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long-neglected overmanning and restrictive practices 
that had been at the heart of the British disease. 

The outcome is not adequately measured by the shed­
ding of, commonly, 10 percent to 25 percent of under­
employed labor, by the containment of wage costs, by the 
record rise in productivity, or even by the astonishing 
way exports have held up. Despite the routine squeals 
from the Confederation of British Industry, as always 
reflecting yesterday's jobs rather than tomorrow's enter­
prise, there are better grounds for hope than in half a 
century or more. It is not only the political optimists who 
talk of a transformation in the climate of self-confidence 
among businessmen. Almost all tell how managers have 
gone over the heads of union obstructionists to win their 
employees' support for efficient and flexible working 
arrangements. At last companies are poised to take ad­
vantage of improving trade. 

A Manifesto 
But there are plenty of obstacles, stemming mostly 

from the familiar inefficiencies, regulations, and monop­
oly industries of the public sector. One indication is that 
the prices of state services (postage, telephone, transport, 
gas, electricity) have commonly risen twice as fast as 
private output prices. Another is that taxes, local rates, 
and so-called national insurance contributions have in­
creasingly chipped away at take-home pay so that mil­
lions of people are little, if any, worse off living in leisure 
on indexed welfare benefits than working at an unskilled 
job for forty hours a week. At the same time mobility of 
labor is still obstructed by rent control, and employment 
especially of school dropouts is discouraged, particularly 
in retailing and hotels, by statutory minimum wages that 

The Shape of Things 
to Come 

So predictable was Margaret Thatcher's victory that 
postelection press accounts treated it as at best a minor 
triumph. Most articles granted the Conservatives their 
landslide, then quickly proceeded to the subtler aspects 
of the contest-Labour's bumbling disasters and the for­
tunes of the plucky little third party. It wasn't so much 
that Mrs_. Thatcher won, they said, but that Labour lost. 

This statement is true, it so happens, but its truth has 
cheated the prime minister of her due. That Labour fell 
apart is an intriguing story; demise is usually far more 
compelling than stodgy solidity. Nonetheless, Mrs. 
Thatcher's victory was a magnificent one-and no less 
stunning for having been foreseen. 

The day after the election, a Daily Telegraph editorial 
reminded readers that Mrs. Thatcher's "measure of 
achievement has to be related to the obstacles which have 
faced her. It has not been nearly so easy as it looks early 
this morning." She had 3 million unemployed. The econ-

Thatcherissima 

have pushed starting wages up to 50 or 60 percent of 
those earned by experienced adults. 

Whenever I have urged Conservative politicians since 
1979 to move more radically and rapidly in dismantling 
their collectivist inheritance, I have been regularly told 
that all that was for the second term. So I was encouraged 
by the Conservative manifesto, which sought a broad 
vote of confidence for the record to date, particularly on 
inflation, while leaving the way open for more extensive 
denationalization, deregulation, diminution of trade 
union privileges, and shifting toward private provision of 
the welfare services now largely monopolized by the 
state. Labour critics also noticed this open-ended pros­
pectus and began asking whether there was a secret 
manifesto. I was a little dismayed by the vehemence with 
which Conservative ministers thereupon denied any in­
tentions to cut back government services-which re­
mains essential to reduce taxes. 

As we wait to see what the new government will put 
into its first program of legislation, I can only hope it 
proves a more dramatic step toward changing the mix of 
the present unduly mixed economy. We would not then 
have to keep waiting for the fall of U.S. interest rates to be 
certain of a sustained British recovery. Our target should 
follow Colin Clark's prescription of reducing total taxes 
from a half to a quarter of national income. And so long 
as her aim gets better, I should not mind waiting for Mrs. 
Thatcher's third term to hit that finaJ bull's-eye. 

Ralph Harris 

RALPH HARRIS, Lord Harris of High Cross, was one of 
the founders of the Institute of Economic Affairs in Lon­
don. 

omy was in such dismal shape that she was forced, as 
political scientist Richard Rose put it, to "boast to a 
Smith Square Press conference that under the Conserva­
tives the national product had only f alien by one per­
cent." She had fought inflation but was still fighting the 
calls for reflation. Measured against the obstacles, her 
electoral achievements are remarkable. 

Few would have wagered in 1979--or even 1982-
that the prime minister could so handily win reelection 
with so many problems remaining. But then, few would 
have guessed that she could win against inflation, win 
over the new working class, and win a war. Most of all, 
few foresaw how successful she would be at setting for 
Britons an example of what they and their nation should 
be willing to do: to endure hardship without despair, to 
challenge orthodoxy, and to risk disfavor. And the peo­
ple followed her determined lead. 

Just how did she manage this? 
Surprisingly, Margaret Thatcher is not overwhelming­

ly personally popular. In fact, fewer than a third of the 
public (29 percent) think she is "a nice person," accord­
ing to a Harris poll conducted for the Observer shortly 
before the election. 1 Personal appeal has shored up more 
than one national leader faced with seemingly intractable 
problems and unappealing solutions, but Mrs. Thatcher 
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party had "the best policies," exactly half of the Conser­
vatives' support. 18 

The litany of Labour failures goes on and on. The party 
attracted only 39 percent of the trade union vote, down 
14 percentage points from its 1979 share. When unem­
ployment was indisputably the most important issue, and 
was seen as Labour's issue, the party claiming to be the 
great champion of the jobless earned less than half the 
votes of the unemployed. Altogether, the Labour party 
received the lowest share of the manual workers' vote (38 
percent) since 1959. 19 

With Labour doing so badly and the Conservatives 
doing so well, where did the Alliance fit in? It seems it 
would have been the reasonable choice both for those put 
off by Labour's left extremism and for those discouraged 
by the Conservatives' economic and defense policies. 
Indeed, the new party pulled in a greater share of the 
popular vote (25 .4 percent) than had been expected, and 
it performed better than any center party for the last sixty 
years. But as every SDP or Liberal partisan has repeated 
endlessly, the Alliance came away with fewer than 4 
percent of the Parliamentary seats: less, they say, than 
their fair share. 

The Alliance drew so evenly from all classes that it was 
unable to establish its own constituency. It lured defec­
tors from both parties, and it hung onto 84 percent of its 
own identifiers. Those few who abandoned the Conser­
vatives tended to go to the Alliance, and so did three­
fifths of Labour deserters. But it failed to attract all of the 
disenchanted Labour votes: "For every three switching 
to the Alliance, one went to the Conservatives, and one 
stayed home. "20 

Part of the Alliance's problem was the meandering 
universality of its appeal. To attract "protest votes from 
all directions, [it] had to avoid any clear-cut ideological 
definition of its own. "21 When added to the widespread 
perception that the Alliance could not win, this failure to 
distinguish itself with specific policies ensured that it 

would earn only a small number of seats. Few associated 
with the Alliance the policies it had stressed-incomes 
policy and proportional representation-and fewer still 
identified the Alliance as the party with the best policies 
on any issue. 

Labour narrowed its emphasis to accommodate its 
most radical members and lost votes because of it. The 
Alliance, with its broad appeals, made the opposite mis­
take but suffered the same consequences. But it is more 
likely that the latter's mistakes can be corrected. 

In a gloomy prophecy, Michael Foot speculated that a 
Labour party loss in the 1983 election would be "the 
most fateful ... since the party was founded in 1900. 
More peremptorily than ever before, if in a new form, 
R. H. Tawney's fundamental question is presented to us: 
Who is to be master? If democratic socialists cannot 
secure the right answer at the next parliamentary oppor­
tunity, we may not be asked again, or rather this old 
famous socialist stream could perish in sectarian bogs 
and sands. "22 If that fate has indeed befallen the Labour 
party, the Alliance will most probably be the beneficiary. 

The 1983 election could portend the demise of the 
Labour party as we have known it, the solidification of 
the Alliance as a respectable opposition party, and the 
invincibility of the Conservatives. If new voters presage 
the future, this might be exactly what happens. First-time 
voters traditionally lean toward Labour, and they tend to 
vote heavily against the incumbent party. In 1983 they 
did neither. Even with youth unemployment at 1.2 mil­
lion, the Conservatives came in first among those casting 
their initial ballots. Richard Rose has said that to win 
elections, a "party must combine the continuing support 
of a major section or class of society with an appeal to 
newly emerging groups." The Conservatives have done 
this, and they have Margaret Thatcher to thank. 

Victoria Sackett 

VICTORIA SACKETT is associate editor of Public Opinion. 
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Fact sheet on Britain 

Housing 

A substantial improvement in housing conditions 
in Britain has been achieved during the last 35 
years. Much of the run-down inner-city housing 
built during the nineteenth century has been 
replaced, other substandard property has been 
renovated and many large houses have been con­
verted into units more suitable for the smaller 
families of today. Some 9 million new dwellings 
have been built in Britain since 1945, representing 
more than two-fifths of the total housing stock. 
There is now a reasonable balance between supply 
and demand in the country as a whole, although 
localised problems remain, especially in London, 
Glasgow, Belfast and certain other large cities. The 
growing number of small households, consisting of 
only one or two people, has also resulted in a 
surplus of large homes and a shortage of small 
ones. 

There are more than 21 million homes in Britain, 
of which about three-quarters are houses and the 
rest flats. Almost all houses have their own gardens. 
Over half of all homes are owned or being bought 
by their occupien, and more than a third are rented 
from public housing authorities; most of the others 
are rented from private landlords. There are 
variations in the pattern of tenure in different parts 
of the country. In Scotland, for example, homes 
rented from public authorities predominate, and in 
Britain as a whole privately rented property tends 
to be concentrated in older inner-city areas. About 
93 per cent of households in England, Scotland and 
Wales have exclusive use of a bath or shower, and 
97 per cent sole use of a lavatory. 

Policy 

In the public sector the main emphasis in housing 
policy from the_ 1940s to the 1970s was on new 
building. Now, however, the emphasis has shifted 
to modernisation, improvement and making better 
use of the existing stock; the need for labour 
mobility and the concentration oflimited resources 
in the areas of greatest need are further con­
siderations. Public expenditure provision in 
Britain for housing stood at £4,900 million in 
1980-81, but the figure is likely to decline in 
subsequent years in line with government expendi­
ture plans. In the private sector encoura~ement of 
home ownership and a revival of the rented sector 
are central policy aims. The Housing Act 1980, 
together with the Tenants' Rights, Etc (Scotland) 
Act 1980, reflect this in establishing the right for 
the majority of tenants of publicly owned dwellings 
to buy them, and · providing new systems of 
'shorthold' and 'assured' tenancies (see p 4) in 
the private sector, a ·more effective improvement 

and repair grant system and a more flexi~le 
subsidy system. 

Administration 

The Secretary of State for the Environment is 
responsible for formulating housing policy and for 
supervising the housing programme in England 
and, with the Secretary of State for Wales, iq 
Wales; the Secretaries of State for Scotland and 
Northern Ireland have similar responsibilities in 
their own parts of Britain. 

Most public housing in England, Scotland and 
Wales is provided by 459 local authorities. These 
are: the district councils in England and Wales 
(outside London); the Greater London Council, 
the London borough councils and the Common 
Council of the City of London; and the district 
and islands authorities in Scotland. In Northern 
Ireland public housing is the responsibility of the 
Northern Ireland Housing Executive. Other public 
housing authorities are the new town authoritiCl> 
and the Scottish Special Housing Association 
(SSHA), which was established in 1937 to suppler 
ment building by local authorities in Scotland. 
Local authorities are also responsible for carrying 
out slum clearance and redevelopment pro­
grammes. 

Central government departments specify certain 
standards for the construction and equipment of 
new dwellings; these standards are enforced by 
local authorities. The location of all housing, its 
design and relation to the environment are subject 
to approval by local authorities under the planning 
laws, but there are rights of appeal to the Secretary 

. of State against local planning decisions.l Other 
aspects of housing which involve the local authori­
ties include the payment of home improvement 
grants and ofrent and rate rebates to those in need; 
the granting of mortgages for people to buy their 
homes; and the provision of assistance to people 
who are homeless or threatened with homelessness. 
Local authorities also have the power to give 
financial and other help to voluntary organisations 
concerned with homelessness. Many authorities 
have established housing advisory centres to 
provide the public with information on most 
aspects of housing. 

Home Ownership 

The number of people owning or buying their own 
homes has more than doubled in the last 20 year~ 
lFor further details on planning see COi fact sheet 
Planning and the Environment, No 87/FSB/81 . 
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Craigavon New Town, Northern 
Ireland, builtto rehouse 
people from Belfast. 

