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 THECIVILDEFENCEFRAUD ~ ~ -

4

Civil befence is the name giwen to Governw
ment planning preparations in the event of-
nuclear war. You would assume from its
title that these preparat;@ns conszpt of
plans to protect and defend the civilian
population of Great Britain, You would be
WIOnZ. B AT R

The Civil Defence plans 1nclude no provis-
ion to attempt to safeguard ordlnary people.
They do include the exercise of deceiving
people into bellev1ny that medical and
other essential services will be available
in post-nuclear Britain. But since medical,
technical and scientific evidence from both
Governmental and independent sources reve-
als that there is no realistic chance of
survival after a nuclear attack, we know

that plans to defend the ponuldtlon are a
comblete fraud.

The primary aim oi Civil Deienpe is to pro-
tect Government and to keep the populdtlon
under control. To this end plans include:
setting up road-blocks to prevent peocple

in cities moving to escape nuclear blast
and falluout,'shootlna looters; disconn-
ecting all private telephones; arresting
and dmprisoning all likely ‘''subversives'
(peace campainers and opoonents of the
uovernment), stock-piling essential Supp-
lies for military and government consump-
tion. The list could go on. You can be sure
that members of Government, higher civil
service and top military personnel will be

in the deepest most fortified bunkers DOSS=

ible. One defence plan for the privileged,
1o defence plan for the ordinary people,

But what 1s more worrying is the logical
implication of Civil Defence planning. 1t
is proof that the Government is stepping
up.its preparations to fight a nuclear war.
It is attempting to lull the population
into believing that a nuclear war is fight-
able, winnable, anu survivable. It is

proof that in preparing for nuclear war,
the Government is prepared to risk the
lives of millions of innocent peopl=.

o side can win a nuclear war. Yet both
‘sides continue to ipcrease their huge
arsenals ol nuclear weapons, despite
already having enough to destroy the world
many times over. The greed, hatred and
distrust of the NATO Alliance ana Warsaw
ract countries are exempliriied by the
continuing build up of nuclear weapons.

1t = nuclear (or any) war is not surviv-

‘able then it is only humane and just for

any country to ensure that it never engag-
es in nuclear war. The only way of doing so0
is not to prepare for 1t: not to have
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nuclear weapons and to abandon pollc1e

oi war. To pose no threat to anyone else.
The longer Britain continues adding to its
total of nuclear missiles and preparing
for nuclear war, the nearer we approach
nuclear destruction. Many countries have
decided not to develop nuclear weapons,
Britain could decide to do the same.
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" But Britain will only decide to do so

when the people of Britain demand it.
There is no reason good epoush to
suggest that a nuclear war is justify-

able. It can never be justified. The

only way forward to avoid such a disaster
is for more and more people to unite
together and oppose the nuclear weapons,
oppose the civil defence planning and all
war preparations.

For further information on Civil Defence
reacd 'War Plan U.K.!" by Duncan Campbell.
* ‘ ,
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WHAT'S WRONG WITH THE FR

A new slogan 18 vein; advocated ©
certain sections of thne Yeace Move-
ment - tie slogan of nuciear Jreeze,

ilegedly this programme coffers @
new way forward for tue movement,
but does 1t? Not in tue cpinion of
thls writer, Jo wiaut's wron, with.
Freeze? Iu this article I quote
from "The Timesa" advert of 28/9/853
placed by tue Freeis culpai ners.

Freesve is sim.ly the firvst_si<ge of
consciousness of anyone wioiiing te
fisat the war greparuticns and avert
tue danger of war. It calls for the
two superpowers to "adoprt & mutual
freeze on the tecsting, production
and “eployment ol nucleer veapons
and o1 missiles and of new aircraft
designed primarily to deliver nucle
ear weapons."

Clearsy 4s such it is nos even as
radical as the position of the war-
mongers. Heseltine,for instance,
says that "we must all press,with
&ll the energy we can muster, for
genuine and balanced reductionsa in
arnaments” (Sanity Jan '84, p5),and
the views of Heseltine reflect the
public utterances of the leading
warmongers e.g. Reagan,Thaicher,
Chernenko etc.

It is because 1t is go giry-fairy’
taat Freeze can safely.be supporied
Oy anyone - even the warmongers. -
Thus it has been supported by the
Soviets; by the U.S. Congress; by
Edward Kennedy; by the United Nat-
ions and so on. R

A Freeze would simply "freeze" the
existing level of nuclear weajons.

Yet the existing level of nuclear: ..

weapons is eguivualent to avout LA
1,000,000 Hircshima bombs, cnough
to blow up every mwan,wcyan and child
several times over. Therefore, to
demand & Freeze is tantamount to an
innocent man demanding to Le shot
by @ cannon instsed of by a tank!

Qur dem 8t be not to be
at all.

S

Furtiieroore, Freeze is only aimed at
nuclear weapors, Tne conventisnal, -
chemicali,oiological,laser-beazs and
wnat -have-vcu weap:sns of the two
superpowers arc not included (not
to menticon the weapons of the other
imperialist and social imperialist
powers). Thus Freeze is a big step
tack even frox the present position
¢l C.N.U. which demznds disarmament
of all nuclear wearons,mutuu. diss-
olution of N.A.T.0Q0. and Warsaw
Treaty and is against all chemical/
biological weupons as well, |

- Freeze woull allegedly be the pre-

lude to "drastic reducticiz".- But

then why cawpaisn for it? If as soon - .

as u Freeze 1s agreed upon you fight
for "drastic reductions®, tiertw.Ly
not fight for those reductipns now?

The supporters of Freeze would argue.-
that this strateiy has not worked, -
But why on.earth should Freeze. v.ix?
Since the U.3. Congress voted for
Freeze, they have;

ie approved money to develop Reagan's
MX missile systen:

2. derloyed Cruise in Europe;

Do contfnued to derloy about eight

new missi’les per week in the U.S.

Similar.QCtivities arqucing on on
the Soviet side. Whatiis being fro-
zen there?:- u | !

In fact one of the problems of the
Frecze argument is that it accerts
the deterrence preopoganda of the
warmoxngers. Supporters of Freeze
gay that traditionz] negotiations

- 'have failed to stop the nuclear arms.
- ;race and tuat.Ireeze oSfers a pract-
~ical way of storpinz the race, This

presupposes that the warmongers want
to ctop ke arms race, However tuis
ass.aption is far from the rezal
situation
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