4 free of nuclear weapons. Direct
action will, but only if it becomes
a threat to the pillars on which any
Briftish goverament depends. Only

when we threaten wi )l we be listened to.

A threat without violence.,

I feel stronger in my commitment
to non-violent action and protest
than before my arrest., I do not
believe the sverage policeman is
willing to use unprovoked violence
ageinst peaceful protestors. Soon
will come the day when the police
are going te have to either shrug
their shoulders and allow us to halt
the nuclear war machine,or use
violence against us. I think they
will shrug their shoulders.

The government and those in puower
~are then going to have to decide
between imposing a totaiitarian
system,risking their own downfall,
or accept the protestors demands,

Bu%, of course, all that depends
on us. You and 1 being prepare< 1o
stand up and be counted; being
prepared to take the punishzuent
‘the state throws at us, &and 1o
return each time stironger than b. fore.



Scmetimes when raising the question
of the serious danger of world war

the view is given that without sufficient

weapons in this country, for instance,
the Lmerican Cruise missiles, Britain
would be "defenceless™ and face the
danger of a Russian invasion, or
alternatively, that Western Europe
would be threatened (because of the

weakening of NATO).

Firstly, however, the Soviet invasion
of Britain (by which is meant of the
Soviet-led Warsaw Treaty forces )

would not be just a question of
them dropping a few hombs (nuclear

or otherwise) but presupposes that
Warsaw Treaty forces advanced on
britain across Europe i.e. that
the Soviet Union was &t war with
at least most of Western Europe.
This leads us %o the secund view,
that NATO would be atiacked by the
Warsaw Treaty forces, Gbviously
this is possible.

However this view, presented in
this way, is based on the assumption
that the Warsaw Treaty is aggressive
(ijust waiting to atiack Western Europe),
whereas ..ATO is peace-~loving. But this
position 1s wrong.

Clearly the Soviet Union and
Warsaw Treaty bre aggressive, one
need only lock at the invasion of
Czechoslovakia or Afghanistan as
proof of this. But NATO is not the
counter-force to this aggression,

The American-~ied NATU a&lli - nce is
itself an aggresive bloc. Witness

t:ie US iavesion of Grenada or the
fact that NATVY warships prowl the
waters of the world as proof of tnis.
NaT_is the mirror image of the V.arsaw
Treaty Orgenisation. lIn & word, the
denger to peace, of catastrophic
world war, comes not only from the

a gressive Soviet-led Warsaw Treaty
but equzlly from the sggressive
Americ=un-led NATC alliance,

NATO - AN INSTRUMENT
OF U.S. FOREIGN POUCY

The reazson why NATO was set up in
1949 wzs because of the post-vwar
strate.y of the US of domination
of the world in the economic, political
and military spheres. In practice
NALQ ha. alweys remained a tool of
American foreign policy and the
countries that participate in T I
such as Britain, its willing pawns,
It has never hzad anything to do
with the defence of Europe and its
peoples, Thus NATO {tne AR rlCans |

talk sbout"winning™a "limited nuclear
war?® - i.,e. “limited" to RZurope. In
such a war it is edmitted that Europe
would be devestated and the majority
of her people wiped out, Yet this is
the "defence" of Europe planned by
NATO. What kind of "defence™ is this?
It is a mockery of the word "defence™,
The Warsaw Treaty for its part, is

& tool of the Soviet Uniorn. It also
has nothing to do with defence of the
people of Europe.

In any future war between the super-
powers and their respective blocg
genocide weculd be commited acainst
‘the peoples of Burope and menkind
on an incomparably greater scale
than that carried out even by the
nezis during World War Ti. Under
these conditiors how can defence of
Europe by these two aggressive blocs
be claimed? In fact the superpowers
are arming themselves to the teeth
not for "peace"™ as they hypocriticelly
claim, but for imperialist war. These
wars are aslways fought as the ccuntin-
uation of "peace-time"™ policies, but
by other means - by violent means,
that means that they are fought for
new markets, spheres of influence,
sources of raw materials and so on.

The view that sees only the Soviet
Union (and the Warsaw Treaty) as the
greatest danger of world war end to
the security of Europe and its people
is unscientific snd unreclistic,

It is the Iwo superpowers, the Soviet
Union (and Warsaw Treaty) and the
United States (and KATQ) wﬁggh &re
ithe greatest danger to peace, and
all the imperialist warmongeriag
powers., Tic people, who are the only
force to stop the warm.ngers, must
be careful not to side witn eivher
one against the other, but wmust,
relying on their own resources,
tourage and tenzciiy, wage thair

own fight «~ a fight fur geénuine and
lasting peace.


