Aberdee_n Park, north London. 
On the left are modernised 
nineteenth-century houses 
converted into flats. In the 
background new housing has 
been constructed in the 
gardens of the old houses. 

(Photo: Martin Charles) 

A modern estate of owner­
occupied houses in Dartford, 

Kent. 

Glenrothes New Town, Scotland, 
showing two-storey high­
density housing with gardens. 
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and now amounts to over I I million. ~n the year to 
June 1980 s<>me 75,000 publicly owned homes 
(often referred to .as 'council' homes) were sold to 
private individuals, and the number of owner­
occupied dwellings from this source is likely to be 
increased further by the Housing Act 1980 and the 
Tenants' Rights Etc (Scotland) Act 1980 (seep 4). 
Many houses which were previously rented from 
private landlords have also been sold for owner 
occupation. Houses sold on the open market are 
generally sold through estate agents or advertise­
ments in newspapers. 

Local authorities have been asked to encourage 
low-cost home ownership in thei~ areas by selling 
land which they own to builders for homes for 
first-time buyers, or building plots to individuals or 
groups formed to build their own homes ; by 
building 'first-time' homes in partnership with 
private builders on local authority land, which is 
retained by the authority until the 'houses are sold; 
by improving homes for sale; by selling unim­
proved · properties for improvement by the 
purchaser . ('homesteading'); by offering shared 
ownership (part owning, part renting) to bring 
home ownership within reach of those on low 
incomes; and by using local authority guarantee 
powers to facilitate lending by building societies to 
borrowers. 

Mortgage Loans 
Most people buy their homes by a system of 
instalment purchase through loans from such 
sources as building societies, insurance companies, 
industrial and provident societies, local authorities 
and banks. Some companies also make loans for 
house purchase to their own employees·. 

Building societies are the most important of these 
agencies, their share of the market being about 80 
per cent. They do not build houses themselves but 
lend money upon security by way of a .mortgage on 
the home bqught for owner occupation. They 
usually advance up fo 80 per cent of their valuation 
of a house provided it does not exceed a certain 
multiple (generally about 2½) of the borrower's 
income. Mortgages of up to 100 per cent can, 
however, . be obtained in. some circumstances. 
Loans are normally repayable over periods of 20 or 
25 years (up to 30 or 35 years in certain circum­
stances) by .equal monthly instalments to cover 
capital and interest (which varies roughly in ·line 
with general interest rates). The average price in 
Britain of all houses bought with a building society 
mortgage at the end of 1980 was about £24,700 
(average earnings in 1980 were some £5,600) and 
the average mortgage advance was about £14,700, 
or nearly 60 per cent of the purchase price. Banks 
have recently offered increasing competition to the 
building societies as a source of mortgage finance, 
although their share of the market is still small. 

Financial Assistance 
O~ner-occupiers are entitled to tax relief on their 
mortgage interest payments arising on up to 

, £25,000 of their mortgages (on their main home 
only), and in 1979-80 this totalled about £1,450 
million. An ·alternative form of assistance is the 
option mortgage scheme, designed to help those 
with smaller incomes who pay little or no tax and 
therefore do not benefit from tax relief. It allows 
the borrower to receive, instead of tax relief, a 
subsidy which has the effect of reducing the rate of 
interest on the loan. In England, Scotland and 

I 
Wales assistance under this scheme tot~led 
£190 million in 1979-80. There is an associated 
guarantee scheme under which mortgag~ loans of 
up to 100 per cent of the valuation of a house (not 
exceeding £14,000) may be made to option 
borrowers. 

Other ways of helping people with lower incomes 
to become owner-occupiers include schemes 

, operated by a number of local authorities which 
allow those buying homes for the first time, subject 
to certain conditions, to defer part of the mortgage 
payments that would normally be due in the early 
years until later in the mortgage term; and shared 
ownership schemes, under which the occuv,ant . I 
purchases a part share of the home, paying ren~ on 
the remaining share. A new homeloan sch~me 
came into operation in i980 under which first­
time home buyers who have saved for two ye+ars 
and are buying a home in the lower price-range 
may qualify for a loan of £600, interest-free fo ri up 
to five years, and a tax-free cash bonus of uv, to 
£uo. I 
Building Standards 
For building in the private sector the National 
House Building Council sets standards and enforces 
them by inspection and certification. Almost all 
new private houses are covered by the Council's 
insurance scheme, which provides ten.;year pro­
tection against major structural defects. Two-year 
protection is also given against faulty workman­
ship. Most lenders will not grant mortgages oh a 
new house unless it is covered by a CouAcil 
certificate. 

Public Sector Housing 
I 

Public housing authorities own nearly 7 million 
houses and flats. The number of.homes owned by 
each authority varies widely, several of the larger 
authorities having a stock of well _over 100,000. 

Finance 
Local authorities meet the capital costs of ~ew 
house construction and of modernisation of tHeir 
existing stock primarily by raising loans on the 
open market or .by borrowing from the Puqlic 
Works Loan Board. Current expenditure, princi­
pally loan-charges, is met mainly from rents, rates 
(a form of local property tax) and subsidies from 
the Government. Local authorities are required to 
charge their tenants reasonable rents, keeping a 
balance between the interests of tenants and rate­
payers. Subsidies for public housing in England, 
Scottand and Wales during 1979-80 totalled some 
£2,500 million, including rent rebates payable to 
'poorer tenants to help them with rents of accom­
modation suitable to their needs. Supplementary 
subsidies assist local authorities with slum 

· clearance. 
Since 1978-79, when a system of local housing 

strategies and investment programmes was intro­
duced, local authorities in England and Wales have 
been able, in consultation with other bodlies 
concerned, to plan their housing investment in ~he 
light of a comprehensive assessment of Iota! 
housing needs. 

Construction and Design 
Most building is undertaken by private firms under 
contract, although a number of authorities empl
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. their own ('direct') labour to build 'houses. Some 
authorities work in consortia to make the best use 
of experience and technical information, and to 
initiate research and development projects. In 
1978, 98 per cent of new houses built for local 
authorities in England and Wales had central 
heating, while the average floor area of houses to 
accommodate five people was 89 square metres 
(958 square feet). 

With the limited resources at present available 
for public housing, increasing importance is being 
placed on the housing of those in greatest need 
such as the physically handicapped, one-parent 
families, people who have suffered from mental 
illness and victims of domestic violence. 'Sheltered' 
accommodation, with · an alarm system and a 
resident warden, is provided for many elderly 
people who might otherwise lose their inde­
pendence . 

The Tenants' Charter 
The Housing Act 1980 establishes a charter for 
public-sector tenants, giving them statutory rights 
such as security of tenure, provi~ion for one 
succession to the tenancy by a resident relative on 
the death of the tenant, rights to sublet and take in 
lodgers, to improve the home and to be consulted 
about matters affecting the home or the tenancy. 
With certain exceptions, public sector tenants of at 
least three years' standing can buy the freehold of 
their house, or a long lease of their flat, at a dis­
count on the market price of from 33 to 50 per cent, 
depending on the length of their occupation. The 
discount must be repaid in part or in full if the 
property is· resold within five years. Tenants also 
have the right to he given a mortgage hy the local 
authority to make the purchase. Similar provisions 
for Scotland arc contained in the Tenants' Rights 
Etc (Scotland) Act 1980, and are expected to come 
into operation in Northern Ireland by the end 
of 1981. 

Privately Rented Housing 

During the last 30 years there has been a steady 
decline in the number of rented dwellings available 
from private landlords (including accommodation 
tied to a particular job) from more than 50 per cent 
of the housing stock to about 12 per cent (just over 
2 million). Major factors in this decline have been 
the increased demand for owner-occupation , the 
greater availability of public rented housing and 
the operation of statutory rent restriction under 
successive Rent Acts. Privately rented homes form 
a high proportion of the older housing and are 
mostly found in inner-city areas . Most private 
landlords are individuals with limited holdings, 
although some rented housing -is provided by 
larger property owners, including property com­
panies. 

With some exceptions, privately rented homes 
are subject to rent restriction, which can take two 
forms. In a regulated tenancy a 'fair rent' is fixed 
by independent rent officers, at the request of the 
landlord, the tenant, or both; if the rent officer's 
deci sion is objected to by the landlord or the tenant 
it is referred to a rent assessment committee. Once 
fixed, the rent is registered and not normally 
reviewed for at least two years . The other form of 
rent restriction applies to tenants with resident 
landfords and tenants of a few other type·s of 

. furnished accommodation who may refer their 
tenancy agreements to a rent tribunal for detdrmi­
nation ofa reasonable rent. 

· Tenants, apart from those in 'shorthold' and 
'assured' tenancies (see below), have a wide degree 
of security of tenure, and cannot be evicted without 

. a court order. It is a criminal offence for a landlord 
to harass a tenant. Rent tribunals can grant 
tenants covered by their jurisdiction securitr of 
tenure for a period of up to six months, w~ich 
may be extended. . 

Two measures in the Hous~ilg Act 1980 are 
designed to halt the decline in privately rehted 
housing in England and Wales. 'Shortliold' 
tenancies enable landlords to let accommodati<im at 
fair rents for fixed terms of between one and five 
y!!ars, at the end of which they have the right to 
regain possession. 'Assured' tenancies allow bodies 
approved by the Secretary of State for the Enviran­
ment to let property at freely negotiated tents 
outside the provisions of the Rent Acts, prov" ded 
that -building began after 8 August 1980 and that 
the property has not previously been occupied 

. residentially under any other form of tenancy. A 
system of 'short' tenancies, similar to shortholds, 
has also been introduced in Scotland in the 
Tenants' Rights Etc (Scotland) Act 1980. 

Housing Associations 

Housing associations extend the choice of housing 
by providing accommodation available for !rent 
through new building or the rehabilitation of qlder 
property, •as well as extending the forms of hqme­
ownership. The associations normally cater, for 
people who would otherwise look to a l.ocal 
authority for a home. In addition to normal family 
housing, they provide particularly for the special 
needs of elderly, disabled and single people. 1 · 

The associations, which are non-profit-maJQing, 
have grown under government encouragemen! 1and 
now own some 340,000 homes. Individual associa­
tions range in size from the very small, owning 
almshouses which may house less than IO old 
people, to associations with more than 101000 . 
homes. Rented housing schemes carried oull by 
associations qualify for a government grant but 
only if the association is registered with the H ous­
ing Corporation, a statutory body set up by the 
Government in 1964 to encourage housing 
associations by providing them with finance and 
advice, and to supervise and control them. Some 
3,000 associations are registered with the Corp

1
ora­

tion. Rented homes owned by housing associa~ions 
come within the fair rent and rent allowance 
arrangements and some housing associa1tion 
tenants have rights under the tenants' charter in 
the Housing Act 1980 and similar legislation in 
Scotland (although there only with the assdcia­
tion's agreement), including the right to buy. 

Housing associations are involved in various 
alternative forms of tenure intended to give 
occupiers a • greater stake in the ownership or . 
management of their homes. These include shared 
ownership and co-ownership. 

Improving Older Homes 

Modernisation and con.version of sub-standard 
housing, with the help of grants from public funds, 
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has increasingly been encouraged as an alternative 
to clearing and rebuilding to help pt~erve 
established communities and make more economic 
use of resources. 

Home improvement grants for over 1·4 million 
homes were paid to householders in England, 
Scotland and Wales between 1967 and 1979. A 
further 1 ·2 million public sector homes were also 
improved in the period. There are four types of 
grant: improvement grants, including grants for 
conversion into flats; intermediate grants, for the 
provision of standard amenities, such as a bath and 
an inside lavatory, and associated repairs; repair 
grants; and special grants (which are not available 
in Scotland) for providing standard amenities, 
repairs and means of escape from fire in houses in 
multiple occupation. 

Declaring 'general improvement areas' and 
'housing action areas' enables local authorities in 
England and Wales to tackle the improvement of 
whole areas of older housing systematically. 
General improvement areas ( of which there are 
about 1,300) consist of fundamentally sound 
houses and a stable population. Housing action 
areas ( of which there are some 400) are charac­
terised by relatively poor housing and bad physical 
conditions combined with social stress. Local 
authorities. have special powers to bring about an 
improvement in the living conditions of resi.dents 
within a five-year period. In both types of area 
government financial aid for environmental im­
provement such as tree-planting and pedestriani­
sation is available to local authorities. Grants to 
householders may range up to 75 per cent of the 
eligible expense limit and, in certain cases of 
financial hardship, to 90 per cent. 

The Government has also introduced an 
'improvement-for-sa_le' scheme, under which it 
helps to meet losses which local authorities or 
housing associations make in buying, improving 
and selling rundown or neglected housing. 

In Scotland the term 'general improvement area' 
is not used, but housing action area powers are 
available for areas in which at least half the houses 
fail to meet prescribed standards; there is no time 
limit on the period within which improvement 
must be carried out. Outside housing action areas 
in Scotland local authorities have power to order 
the improvement of houses which are substandard 
or lack a bathroom, by improvement orders and 
grants payable at 75 per cent of eligible costs. 

Slum Clearance 

however, made to most owner-occupiers of unfit 
houses to bring their compensation up to market 
value. 

Redevelopment of slums has presented con­
siderableproblems. Many of the areas were seriously 
overcrowded and lacked social facilities, but usually 
had the advantages of basic utilities, local employ­
ment and easy access to town-centre facilitiesJ In 
order to house as many people as possible on the 
sites large areas were cleared and high-rise flats 
built. Despite the high standards of many of the 
homes themselves, multi-storey flats have not 
proved satisfactory for some types of tenant; par­
ticularly families with children, because of the l~ck 
of safe and convenient play space. Where there is a 
need to build to a high density in inner city areas it 
is now · met by carefully grouped low-rise blocks, 
including individual houses wherever possible. 

Research and Development 

Research into building materials and techniques, 
as well as into the social, economic and design 
aspects of housing, is undertaken within the 
Department of the Environment. It is carried out 
by the Building Research Establishment of the 
Department's research directorate as well as by the 
directorates of economics, statistics and housing_ 
development. The Res~arch and Development 
Group of the Scottish Development Department 
also undertakes research, as does the Office of 
Population Censuses and Surveys. Sponsored work 
is carried out by academic institutes, consultancies 
and market research firms. Local authorities may 
also have their own housing research programmes. 
Advice on ways of increasing quality, productivity 
and efficiency in house-building is provided by the 
National Building Agency. 

Northern Ireland 

The Northern Ireland Housing Executive, wi~ a 
stock of some 194,000 homes, is responsible for the 
provision and management of public authority 
housing and for dealing with unfit homes whether 
publicly or privately owned. Northern Ireland has 
a major problem of unfit and derelict housing, 

·especially in Belfast, and the situation has been 
made worse by civil disturbance. The concept of 
housing action areas has been developed to enable 
concerted action to be taken, and there is a con­
tinuing programme of rehabilitation in Belfak 
Action has also been taken to stimulate the 

In urban areas slum clearance and redevelopment voluntary housing movement; registered housing 
have been major features of housing policy. Since associations undertake a large programme bf 
the mid-195os about 3 ·5 million people in England schemes for groups such as the elderly and the 
and Wales have been rehoused as a result of slum disabled, and also play a significant part in ~e 
clearance programmes. Clearance of large areas of rehabilitation of older homes, especially in Belfast. 
irredeemable slums is now almost at an end and In the privately rented sector the Rent (Nqrthem 
greater emphasis is placed on renewal and moderni- Ireland) Order 1978 replaced earlier legislation 
sation wlierever possible. ~ with a single statute designed to safeguard tenants' 

Housing authorities are obliged to see that other rights while providing landlords with sufficient 
accommodation exists, or can be provided by them, rental income to maintain their property in good 
for people displaced by slum clearance . . Owners of .conaition. Under the order landlords are em­
property compulsorily acquired during . slum • powered to increase the rents of certain properties 
clearance programmes receive as compensation meeting a specified standard to a level comparable 
either the full market value or, if the property with those charged by the Northern Irelanq 
consists of unfit houses, a sum based on the value Housing Executive. 
of the cleared site; additional payments are, The range of choice in housing is being widened, 
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particularly for those who wish to own tl,.eir own 
homes. The option mortgage scheme, the home 
loan scheme for first-time buyers and 'home­
steading' (see p 3) are all in operation. The 
concept of shared ownership is being developed in 
the public sector by the Northern Ireland Housing 
Executive and in the private sector by the Nor­
thern Ireland Co-ownership Housing Association. 
In line with government policy, the Northern 
Ireland Housing Executive has offered most of its 
dwellings for sale to the tenants. Provisions similar 
to those in the Housing Act 1980 are expected to 
come into force by·the end of 1981. 

Addresses 

Department of the 'Environment, 2 MaEsham Street, 
LondonSWlW0DU. 
Housing Corporation, 149 Tottenham Court Road, 
London WlP 0BN. 
Northern Ireland Department of the Environment, 
Parliament Buildings, Stormont, Belfast BT4 3SS. 
Scottish Deveiopment Department, New St Andrew's 
House, Edinburgh EHl 3SZ. 
Welsh Office, Cathays Park, CardiffCFl 3NQ. 
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THE COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA 
APPARATUS AND OTHER THREATS TO 

THE MEDIA 

A statement by Sir James Goldsmith to the Media Committee of the 
Conservative Party at the House of Commons on Wednesday 21st 
January 1981. 

Most European countries have Communist parties which account 
for between 15 % and 20% of the national vote. It has been con­
sidered fortunate that, in Britain, the Communist Party has never 
gained significant electoral support. But the consequences of this 
lack of democratic appeal have been far reaching. 

The Cabinet papers for 1950 were released this month. They reveal 
that as early as 1950 the Attlee Cabinet understood and stated clearly 
that as a result of the lack of electoral support, the Communist Party 
in Britain had changed its strategy from trying to obtain Parliamen­
tary representation to infiltrating the key centres of national power. 

The infiltration into the key trade unions, into the Labour Party 
organisation and into the Parliamentary Labour Party is now so well 
documented that even the moderates have to admit to seeing it. In 
the name of democracy the Communists and their allies have 
established rotten boroughs which they now own. 

As I am addressing the Media Committee, the bulk of my remarks 
will concern the Press, the media and the Communist propaganda 
effort both internationally and in the UK. 

The leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
(CPSU) regards propaganda as an indispensible adjunct to Soviet 
foreign policy and military strategy. The Permanent Select Commit­
tee on Intelligence of the US House of Representatives heard 
evidence to the fact that the investment by the Soviets in propaganda 
is between $3 and $4 billion per annum. In addition to this there are 
the investments made by those countries which the CPSU use as a 
secondary instrument in their propaganda effort and more par­
ticularly the European satellite countries, Libya and Cuba. In charge 
of the propaganda apparatus is the International Information 
Department (IID) which was founded in Moscow in March 1978. 
The IID is headed by Leonid Zamyatin, former Director of the 
Soviet news agency Tass. The First Deputy Chief of the IID is Valen- . 
tin Falin, the former Soviet Ambassador to West Germany. Mr 
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Zamyatin reports to Boris Ponomarev, who is an Alternative 
Member of the Politburo. The KGB provides an unattributable ad­
junct to the overt Soviet propaganda network. It is called Service A 
and is part of the KGB's Fir.st Chief Directorate. Service A plans, co­
ordinates and supports operations which are designed to back-up 
overt Soviet propaganda and uses such devices as planted Press ar­
ticles, planted rumours, disinformation and controlled information 
to the media. In the early 1970s, this section of the KGB was upgrad­
ed from Department to Service status. Service A maintains liaison 
with its counterparts in the Cuban and East European services and 
co-ordinates its overall programme with theirs. 

The purpose of this propaganda organisation is to discredit or to 
promote, according to the needs of Soviet strategy, ideas, plans, 
countries and individuals. 

Their principal tools of trade are front organisations, the media, 
individual journalists and agents of influence. Each of these 
categories falls within two broad classifications: those that can be 
linked to the Communist Party and those which are covert and are 
apparently objective conduits of information. The latter are par­
ticularly useful because of their enhanced credibility. 

An analysis of the principal front organisations illustrates the 
breadth of the propaganda effort. One of the major organisations is 
the "World Peace Council" (WPC) . It originated in 1950 from the 
"World Congress of Intellectuals for Peace" . The WPC owns a 
number of publications which are published in English, French, 
Spanish and German. It also issues a large number of bulletins, 
booklets and specific regional issues. Its principal propaganda ob­
jective is to encourage the West to disarm. The WPC conducts its 
operations on a worldwide basis and it has spawned regional and na­
tional peace committees. The WPC sponsors meetings, including 
such congresses as the "World Forum of Peace Forces", the "World 
Committee for Religious Leaders for Lasting Peace, Disarmament 
and Just Relations between People", etc. , etc. 

The "World Federation of Trade Unions" (WFTU) is another 
Communist front. It also publishes magazines, pamphlets, etc. Its 
objective is described as the comprehensive support and defence of 
the world socialist system and it orchestrates campaigns against 
multi-national companies and in favour of union power. It has been 
granted Category A status by the United Nations along with 
UNESCO and the Food and Agricultural Organisation. 

The "World Federation of Democratic Youth" (WFDY) and the 
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'' International Union of Students" has the task of subverting youth. 
It is estimated that it has spent up to $100 million in organising youth 
festivals. 

The "International Organisation of Journalists" (IOJ) has as an 
avowed aim the defence "of freedom of the Press and journalists" 
and the "defence of all journalists to write according to their cons­
cience and convictions." An official US Government report shows 
that the IOJ has engaged itself in a systematic campaign to discredit 
independent international news agencies and non-Communist 
newspapers . A major activity of the IOJ is the training of journalists 
in the IOJ's main schools which are located in Budapest, East Berlin, 
Prague and Sofia and further schools are planned in Havana and 
Algiers. 

The "International Institute for Peace" (IIP) claims to provide a 
forum where scientists throughout the world can discuss peace pro­
blems. It also publishes journals in English and German . 

The "Christian Peace Conference" (CPC) claims to be a "forum 
at which Christians from all over the world will meet together and 
search for God's will concerning current political, social and 
economic problems.'' 

The "Women's International Democratic Federation" (WIDF) 
has as avowed goals "to unite women regardless of race, nationality, 
religion or political opinions so that they may win and defend their 
rights as citizens, mothers and workers and ensure peace, democracy 
and national independence." 

The "International Association of Democratic Lawyers" an­
nounced its aims at its 30th anniversary meeting held at the 
UNESCO building in Paris. They were' 'to put the law at the service 
of men, democracy, freedom and a new international economic 
order." 

Other major Communist fronts are the "International Radio and 
Television Organisation" (ORIT), the "World Federation of Scien­
tific Workers" (WFSW) and the "International Federation of 
Resistance Fighters" (IFRF). 

Each of these organisations has sponsored sub-organisations at 
international, national and local level and publishes magazines, 
bulletins, etc. Each of these organisations can be shown to be a Com­
munist front with links to Moscow. 

In the same way as the International Information Department 
(IID) is the overt centre of Soviet propaganda whereas Service A is 
the supporting organisation, so there is another layer of front 
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organisations which are apparently independent but which in fact 
are channels for Soviet propaganda. There are many of them and 
they use the words, "peace", "freedom" and "human rights" so 
often that for any reasona9ly attentive observer the noble meaning 
of these words has been raped and debased. 

The use of the media and of journalists follows a similar pattern. 
There are many hundreds of publications under Communist control. 
There are many hundreds of magazines and bulletins published by 
the front organisations. And there is the use of apparently objective 
media. This is achieved either by subsidising them or by penetrating 
them with journalists who are sympathetic to Communist propagan­
da. Mr Ladislav Bittman, former Deputy Chief of the disinforma­
tion department of the Czechoslovak Intelligence Service, defected 
to the United States. In his debriefing he said: "A relatively high 
percentage of secret agents are journalists. A journalist operating in 
Great Britain, West Germany or the United States is a great asset to 
the Communist intelligence. He can be investigative, professionally 
curious, it is his job to get important and even highly-sensitive infor­
mation . .. These individuals are bought or blackmailed." He went 
on to say: "There are many journalists who are agents. There are im­
portant newspapers around the world penetrated by Communist in­
telligence services. There are one or two journalists working for a 
particular paper and who are agents and who receive from time to 
time instructions to publish this story or that story . .. There are 
newspapers in the West which are owned by Communist intelligence 
service ... There are publishing houses owned by Communist in­
telligence services.'' 

General Sejna, the high-ranking Czech intelligence defector, ad­
mitted that the campaign by the German news magazine Der Spiegel 
to discredit Franz Joseph Strauss was orchestrated by the KGB. In 
France, the journalist, Pierre Charles Pathe, was convicted of 
receiving payments from the KGB and acting as a KGB agent in the 
French media. Another well-documented example quoted by the 
Deputy Director of Operations of the CIA is of a West European 
journalist arrested in 1979. He was recruited by a Soviet employee of 
the United Nations and turned over to a KGB officer in the cultural 
section of the Soviet Embassy in his country of residence. He was 
bought, and he wrote articles from 1960 to 1979 based on informa­
tion handed to him by the Soviets and that were published either in 
his own newspaper or passed on to other journalists. 

The use of what Soviets call "agents of influence" is also well 
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documented. Ladislav Bittman testified about people who occupied 
important positions in governments, military establishments or the 
scientific elite. Academicians are a prime target. Andrei Sacharov, 
the Nobel Prize winner, smuggled out of Russia what he called his 
testament to the West. In it he wrote: "People in the West have been 
bought by Soviet agencies in the most direct sense of the 
word . . . These include some political figures, businessmen, and a 
great many writers and journalists, government advisers and heads 
of the Press and TV.'' 

I will describe in some detail one of the many examples of a Com­
munist propaganda campaign. This was the Soviet desire to weaken 
Western defence, to encourage unilateral disarmament, particularly 
in Europe and thereby to be able to isolate and Finlandize each Euro­
pean country. In other words, to create a public mood against taking 
the measures necessary to be able to defend ourselves. To this end the 
Soviets launched a major propaganda effort against the neutron 
bomb. 

It is officially estimated that this specific campaign cost $100 
million. It was part of the Soviet general campaign aimed at preven­
ting NATO from modernising its Theatre Nuclear Forces (TNF). 
There was also a special attack on the Cruise missile. It was launched 
by Mr Daniel Proecktor, head of the European Securities Section of 
the Institute of World Economics and International Relations. 

The campaign was then taken up by the World Peace Council who 
declared the 6th to 13th August, 1977, as an international "week of 
action". It then became a co-ordinated effort of the whole pro­
paganda apparatus including the use of agitprop. The sequence of 
events was: 

- Peace councils in various East European states held protest 
meetings. 

- In Istanbul, a peace committee demonstrated in front of the 
US Consulate General. 

In Accra, a group delivered a protest letter to the US Em-
bassy. 

In Stuttgart, Frankfurt and Dusseldorf, front groups 
organised demonstrations in front of the US Consulate Generals. 

- Similar agitation was carried out by front groups in Lima 
and Tanzania, as well as a Peruvian protest to the United Nations. 

- Other major international fronts such as the "World 
Federation of Trade Unions" participated in the international week 
of action. 
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· Also there were the series of Communist-planned conferences in 
Europe. The target of this effort was the United Nations "Special 
Session on Disarmament'' (SSOD) to be held in New York from 23rd 
May to 28th June. Three conferences were organised to provide 
psychological momentum to the SSOD. The World Peace Council, 
through one of its sub-fronts, the "International Liaison Forum of 
Peace Forces'', organised a symposium from the 6th to 8th February 
in Vienna on ''Nuclear Energy and the Arms Race" in collaboration 
with the International Atomic Energy Agency, a United Nations 
body. A larger meeting was staged in Geneva from 22nd February to 
2nd March under the group calling itself the ''Special Non­
Government Organisations Committee on Disarmament.'' In fact 
the real organiser was the World Peace Council aided by the Swiss 

_peace movement. Then there was the "International Forum on the 
Neutron Bomb" held from the 18th to 20th March in Amsterdam. 
Sympathisers from all over Europe were brought in for the meeting 
which culminated on 19th March in a demonstration by some 40,000 
people. There were many other meetings used for the same purpose 
and organised by the World Peace Council, including one in Mexico 
City from the 1st to 4th February and another from the 9th to 12th 
February in Athens. 

All this activity was picked up in the Western European media. 
The Committee on li:ltelligence in the US House of Representatives 
heard evidence that "a segment of this Press could be counted on to 
react almost automatically once the neutron bomb received this 
enormous attention". The evidence continues as follows: "For the 
Soviets the real propaganda success lay in the broad adverse treat­
ment given to the neutron bomb by the so-called independent 
Press." NA TO Secretary-General Luns described this Press com­
ment as all consisting of "half truths, untruths and ignorance." 

On 4th April it was announced that President Carter had decided 
to delay the production and deployment of the neutron bomb. 

The chief of the International Department of the Hungarian Com­
munist Party, Janos Berecz, wrote that the "political campaign 
against the neutron bomb was one of the most significant and suc­
cessful since Word War II." 

Campaigns are also orchestrated against countries who are 
fighting a war against Communist guerrillas. The pattern is nearly 
always the same. Communist guerrillas attack. The government in 
situ defends and counter attacks. Attention is focused on the govern­
ment's counter attacks, describing every gory detail. It is very much 
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as though the British Government had been described as criminal 
butchers because during the Battle of Britain they had brutally shot 
down German pilots without trial. Make no mistake, for these coun­
tries the prospect of a totalitarian Communist takeover is as horrible 
as was the danger of totalitarian Nazi takeover. Progressively the 
country under attack is isolated. Politicians who have to seek reelec­
tion don't dare speak up, governments don't dare help and 
businessmen don't dare invest. The way is cleared for Communist 
takeover in the name of human rights and of democracy. 

In the UK, we are submitted to a high degree of Soviet-inspired 
subversion. The many freedoms, which we are fortunate to have 
preserved, are used against us. Most of the overt and covert front 
organisations which I have described are active in the UK. British 
publications are directly subsidised from unknown sources. Our vir­
tually una,nimous respect for the freedom of the Press derives from 
our conviction that it is an essential element for the protection of a 
free society. 

That is why the Press is such a good screen to hide behind while 
working to create a society which would no longer tolerate Press 
freedom or any other fundamental freedom. 

There are innumerable examples of puzzling reporting by the 
British media. This does not necessarily mean that those directly 
responsible are Soviet agents. It can mean that they are innocent 
casualties of a propaganda campaign. 

It is important to understand how such campaigns gather momen­
tum. When a journalist is working on an article, he calls for those 
Press cuttings files which refer to the subject about which he is 
writing. Information included in these files, particularly when it has 
been published in reputable publications and has not been corrected, 
will be used over and over again. So, once the Press cuttings files 
have been polluted by propaganda, the false information will be 
repeated quite innocently and as it is repeated will gather further 
credibilty and momentum. Responsible journalists go to great 
lengths to check a statement in cuttings, but, inevitably, even they 
sometimes fall into the trap. 

Let me give you a few examples. 
- Philip Agee is a defector from the CIA and a traitor to his 

country. The causes which he promotes closely parallel the cam­
paigns initiated by the International Information Department in 
Moscow. But British TV subjected us to a programme of propagan­
da and special pleading in his favour. 
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The World in Action programme of Granada transmitted a 
television programme hostile to the British police without disclosing 
that the producer of that programme had himself been arrested for 
assaulting the police during a demonstration. Granada is also known 
to employ a journalist who has used blackmail in his investigative ac­
tivities. 

- When it became clear that the Communist takeover of Viet­
nam and Cambodia had created unspeakable horror, the Left-wing 
intelligentsia of the West were faced with a dilemma. They had 
fought for the hand-over of these countries to the Communists. Now 
that the consequences were evident they needed someone else to 
blame, so a moral life-buoy was thrown to them by a campaign at­
tempting to blame Henry Kissinger for the events in Cambodia. 

- Recently there has developed a sinister link between Left­
wing journalists and civil servants of like mind. The latter hand over 
confidential files which they receive in their privileged capacity and 
which are used as the basis for Press campaigns. 

- Finally there is a useful quotation from a book called 
"Journey Into Journalism" written by the well-known playwright 
Arnold Wesker. It is a book about Mr Wesker's experience in The 
Sunday Times when he was gathering background material for his 
play "The Journalists". The Sunday Times attempted to stop its 
publication. In it Mr Wesker describes his visit to the business sec­
tion of The Sunday Times and his talks with some of their financial 
journalists. This is what he says and how he quotes them: ''Far from 
them being pillars of capitalist society they seem to me an army of 
very bright urban saboteurs." 

"You see," Mr Wesker quotes them as saying, "it's a question of 
the credibility of The Sunday Times which, as an old conservative 
family newspaper, commands more respect than, say The Observer, 
which is known for its liberal policies, and therefore we're a better 
journal through which to infiltrate radical views - more people will 
believe us." 

For the past five years I have studied these phenomena with some 
care. I have been able to identify many of the journalists, 
newspapers and TV programmes which innocently or otherwise are 
used in these campaigns. To the relatively-experienced eye it is easy 
to detect a campaign at an early stage and thereby to perceive some 
of the objectives of Left-wing strategy. 

An attempt has been made in Britain to create a body whose job it 
is to maintain the highest standards in the British Press. That body is 
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known as the Press Council. 
In the past I have asked the Press Council to declare its principles 

on the following questions: 
Disclosure by journalists of payments and other 
inducements received, inter alia, from foreign countries. 
Disclosure by publications of their sources of finance. 
Disclosure by journalists of conflicts of interest. 

The Council answered that they wished "to deal with specific in­
stances where it is alleged the Press has failed to meet the standards it 
should." In other words, the Press Council wishes to deal with par­
ticularities and not to establish general principles and standards. 
This is despite the fact that the Royal Commission on the Press 
(1977) recommended in its final report "that the Press Council 
should draw up a code of behaviour on which to base its adjudica­
tions." In other words, to establish general principles and standards. 

But the behaviour of the Press Council is even more open to con­
troversy. The chairman of the Press Council is Mr Patrick Neill, QC. 
Last year, the Press Council, under Mr Neill's chairmanship, was 
called upon to adjudicate on a complaint concerning an employee of 
the World in Action programme of Granada TV. Contem­
poraneously, · Mr Patrick Neill was employed as a barrister by 
Granada TV (also the World in Action programme). I wrote to Mr 
Neill and asked him whether he felt it proper that at one and the same 
time as he was supposed to act as a judge, he should have received a 
fee from the employer of one of the parties over whom he was pur­
porting to pass independent judgment. His answer indicated that he 
perceived no conflict of interest. 

But perhaps the cause for which Mr Neill was pleading is also 
revealing. This is how Lord Denning, in his Dimbleby Lecture, 
described the case and his reaction to it : 

"The next case is the most illustrative of all. It is the 
Granada case. You will all have read of it. In the British 
Steel Corporation there was a man supposed to be high 
up. He took documents of the highest confidentiality out 
of their safe keeping and handed them secretly to 
Granada. He has been called a 'mole'. He does his work 
underground and never comes out lest he be caught. 
Granada used the information for a television pro­
gramme. British Steel sought to get the name of the 
'mole' ; but Granada would not give it. The Court of Ap-
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peal ordered Granada to give it." 
Lord Denning continued by saying: 

"In order to be deserving of freedom, the Press must 
show itself worthY,.of it. A free Press must be a responsi­
ble Press. The power of the Press is great. It must not 
abuse its power.'' 

Mr Kenneth Morgan, Director of the Press Council, in his official 
capacity, wrote a letter to The Times on August 4th supporting the 
cause for which Mr Neill appeared as advocate. 

In August 1980 the Press Council upheld the complaint by Arthur 
Scargill against the News of The World and Paul Johnson who had 
described him in an article as the "Yorkshire Communist" . The 
ground for upholding the complaint was that Scargill was a former 
Communist but was now a member of the Labour Party. Although 
Mr Scargill was not a member of the Communist Party of Great Bri­
tain he holds many views which are similar to those of the Trot­
skyists, Maoists and others who describe themselves as "Marxist­
Leninists'' even though they do not belong to the Communist Party. 
Anybody who holds these views can legitimately be described as a 
"communist" (with a small "c"). I am happy to describe Mr Scargill 
accordingly and no doubt if he disagrees the courts of law and not 
the Press Council will have the task of adjudication. 

It is interesting to note that the Royal Commission on the Press 
suggested that the Press Council sometimes speaks in the "language 
of partisanship which inevitably weakens confidence in the impar­
tiality of the Press Council." 

In view of the Press Council's letter to me stating its reticence at 
getting involved in general principles I was surprised to read only a 
few weeks ago that they have now called for a Freedom of Informa­
tion Act which would make information held by the government 
available to the public as a legal right. This sounds like the sort of 
proposal put forward in the USA which led, in that country, to the 
Freedom of Information Act and to the Privacy Act. The USA has 
now had experience of the effects of these acts . They are accepted as 
amounting to a charter of rights for the KGB and terrorist organisa­
tions. They were promoted and are being defended by a number of 
independent institutions which are apparently objective but who 
nonetheless consistently support views similar to those disseminated 
by Communist front organisations. Such an organisation is the In­
stitute for Policy Studies in Washington. There are many others in­
cluding the National Lawyers Guild (an associate of the Interna-

; 
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tional Association of Democratic Lawyers) and the National 
Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. Unfortunately the Institute 
for Policy Studies people get their views into respectable publica­
tions without being labelled for what they are: Far-Left propagan­
dists. In the short period between March 1st and June 1st 1979, for 
instance, there were eight guest appearances by !PS-supported 
writers on the Op-Ed page of The New York Times. 

Not long ago there was an official hearing in Washington on the 
effects of the Freedom of Information Act. The testimony showed 
that the Freedom of Information Act had severely damaged the 
intelligence-gathering capacity of the USA and that it had been 
helpful to the KGB and subversive organisations. An illustration of 
this point is that Philip Agee, the traitor, has asked for information 
from the CIA which has already resulted in work for CIA staff 
equivalent to four man years. During 1978 this one government 
agency spent 116 man years working on requests for information, a 
significant proportion of which seems to have emanated from 
sources inimica,ble to the United States. 

Fortunately President Reagan is known to want to restore the 
operational capacity of the CIA and his team realises that as a first 
step the Freedom of Information Act and the Privacy Act have to be 
repealed or substantially amended. 

How is it that, contrary to its principle of dealing only with 
specific points, the Press Council should make such a proposal? Is 
the Council just plain foolish or is it sinister? 

Parliament can no longer duck these issues. It must legislate to 
establish standards and these standards must include: 

1. That the membership of the Press Council be truly in­
dependent and responsible. 
2. That a law be enacted similar to the American Foreign 
Agents Regulations Act which would make it necessary 
for all journalists or anyone else receiving payments and 
inducements from a foreign government to register as an 
agent of that country. 
3. That as far as is practicable, the media and those who 
are involved with it should disclose the sources of their 
funds. 

Recently we have seen great companies paralysed by strikes at the 
very time that they are struggling for their survival. Often these 
strikes are caused by a handful of men over seemingly trivial issues. 
And we hear the usual comment: "They must be mad, they must 
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want to commit suicide." What a ridiculous statement. These small 
groups do not want to commit suicide. They want to create 
unemployment. They want to create chaos. They want to create civil 
strife. Because only in this way can they bring about the structural 
changes that they seek. 

Those who are committing suicide are the thousands who follow 
blindly. Like the rest of us, they have watched this nation being 
destroyed by a small minority. We have been too cowardly to fight 
back. Some have refused to face facts and have preferred to giggle 
their way into oblivion. Some have found it comfortable to preach 
tolerance. Some have preferred to avoid the problem and to emigrate 
- over four million during the past fifteen years. Some have been 
just plain apathetic. But all are guilty. Guilty of treason by default. 
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The Rt. Hon. Julian Amery M.P. 

at Club's Annual Dinner 
The Rt. Hon. Julian Amery M.P. was guest of honour 
at the Club's Annual Dinner on 24th November 1980, 
at the Savoy Hotel attended by 112 members. For 
the benefit of members who were unable to be 
present we quote his speech in full. 

"The progress of mankind has always depended on 
three things; technological invention, the 
development of natural resources and the promotion 
of trade. 
The genius of technological innovation is still 
very much alive . But it is being stultified, 
especially in Britain, above all by the reluctance 
and even the refusal of the Trade Unions to 
deve lop the full potential of modern machinery. 
G~ven the full exploitation of the machine there 
is no r eason why we should not in a very short 
time ach i eve a sharp i ncrease in wages and an 

, equally sharp decrease i n t he len gth of t he 
',wor ki ng day. Our f ail ure t o do so is one cause of 

~the presen t recess ion . 

Th e other - an d you al l know it - (though it is 
still unf ashionabl e to ment i on it) has been the 
retreat from empire and the disaster of 
decolonisation, - the withdrawal of European power 
and i nf l uence fr om Asia and Afr i ca. And th~ 
fa i lure of the United States to fiil the vacuum it 
has helped to create . This dismal story is withi~ 
the recollection of most of us he r e. Let me 
br iefly recall it . 

Until 1954, or thereabouts, the Middle East was a 
zone of peace and increasing prosperity. Thanks to 
the military protection provided by Britain - and 
in North Africa by France, there was little local , 
~xpenditure in defence. Stable governments 

•~ncouraged investment. Trade flourished . 

Then came the British withdrawal first from 
Palest i ne, from Egypt, a decade l ater the 
surrender of the great base at Aden and four years 
later in 1973 the abandonment of our defence 
facil ities in the Gulf. What had been until then a 
zone of stability degenerated into an area of 
revolution, terrorism, anarchy and war . Countries 
which had spent nothing on arms because they 
enjoyed our protection found themselves embarked 
on an armaments race against each other. Iran, 
Iraq and Saudi Arabi a are obv io_os examples. 

Having withdrawn our own forces we could onl·y try 
to defend our interests by egg i ng them on ; that 
has proved to be a di saster course . 

, ~.!rely a_ yea_r: af t er we had withdrawn our 1 ast 

positions from the Gulf• and it was only seven 
years ago - the IraRian and Arab oil producers 
quadrupled the price of oil. They did so largely 
to pay for the modern weapons they now had to buy. 
Here was the beginning of the world recession we 
are now experiencing. It would never have happened 
had we still been present in the area . 

The structure of the industrialised West and Japan 
is so geared to oil that a fourfold increase in 
its cost inevitably meant that there was less left 
to spend on other forms of investment or 
consumption whether private or public . It 
destroyed overn i ght the prospects of Br i t i sh 
gro~h and expansion which had looked so brigh t in 
the summer of 1973 . 

Even worse was the impact on the less deve l oped 
countries. Many of them were already living on t he 
poverty line or below it. Faced with a fourf old 
increase i n the cost of energy they had to cut 
back savage ly on their imports from the industr i al 
world, just as the i ndustrial world was cutt 1ng 
,back on its purchases from them . In an attempt to 
cushion the shock of this transformation in the 
world economy, Governments resorted to inflat ion. 
They pr inted money to postpone the crisis. The oil 
producers retali ated by further i ncreases in t he 
pr ice of oil . So the recess ion deepened. 

To be sure we have had the good luck to f1nd oi l 
off our coasts. This gives us the chance t o 
develop alternative sources of energy for the 
future and to avoid a balance of payments cr i sis 

, for the present. A 11 the same the o i 1 eris is hi ts 
· QS very hard. Nearly half of what we make in th i s 

island has to be exported and if our customers are 
~it by the increase in the price of oil they have 
much less to spend on goods they might otherw i se 
buy frcm us. 

1 Now the crisis is taking a further turn for the 
worse . So far the problem has been the pr ice of 
oil . Now it threatens to become the supply . Th e 
revolution in Iran cut Iranian oil product ion by 
twq thir ds . Si n~e t hen in the e i ght weeks of 
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des ulto ry war between Iraq and Iran two of the 
~orld's greatest oil producers have ceased to 
supply altogether. It took them just i! week to 
destroy the technical achievements of the 
generations. Ev en when peace returns it will be a 
long time before the oil flows again at the old 
level. Meanwhile the worl d price of oil will 
suffer anotr.er upw ard tw ist. Worse still at any 
moment perhaps as we sit here tonight, we could 
hear that the vital Straits of Hormuz had been 
blocked. 60% of European oil, 30% of Japanese and 
near ly 40% of the US oil supplies come through 
th o se Straits. The economic and soc ial 
consequences would be cataclysmic. 

It must be clear to al 1 of us t hat we shall not 
escape from the present recess ion or an even 
greater disaster until some stability is brought 
back to t he Middle East and until the supply of 
oil at a steady price is once again assured. 

Clev er men have argued that there will be no 
stab i lity in the Middle East until there is a• 
solution to the Palestinian problem. Of course it 
is an important problem but is only one of the 
many that plague this troubled area. The Iran-Iraq 
war has already shown that the Palestinian 
question is largely irrelevant to the centra l 
problem of Middle East power politics - the flow 
and price of oil. 

The European COfl'lllunity's advances to the PLO last 
summer were a diplomatic blunder . We have got 
nothing out of trying to make up to a terrorist 
organisation so closely linked to the Sov iet 
Union. We may now find it increasingly difficu lt 
to back away from negotiations on whch we should 
never have embarked and which, whatever they may 
somet imes say in publfc, can only damage our 
re l at ions with some of our closest friends in the 
Arab world. 

I am glad to see that the Foreign Secretary has 
wo ken up to the danger and in an interview with 
the Herald Tribune has virtu ally relegated a 
dialogue with the PLO to the back . 

It will not be easy to restore stability to the 
Middle Eas t. The old Imperial systems have gone 
and wi ll not return . Yet there are some posit ive 
elements on which t o build. The reconciliat ion 
between Egypt and Israel provides a firm basis for 
a constructive Western pol icy. 

And here I woul d like to pay a special tribute to 
Pres id ent Sadat . A man who has the couraqe to 
expe l the Soviets from his country, the wisdom to 
shake hands with his enemies, and the sense of 
honour to shelter the Shah in his hour of need is 
a man we should make our friend. It is foolish to 
belitt le Camp David and damn it with faint praise. 
It needs our whole-hearted support . But we shall 
not restore real stability t o the area until the 
West has recr ea ted a militar y shie l d for the 
protection of our friends and interests there. 

At last the United States with some European 
support are building up a presence in the Indian 
ocean in association with Oman, Somalia, Kenya and 
other friendly nations in the area. 

But it will take time and we may not be given much 
time. Well may we wring our hands over the 
mistakes of the past . . If only Aden was still in 

our hands what a contribution we could make t o the 
restoration of Middle East stability! 

Let me say a word about Africa. Under British, 
French and Belgian rule the African continent was 
• zone of peace. Its pooulat1on enjoyed the 
benefits of law and order; investment was growing · 
rapidly and trade flourished. - · 

The decolonisatio1: of t he African Emp ire ten years 
ago has been fellowed by anarchy , civil war, 
administrative corr uption, r ~volutions, war 
between states and mass starvation. ihe African 
continent is dying literally. Countries whi ch at 
one time exported focd now have to b~y it or beg 
for it. Harbours 'are silted up, railway lines have 
been cut, new investment ha_s 1 arge l y ceased . Such 
trade as there is, is l ar ge ly financed by aid. And 
much of t he a id fails to reach t he peop 1 e or areas 
to which it is primarily destined. The Brandt 
Comm i ssion have stressed the impor t an ce of a 
massive increase in the ai d given to t he less 
developed countries and particularly to Africa. 
They are r ight to do so. But no amount of aid wi ll 
revive Africa wi t hout efficient administration. 

I could wish that I had been wrong i n my 
criticisms of the Lusaka and Lancaster House 
agreements. Yet as I look at wh at is happening in 
Zimbabwe I am rem inded of a cur iou s phenomenon 
which some of you may have seen. A skilful man can 
sculpt a beautiful statue out of a block of ice. 
The Lancaster House agreements might have looked 
good enoµgh in t he British winter. But under the 
qlare of the African sun they ar e beg in ning to 
look 1 ike a melting sno'llfflan roughly put together 
by inexper ienced children. Of course at this late 
stage we have to support the Mugabe regime. It is 
the only one ava ilable. But who is going to invest , 
i n a coun try th reat ened by c iv il war, whose 
leade r s talk of a one party state, where the 
security of property is in doubt - and whose 
leader has now joined t he front lin e states as 
enemi es of South Africa . 

And still the process of demolition goes on. 
Uganda and Tanzania ar e in chaos. Angola i s 
already lost to the West . So is Mozambique, whose 
President has jus+ ~aid a highly successful vi s it 
to Moscow. Zimbab1,e and Zambia are in the balance. 
Now it is to be the tu rn of South West Africa/ 
Nam ibia . This is a sparsely poplll ated but rich 
territory. Yet if the UN have their way it will 
become another focus of anarchy and civil war. 

Already the tragedy of Afr ica has had it s impact 
on the industrial west and made i ts contri bution 
to the recess ion. Mineral development has slowed · 
down. So has trade. And now the tide of anarchy 
has reached the borders of South Afr ica, - the 
greatest trea sure house in the world after the 
Gulf and one which the metal usi ng industries of 
Europe , Japan and the United States need for their 
very survival. 

If South Africa itself should become a prey to the 
disorders that have racked the rest of t he African 
continen t, if our acce ss to its market and raw 
materials should be seriously put in question, the 
world recession would be deepened as much as it 
has been already by the threat to our supplies of 
oil. · 

There will be no full cure to the .arld recession 
until stability has bun restored - at lust to 
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Southern and Central Africa. This will call for a 
renewal of good relations with South Africa - a 
1 ifting of the arms embargo and . the establishment 
of co-operation for the defence of the vital Cape 
route. 

The U.N. Assembly begins its debate on South West 
Africa/Namibia today. Later the matter will go to 
the Security Council. We do not know what Dr. 
Waldheim will propose to that Council now further 
dignified by the addition, of all countries, 
Uganda. But should the Security Council call for 
mandatory sanctions against South Africa, I trust 
we shall not hesitate to use our veto. Here would 
be the chance to open a new and instructive 
chapter in our relations with a country which 
sto~d by us in two world wars and two major 
economic crises and whose citizens include more 
than two million men and women of British descent. 

The men who preached the withdrawal and 
decolonisation argued that we could no longer 
afford the cost of the burden of Empire. They 
deployed their case with skill and persistence. 
Socialist leaders under pressure from their crypto 
Communist left-wing were only too glad to comply. 
Conservatives were too timid to resist. And so, 
one by one the bastions of stability were 
surrendered. And both parties, to their shame, 
thou9ht their policy of surrender further 
justified by the American defeat in Vietnam. What 
rotten financiers they all make. 

Yet it is now clear as daylight that the cost of 
maintaining our presence overseas was "peanuts" -
if President Carter will excuse the phrase -
compared to the blows our economy has already 
sufferd from the increase in the price of oil and 
the slowdown in trade and investment that has 
inevitably followed the growing instaQility of the 
Third World. 

A few of us foresaw what the consequences of 
withdrawal would be - statesmanship is foresight. 
But our words fell on deaf ears and now we face 
the consequences in terms of an economic recession 
and the evil social consequences that may flow 
from it. But that is not the end of the story by a 
long way . 

Why do I bother you with raking over the past? It 
is to focus your eyes on the still greater dangers 
ahead . We are experiencing a crisis of capitalism 
- the recession. But there is a parallel and even 
deeper crisis of Socialism. 60 years after the 
October Revolution, 30 years after the 
Sovietization of Eastern Europe certain things are 
~lear. 

Centralised Socialist planning has failed 
abysmally to produce the food or the consumer 
goods their peoples want. They cannot even produce 
the technology required to extract essential raw 
materials like oil without recourse to the West. 
Only by the maximum concentration of available 
resources - human and material - have they been 
able to keep up and now overtake the West in 
defence and space technologies. 

But the failure of their economic policies and 
widespread resentment of Russian predominance 
among the other nationalities inside the Soviet 
Union and in the Warsaw Pact has turned the whole 
Soviet Empire into a potential volcano. 

Increasingly the aging regime has to rely on th.e 
armed forces and KG B to maintain themselves in 
power. 

Stalin may have been a monster but he kept the 
civil power on top. He had the quts to shoot the 
Marshal ls. Now the military-industrial complex has 
become the real ruling class. There are six 
million men under arms in the Soviet Union and at 
least as many designing and building the weapon 
systems_ tha~ the armed forces require. This, not 
Communist ideology, is the driving force behind 
Soviet Imperialism. And these military leaders can 
only justify their privileges and contain the 
resentment of the masses by a policy of expansion. 

The leaders of the West, in their search for 
popularity and voters forget a basic principle of 
science. Nature abhors a vacuum. When the European 
powers and the US withdrew from the Middle East, 
from Africa and from South East Asia they left a 
vacuum behind them. Soviet Imperialism has already 
moved in on that vacuum in a big way. 

·In the Middle East we see Moscow firmly 
ent renched. In Syria, Afghanistan, Aden and 
Ethiopia. The Red Army is less than 300 miles from 
the shores . of the Gulf and the Straits of Hormuz. 
In North Africa the Soviets have strong ties with 
Colonel Gadaffi and his mavarick regime and with 
the terrorists of the PLO. In Southern Africa they 
are in virtual control of Angola and Mozambique 
and exercise a powerful influence over Zambia and 
Tanzania. 

I do not believe that the Soviet leaders will 
embark on nuclear war or a direct attack on NATO 
or even China. But their own int ernal 
difficulties, economic, Social and national push 
them inexorably towards expansion. Our weakness is 
a 'standing inviation to the more militant among 
their leaders to advance. Gentlemen, if your wife 
leaves a hard earned diamond bracelet on a hotel 
dressing table, it is at least as much her fault 
as anyone else"s if she comes back and finds it 
gone. If Moscow can put its hand on the oil of the 
Gulf and the minerals of South Africa they will do 
so and could bend Western Europe and Japan into 
servitude and surrender. 

The crisis is already far advanced. Soviet 
convent ion al forces outnumber those of the West 
many times. They have achieved parity in nuclear 
weapons and many experts believe that they will 
have the edge on us there in a year or two if they 
do not already have it. The· situation is thus 
already fraught with danger. It is more fragile 
than at any time since the war and will continue 
so for half a decade at the very least. 

Non-intervention in the internal affairs of other 
countries is a cardinal principle of the Helsin~i 
Agreement, indeed of the Charter of the United 
Nat ions. 

The Soviet Union, it is true, has not yet invaded 
Poland. The tanks have not rolled into Warsaw as 
they did into Prague and Budapest. But Moscow has 
mounted a campaign of intimidation and blackmai l 
against Poland on a scale ieldom seen between 
al 1 ies. 

The Government-controlled press of the Soviet 
Union, Czechoslovakia and Commt1nist Germany has 
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kept up a ceaseless propaganda offensive aga inst 
the free Trade Union movement in Poland and its 
Cathol ic al lies. The Pol ish Communist leaders have 
been summoned to Moscow to receive their marching 
orders . Films have been shown for the first time 
i11 recent history of Polish and Soviet troops on 
manoevres together with a cl ear hint that they 
would be available to suDpress threatened str ikes. 

The other day the Communist leaders of Hungary and 
Czechos lovakia formally declared their solidarity 
with the Polish government in effect against the 
Free Trade Union. 

The danger of military action against Poland 
remains very real. Poland lies at the heart of the 
Soviet Empire and we cannot come to its direct 
defence any more than we were able to in 1939. 

But the Soviets should remember that other parts 
of their Empire - in the Car ibbean, in Africa and 
in Asia - are very vulnerable. If they violate the 
sovereignty of Poland by deed as they are already 
do i ng by word they should expect instant 
repr i sals. The West should make this very clear to 
them and in good t ime. 

What are we then to do? 

I have already suggested certain alterations i n 
our policy towards the Middle East and South 
Africa . But the heart of the matter must be to 
rearm and to do so as swiftly as possible. It is 
absurd to say that we canno"t afford it. The 
European Community alone is richer than the United 
States . And we are even more concerned with the 
suppl ies of oil and minerals imports and overseas 
markets than they are. The Americans plan nearly a 
5% increase in defence expenditure next year . 

It does not look as if many of the other members 
of NATO will reach even the 3% increase to which 
they are co111nitted. Our Treasury has been haggling 
with the MOD over the defence est.imate. But what 
will it profit us if we reduce inflation by a 

FORTHCOMING EVENTS 

couple of percentage poi nt s and lose our f r eedom 
as a consequence? Remember, in the crunch th e 
outcom e is decided at th e Marg in. 100 less 
Spitf ires and Hurri canes in 1940 and the Battle cf 
Britain would have been Britain's defeat. The 
Fr ench, I see , plan to i nc r ease their def ence 
expenditure by near ly 7% next year. They are not 
much richer than we are. They have no oil. If they 
can do it why can 't we? 
The last four years have been a period of 
unexampled retreat by th e West . American 
leadership has failed and i ts failure has bred 
defeatism and irresol uti on among the other Western 
powers. Angola, Abyssinia, Aden, Afghan i stan - the 
four A's - have been so many nails in the coffin 
of Western sol idarity . 

But now there is a gleam of hope and light on the 
horizon. The election of Governor Reagan is more 
than a personal triumph for the man . It marks a 
determination on the part of average Americans to 
rebuild the strength of the United States and once 
again to play t he role i n the wo rld to which 
America ' s economic importance and political values 
entitle it. We shall not always find a st rong 
America an easy partner. But it is only with a 
strong America that we can hope to meet the 
challenge of Soviet Imperial ism. The weak America 
we have known these last fe w years has brought 
nothing but defeatism and i rreso lution among those 
who should have been its best allies. 

The combination of a strong America and a strong 
European Community can still sav e the sum of 
th ings. And in this the Br i tish Government and 
the Conservative Party can play a cruc i al part. 

Our leader knows this well. It is the mission of 
a Club like ours to help her in her task and make 
sure her polic ies are not inhibited by more tiMid 
or less clearsighted men around her." 

* l'l March K. Harvey Proctor, M. P. , ,·OD.·National Soverignfy. '" 

* 

18 March 

1 April 

* 11 April 

* 30 April 

* 21 May 

* 18 June 

* 24 June 

24 Sept. 

Nicholas Winterton . M. P., on Immigration. ** 
James Molyneaux, J.P., on Government Policy- Ireland. 

The Young Members' Group Wine and Cheese Party. 

The Young Members' Group Annual Dinner. *** 
The Rt. Hon. J. Enoch Powell, M. l\ , on current issues. 

H. E. The Chileall Ambassador on Chile. .. 

** 

** 

Young ~embers' Reception, The Terrace of The House of Lords,. 

THE MONDAY CLUB CELEBRATION RALL at UIS CAFE ROYAL 
• No~:- YOUDg Members' Group .activities - all M. C. members and guests welcome . 

•• Meetings in a Committee Room of The House of Commons. 
••• Dinner at The Oxford and Cambridge Club. 
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M.C. GROUP REPORTS 

WOMEN'S GROUP 

The Women's Group held a most successful buffet 
luncheon on June 7th, at the home of the chairman 
of the club, by kind permission of Mrs Sam 
Swerling. We were fortunate enough to have one of 
the better days of this summer, which enabled us 
to use the garden. We were most grateful to Mr 

1 and Mrs Swerling for allowing their home to be 
used. 

The Women's Group play an important part in 
raising funds for the club, but unfortunately due 
to a lack of venues in the London area we have not 
been able to hold as many functions as we would 
have liked. If there are any members living in 
Central London, or within easy reach of Central 
London, who would be willing to loan their homes 
for a fund raising function, we would be most 
grateful if they would contact us. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank the 
members of my committee for all the hard work they 
put in to ensure the smooth running of the events 
that we run. I am sure many members will vouch 
for the high standard of the catering at our 
suppers and luncheons organised by the Women's 
Group. 

Jane Perry 
(Chairman) 

THE UNIVERSITIES' GROUP 

The Monday Club in the. Universities 

One of the most encouraging aspects of University 
pol ftics in Britain today is the steady growth in 
the influence and prominence of the Monday Club . 
Undoubtedly, committed Conservative students see 
the Club as the defender and upholder of the 
Party"s proudest traditions, and also as the 
propounder of a progressive and radical challenge 
to the dogmas of socialism. Young Conservatives 
who have grown to voting age during the troubled 
times of the seventies are now rejecting 
meaningless compromises and half-measures, and are 
calling for their Party to stand firm in defence 
of what it believes to be right. The Monday Club 
is rightly seen as the single most important 
pressure group in the Conservative Party which 
calls consistently for the promotion of the ideals 
we all share, such as indi.vidual freedom and 
choice in the fields of the economy, health and 
education; national security, against our enemies 
both at home and abroad; and the maintenance of 
the British national identity . 

The strongest of the University branches of the 
Monday Club is that at Oxford. The OUMC has 
existed for about ten years, during which time it 
has been ever active in fighting for the 
Conservative cause. Recently, the Club has 
maintained an average annual membership of around 

150, and holds regular speeker-meetings as well as 
social events, when members can get to know each 
other better, and an Annual Dinner in Michaelmas 
Term, with a guest speaker. This year the Club is 
to be addressed by Mr John Stokes, MP for 
Halesowen and Stourbridge, a great friend of the 
Oxford branch, and its senior officer. 

The OUMC is also very conscious that the chief 
function of the Monday Club, both at national and 
at local levels, is to act as a pressure group, 
producing new ideas and food for discussion and 
thought. Every term therefore a journal is 
published (also entitled "Monday News") which as 
well as dealing with student affairs, contains 
articles on current political problems, and broad 
quest ions of Conservative philosophy. It was my 
privilege, in my capacity as President of the OUMC 
last Hilary term, to edit "Monday News", a copy of 
which found its way to Downing Street, where it 
w~s favourably received, according to Ian Gow MP, 
the Prime Minister's PPs, who kindly wrote a 
letter of thanks. The OUMC also takes a great 
interest in the activities of the University 
Conservative Association, three quarters of whose 
committee last term consisted of members of our 
branch. The Club, I am sure, endeavour to build 
up its strength and influence in the contest of 
Oxford politics. 

Turning to the role ~f the Monday Club in uni­
versities and colleges elsewhere in Britain, it is 
pleasing to not that independent branches exist in 
places such as Cambridge, Aston, Dundee and most 
recently, Reading, where Clubbers are led by 
Executive Council member Richard Turnbull. In 
addition, the Club has members in thirty one 
universities and in several polytechnics and 
colleges of further education. Even where 
branches do not exist, Monday Club members are 
active working for their local Conservative 
Associations in an individual capacity, and in the 
Federation of Conservative Students. 

The MC Universities' Group, which attempts to 
co-ordinate the activities of its various branches 
and members, is, of course, firmly opposed to 
compulsory membership of student unions. The 
National . Union of Students, to which all in higher 
education automatically belong, is run by a clique 
of left wing extremists who are totally 
unrepresentative of the vast majority of students, 
and who are in fact little more than an 
embarassment to their sober and sensible 

-colleagues. We in the Monday Club see no reason 
why the NUS should be allowed to continue its 
campaigns on such highly dubious issues as 
"Disinvestment in South Africa", "free abortion on 
demand" and so cal led "gay rights", at the expense 
of the already overburdened taxpayer . If 
membership of the NUS were made voluntary, it 
would doubtless go bankrupt in a week! 
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Members of the Monday Club at university therefore 
do play an active part in t~e st ruggle for_true 
Conservatism in whatever field of political 
endeavour one mi ght con s ider, and it is to be 
hoped t hat the pressure exerted by Monday Cl ub 
students at all levels will be felt and will be 
effective now, and even more so in t he future. 

D. Huw Morgan 
(Chairman - Universities Group) 

Monday Club Fresher s Campaign 

A campaign aimed at new University students is 
being mounted by the Monday Club in 1981. 
Thousands of leaflets have been distributed to 
Universit i es along with member ship application 
forms, various other publications and a letter 
offer ing t he services of Monday Club speakers. 
All Monday Club students are urged to take part in 
FCS activities so that Club influence can be 
increa sed, especially at the next National 
conference. 

Richard Turnbull. 

Young Members' Group 

The Young Members Group meets on t he f1rs t Thurs­
day of each month at the Club Office at 6. 30 pm, 
and it ho lds meet ing at the House of Corm:ons on 
the third Thursday . Th e Parliament ary meet ings are 
addressed us ually by Members of Parliament, and 

. they are ldndly n ested_ by K Har·vey Proctor, MP . --

The Chairman of t he Group is John R Pinninger, a 
Parliamentary research assis tant, who made an out­
standing speech at th~ Party Conference in ;l980. 

Since the beg inning of the year the group has been 
addressed by John Stokes MP on Br it ish Industry, 
and by Peter Rost MP on a" nat iona l policy for 
energy. 

Details of the Spring and Sum.mer Programme 
appear 1D1der •'Forthcoming Events n on Page 5. 
Further details can be obtained from the Hon. 
Secretary, Miss Symonds, c/o the Club Office. 

Subversion in Broadcasting 

BROADCASTING SUBVERSION GROUP 

The above Group has been formed to combat 
subv~rs ion in radio and television by examining 
the limits to which individual prograrrme producers 
and directors can go without being curbed by the 
relevant Broadcasting Authorities, and by 
proposing changes in the i r Charters to muzzle 
those who choose to ignore the national interest 
for either profit or political allegiance . 

The Group has in mind, in particular, the 
cont inual attacks on the Police by both the BBC 
an d ITV which have now reached such proportions 
that Chief Constables ar e refus i ng to appear on 
telev isi on, because of the bias to which they are 
subjected. 

The Group is particularly concerned about the 
effect such attacks are having on Police morale. 

The Gro up is also concerned about the clearly 
subvers ive programmes on other organs of the 
State, such as the recent denigration of the Army 
in "Gone for a Soldier" and so-called 
documentar ies li ke "Death of a Princess" which can 
damage trade relations between Britain and 
fr i end ly countries. This, we feel, i s the 
exerc i se of ·power without res pons ibi 1 ity, in the 
name of free speech . 

Th is Group is not against the individual's right 
to express himself with absolute freedom to his 
fr iends and aquaintances, but we do most strongly 
object to progranrne producers and directors being 
allowed to use and abuse their pos itio ns of 

special privilege in the broadcasting monopolies 
licensed and in part financed by the taxpayer, to 
propagate and preach subversive ideas to the 
masses of unsuspecting citizens. We seek to 
remedy this situation, if necessary, by law . 

We have sent a letter to 200 Conservative MPs 
explaining our views · and seeking their help and 
suggestions and we have received some encouraging 
replies. We have also written and are continuing 
te write to the BBC and ITV t o complain about 
specific programmes , especially th~ concerning 
Northern Ireland . If those of you who agree with 
these sentiments and wou ld li ke to help bring 
about what we suggest, would you be kind enough to 
write to me at the Monday Club Office and/or write 
direct to your MP as we ll as to the BBC and ITA 
authorit ies stating the Channel, the name of the 
progra1T111e , date , time and content about which you 
compla in. 

If in this way we can get a nationwide campaign 
started we may be successful in halting to some 
extent the wide spread Left -W ing bias so prevalent 
in broadcasting today . 

Our Group meets on the f irst Wednesday of each 
month at the Monday Club Office at 6pm. 

We look forward to hearing from interested 
Members. 
Kay Walton 
(Chairman) 
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M.C. Branch News. 

Surrey 
Extensive national news coverage was given to our 
meeting at Darking, Surrey on Friday 11th July 
when the Rt. Hon. J. Enoch Powell MP addressed us 
on the subject of "I111T1igration". 

It was the third time in five years that we have 
had the honour to welcome Mr Powell to our 
platform. 

Applauded regularly throughout his speech, Mr 
Powell warned: 
"Well might it be said to those who already view 
the present with anxiety or alarm" - "You have 
seen nothing yet!" 

Mr Powell also said: 
"In the years to come people will look back with 
astonishment upon a little noted event that took 
place in Parliament on 29th April, less than a 
month after Bristol. In a debate late at night 
the House of Commons decided by 116 votes to a 
derisory 14 that the forthcoming census of 1981 
shou l d not be used to ascertain the size and 
distribution of what is now conventionally and 
officially described as the New Commonwealth and 
Pakistan ethnic population". 

Mr Powell continued: 
"Almost unbelievably, the nation has been 
deliberately deprived of the means of 
distinguishing truth from falsehood, exaggeration 
from understatement, complacency from hysteria, in 
a matter admitted to be fraught with the deepest 
consequences". In his vote of thanks, Commander 
Anthony Courtney, the branch President, described 
Mr Powell as "Britain's greatest living 
statesman". This ecnoed the feelings of the 
meeting of 200, who gave Mr Powell a standing 
ovation . 

** SUPPORT your local 

MONDAY CLUB BRANCH ---

* Be ACTIVE in your local 
Conservative Association ---

That is the BEST way to make 
your Political influence felt 

The branch is trying to give recruitment a 
priority in its activities. 

Taunton and District 

Our Branch meetings are now held monthly with the 
exception of the three summer months - at the 
Castle Hotel, Taunton, and are well attended. 

We have had speakers from the South African and 
American Embassies, as well as the Rt. Hon. Tom 
King, MP for Bridgewater and Mrs Jill Draper, the 
secretary of the Conservative Trade Union Group in 
the Taunton Constituency. Some teacher members 
promptly enrolled, and Mrs Draper. has asked to be 
sent details of our Autumn programme . We regard 
our contact with this group as potentially 
valuable. 

Members of the Branch supported the one-day 
Conference held at Exeter University recently. We 
strongly support the call for the return of 
capital punishment. 

We were delighted when our immediate past 
Chairman, Mr Peter Heal, became Chai rman of the 
Taunton Conservative Association in March, but 
saddened when a founder member Mr AG Wilson, who 
had served on the National Executive Council, died 
in June. 

We continue to recruit slowly - but our members 
are intensely interested and loyal and many hold, 
or have held, office in their local con­
stituencies. 

THE WASHINGTON MO NDAY CLUB 

This was formed in 1979 mainly for Congress and 
Senate "Staffers" and has asked for close 
co-operation with us. This has been agreed with 
the E~ecutive and members visiting Washington 
should inform themselves from the Office of the 
address of the Chairman of the Washington Monday 
Club . One of our Vice Presidents - Major Patrick 
Wall MC,MP had the privilege _of addressing a 
meet i nq of about 100 members on the Hi 11 in 
January-this year. They were both well-informed 
dnd enthusiastic. 

** What? -- No local Branch? 

Then - why not get together 
and FORM one f 
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MONDA V CLUB CONFERENCES 

I. One-day Conference at Exeter University: 
Sat May 31st 1980 

PREVENTION IF POSSIBLE. BUT PROVISION OF ADEQUATE 
PUNISHMENT & DETERRENTS, ANYWAY! 

This was the message emerging loud and clear from 
the one-day Conference arranged by the 
Conservative Monday Club at Exeter University. 

District councillor,Mr Brian Costello (Exmouth) 
successfully proposed the motion that "This 
Conference urges Parliament to consider'Tfie 
holding of a national referendum to ascertain the 
citizen's view on the advisability, or otherwise, 
of reintroducin Ca iial Punishment for 
preme i a e crimes o vio ence resu mg in 
innocent deaths, and those of law-enforcement 
officers - be the olice or rison officers, or 

e ence ~ersonne in com a ing 
terrorism. 

Speaker after speaker made this point most 
forcibly, quoting either from Home Office 
statistics, or many recent instances of public 
vio.lence and slaughter of innocents - to demand 
that Parliament listen to the community's cry for 
adequate safeguards against these terrrible 
crimes. 

The Conference organiser, Mr Costello later asked: 
"Have we all gone stark, raving mad - in condoning 
murderous behaviour in our cities - with IRA 
killer-squads operating in Belfast, and Libyan 
hit-men roaming our Capital?" 

He said the prison system neared breakdown, whilst 
Amnesty International urged total abolition of the 
death penalty by all Governments, Broadmoor 
patients were released into our midst to maim and 
kill, and "do-gooders" expressed fear that 
reintroducing hanging will make martyrs of 
cold-blooded Killers. 

"Unless We as a society living under the rule of 
law move quickly to control this terrible violence 
and murderous behaviour in our midst, then 
community life will become near unbearable fromt 
the 1 ate 1980' s onwards," Mr Costello warned. 

In stating the case for the return of the,death 
penalty, executive member of the Police 
Federation, Sgt. Durbin (Avon & Somerset 
Constabulary) deputising for chairman, James 
Jardine had told the afternoon session: 
"I don't think the campaign for the return of 
capital punishment is a hopeless cause. Anyone 
found guilty of murder should be hanged, if the 
judge considers the offence serious enough." 

Sqt . Durbin said their aim was not only to protect 
oolice off icers. Young and old people should be 

protected rrom oeing battered to death, and 
hostages from being shot. He said the deterrent 
against these crimes must be capital punishment, 
quoting Home Office statist ics on serious crime. 
figures, which also showed that 10 people had been 
convicted of the murder of policemen between 1970 
and 1979. Sgt. Durbin and Councillor Costello 
were speaking for all rank and fil~ policemen, 
their families, and much of the community in 
stating clearly: "Police Officers are not getting 
the protection they deserve". The Conference 
obviously thought likewise, by overwhelmingly 
supporting the resolution urging a national 
referendum campaign, and in doing so, giving 
backing to the Police Federation's call for the 
return of hanging. Monday Club national chairman, 
Cllr. Sam Swerling, and his deputy, Mr David 
Storey, who both attended the Exeter Conference 
and s~oke in support of bringing back hanging -
promised they would take the newly-launched 
campaign back to the national body. It would be 
promoted in Parliament, and campaigned for a 11 in 
parts of the Kingdom. · 

Speaking in the first session, Cllr Sam Swerlin~ 
spoke on economic and industrial relations 
matters, and urged the imposition of selective 
import controls to help defend certain highly 
vulnerable industries from unfair competition, and 
the loss of jobs. He rejected out of hand Luddite 
practices of some unions which did not help the 
situation. 

:ipeaking in the pre-lunch sess'ion on the subject 
of Community Policing Mr John Alderson, Chief 
Constable of Devon and tornwa11 stressed his 
belief that by concentrating solely on controlling 
crime by reacting to its commission totally 
ignored the whole and valuable contribution to be 
made by giving more attention to its prevention. 
He said there is an urgent need to seek measures 
towards better use and co-ordination of the 
expensive resources available for prevention of 
juvenile misbehaviour and crime. Society cannot 
simply buy its way out of the dilemma even if it 
could afford to. He went on to advocate greater 
support for the idea of community policing by 
motivating neighbourhoods into organising their 
affairs together with the police, other social 
agencies, and voluntary bodies so that aimlessness 
and apathy could be overcome and the spirit of 
personal involvement in comnunity concern could be 
re-awakened. He said to foster the belief that 
governments and the system of crminal justice 
could alone hold back and reduce morbid crime 
levels was to create an illusion. 

Because of changing attitudes towards 
authoritarianism, he believed it not possible to 
find solutions to behavioural problems in 
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yesterday's world. Tomorrow's world beckens 
towards a strengthening of community spirit, the 
setting of better examples to thE' young, and the 
organisation of more fruitful communal activity to 
set that example. 

Describing how over the past six years pol ice in . 
Devon and Cornwall had created this kind of action 
with promising results and widespread public 
support, Mr Alderson said crime had actually 
fallen a little while public confidence in the 
police had risen. 

The police now had a body of selected officers 
working full time in the schools with the full 
support of the Education Committees, head 

teachers, staff, pupils and parents. 

More officers on the beat had brought a greater 
feeling of security. Consultation with housing 
and planning departments to create less crimogenic 

' enviroments was developing. New understanding of 
society and behaviour was growing. Joint activity 
between pol ice, social and probation services in 
the prev~ntion of delinquency was now an 
established fact. He said Devon and Cornwall 
police were discovering the resources lying latent 
in the communities throughout the two counties, 
waiting only for the spark of leadership to 
organise fruitfully against uncontrolled 
behaviour. 

II. MONDAY . CLUB PARTICIPATIO~ TN ANNUAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE FEDERATION OF CONSERVATIVE STUDENTS 

The Federation of Conservative Students has had a 
long reputation of being on the 'Social Democr~t• 
side of the Party. Indeed, a former FCS Chairman, 
Mr David Wilkes, once called at a Party Conference 
for th execution of Mr Ian Smith as a traitor. 

However, it is with pleasure that I report a 
change of direction within the FCS following the 
recent Annual Conference held at Loughborough 
University on March 26-29. Out of some 250 
delegates there were about 30 Monday Club members 
present, some one in eight of the totdl. This was 
a fine achievement partly, but not wholly due to 
some careful pre-conference planning by a few of 
us. 

The finest aspect of the conference was the 
massive swing to the Right in the national 
elections. Right-wingers won control of both the 

. National Committee, including the posts of 
Chairman and Senior Vice-chairman, and the Student 
Affairs Committee. In addition, in the poll for 
honary Vice-President Mr Ivan Lawrence, the MP for 
Burton and a member of the Monday Club won more 
than 50% of the votes cast for the three 
candidates. Mr Peter Bottomley also a Monday Club 
MP, won the second post. 

A major issue at the conference was the attitude 
the F.C.S. should adopt towards the National Union 
of Students. The right-wing motion calling for 
outright opposition to the N.U.S. was lost by four 
votes (118-114) on a secret ballot. However, an 
amendment was successfully passed preventing the 
national F.C.S. leadership from interfering with 
the decision of a local association as happened 
when Heriot-Watt University tried to leave the 
N.U.S. This was to all intents and purposes a 
right-wing victory since the national F.C.S. 
leadership is now dominated by anti-N.U . S. 
figures. 

A major issue at the conference was the attitude 
the F.C.S. should adopt towards the National Union 
of Students. The right-wing motion calling for 
outright opposition to the N. U:S'. was lost by four 

- votes ( 118-114) on a secret ba 11 ot. H<lwever, an 
amendment was successfully passed preventing the 
national F.C.S. leadership from interfering with 
the decision of a local association as happened 
when Heriot-Watt University tried to leave the 
N.U.S. This was to all intents and purposes a 
right-wing victory since the national F.C.S. 
leadership is now dominated by anti-N.U.S. 
figures. 

The Monday Club itself was very successful. Our 
stall was the most attractive and three new 
members were signed up and much literature 
distributed. I hope that next year, with even 
better planning, the Club may be able to provide a 
fringe meeting addressed by a leading Club 
Parliamentarian. Equally I hope that next year 
Monday Club members may be elected to the National 
Committee and Student Affairs Committee. This 
year prospective Monday Club candidates s~ood down 
in the interests of right-wing unity but this 
gives us a good bargaining position for next year. 

The ~onference gave speakers a varied reception. 
Dr. Rhodes Boyson was very well received but Mr. 
Edward Heath received a cool but polite reception. 
Douglas Hurd M.P. was questioned closedly on 
Rhodesia and I sensed a polarisation of views. A 
question regarding the betrayal of Bishop 
Muzorewa's government was loudly applauded and 
cheered by over half the audience. Those who 
disagreed, however, seemed more fervent than 
previously and appeared to be backing the Foreign 
Office and Mr. Mugabe to the hilt·. 

·A Junior Employment Minister, the Earl of Gowrie, 
was closely questioned on union reform and under 
intense pressure admitted that he had been in 
favour of compulsory strike ballots but had been 
overruled. 

11_1 conclusion the Monday Club can be very pleased 
with the F.C.S. conference and its results. All 
Club members played an active and significant 
role. 
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III. Federation of Conservative Students 

Half- Yearly Conference Report 

The conference was held at Warwick University on 
September 5th, 6th and 7th and attended by about 
120 delegates. The Monday Club's represent at ion 
held up well from the national conference last 
Easter remaining at about 12.5% of the delegates, 
which is quite a large proportion. It should be 
noted, however, that since the national F.C.S. 
conference the Monday Club has made further 
inroads with the recruitment to our ranks of Alan 
Griffiths, a member of the F.C.S. Student Affairs 
Committee, the second of the two bodies which run 
the F.C.S .. In addition to good Monday Club 
support there was also a majority, albeit a 
marginal one, for the Right in general. 

The main controvesy centred around two motions 
submitted by the Tory Left. One which attacked 
the whole base of the government's economic 
strategy was decisively rejected. The more lively 
debate concerned Lord Thorneycroft's decision to 
re-organise the Community Affairs Department in 
Central Office. This Department is dominated by 
the Left and hence it was the Left who submitted a 
motion attacking the decision. After a heated 
debate the motion was rejected by 70 voters _to 50. 
The other major decision of the conference was the 
decision, passed overwhelmingly, to send a 
telegram to the Prime Minister protesting at th~ 
visit, starting on Sunday, September 7th, when the 
conference was s i tting, by the Conservative Trade 
Unionists to Romainia at the invitation of 
Romania's official Trade Unions. 

Two M.P. 's addressed the conference, both Monday 
Club members, Ivan Lawrence M.P. who is the 
Honorary Vice-President of the F.C.S. and Teddy 
Taylor M.P. who made it clear that he would 
support right-wing moves to persuade Universities 
and Colleges to disaffiliate from the N.U.S .. The 
only other major point of the conference, but one 
of great importance was the decision of the 
Student Affairs Committee to enclose in the next 
official mailing an enclosure from a pressure 
grot•p, the Student Campaign for Electoral Reform. 
This is a very dangerous move since any other 
pressure group from the T.R.G. to the Monday Club 
could now surely claim the same privelege. It is 
not acceptable for the propaganda of any pressure 
group to be included in official Party mailings, . 
including the Monday Club. Official protests by 
the Monday Club were made to the Party Ch airman, 
Lord Thorneycroft together with the Chairman, 
Senior Vice-Chairman and Student Affairs Committee 
Chairman of the Federation of Conservative 
Students, and as a result of this pressure Lord 
Thorneycroft has countermanded the Student Affairs 
Comm ittee"s decision. 

On the whole a successful conference for the 
Monday Club. The Club ' s students must now prepare 
and ensure as large a turnout as possible for next 
Easter's national conference. 

Richard Turnbull. 

HOW TO SUPPORT * 

THE NATIONAL 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT 

REFERENDUM CAMPAIGN 
* Just complete, detach and return coupon on page 33 * 
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POLITICAL OFFICERS NOTE BOOK 

· The 1980 Party Conference 
The party conference season started in earnest 
with the Socialist 'get together' at Blackpool; 
there the fraternal 'brothers' and comrades under 
the leadership of your actual true but wealthy 
Socialist the (renounced) noble Viscount Stansgate 
lit an immpressive array of fireworks under the 
seat of then Party Leader - one J. Callaghan, much 
to the latter's discomfiture. The Labour Party 
will bear the scars of this entertaining little 
episode for many years to come. 

In contrast, the Conservative Party Conference was 
a very sedate affair. It was so well stage­
managed and polite that hardly a dissident could 
be seen or heard . 

Executive Council got the opportunity to enliven a 
couple of the set debates. Mr Rrian Kathbone made 
a powerful attack on the "Wets" whom he suspected 
of lurking in the background, and declared himself 
in full support of the Government's economic 
policy, while Mr John Pinniger made a very able 
speech loudly condemning the Home Office's 
handling of Race and continuing immigration. 

The Monday Club, sensing from the motions chosen 
for debate, that the Conference managers had gone 
too far with pasturising and sanit i sation of the 
topics to be discussed, was in the forefront of 
the Conservative Pressure Group's demand for a 
little health-giving roughage in the Conference 
diet. As Ian Bradley wrote in the 'Times' of 9th 

We were we 11 pl eased th.at two members of our October:-

'~f£e;: Pre~.s~r~ groµpsl ---=a=u~n-ch-a-tt_a_ck-_-o-.n-. -
)~[ .'stage,management' of agenda · 

· From Ia~ ·Bradley · · day Cl.lib,· and o;e ~f those wh.o parties can · influenc~ govern-
Keith : Brighton · • conven-ed the .. working party, . ment or . opposition policy in . 

!f mes- k th s_aid yesterday: . . "What _ has any way." · . ; . . - . 
,, r:ts of A strong attac on e srage brought the thinking pressure· · Feeling ·· against .the stage 
• eing . managemen•t of the confere'?ce groups together and what wor- management of_ the . ·co:nference •. 

bttt htls. been launched by t~e. fl~ . ries us all. is that the party • is is · rU11J1ing equally strciogly on 
r- ,. pro- main · pressure groi:ps ._Withlll alienating · its. intellectual ele-. dje left .and right wings. of the 

. , the party: · . ·· · · ' ·• ·- ... · ments by refusin'g, to allow de- party. The left is annoyed that 
~ -j nfla- A . prelumnary .r~port. to. ~e bates of substance and year no opportunity has . been given 
; down . pu~hshed at a me~mg Ill after · year · passing -bland this week to debate the recent 
. s the Brighton toda:v d~scpbes · the motions- which give ministers a winding · down of the · party's · 
► Ul, as ~onference a&-" a dMigrace" and · ca!"te. blanche ,to ignore what is• , Community Affairs Departmc~t 
:llHmts ~ys , that pressure for. chanie said m_ t.he debate. . . . . .at Central Office. The right 11 , 

. f'"_age 10 . the arra_nge~en,ts~ lS 1onit : '_'.The~e is . a - grbwing di,-'.. :an1try 'that I?Otions_selected_for, 
:-.y1ble ovei:due. It complains . that satisfaction that . there • is deba.te .on . 1ndustnal relations. i 

upt-:y . motions are· ~o b_lan~ _and self, no .. •organizational .tink •by . ·and immigration gave no oppor- . 
ti' . .1es ~ongratul~tory,, with unportant ,- which Conservative constituency t1,1nity . for : them to assert their J ... , 
" issues · be.mg sidestepped, and ,,: ·. ; views.' - . . · ·. 
. Mr oalls for · reforms · to makl'! ,....--,.------------, . l\fr' '·Mather , said : "Today's .. 

,r th~ debates more controversial and D • · ·, , debate .. on . the unipns was 
· taking • lively. . · . ·:· ....,. '.r'fe~r,;, 0 _ rvpical. Of 12J ~otio~s sub- ; 

,endi,.. · The report pomrs out t-hat of , - - C ~ vt mated by. constituencies, 90 
' t by 19l motions debated at 11 panv -~ , . ~ . / ·" ~.... . .called for definite . action or 

: ..-vice· conferences between 1966 and · , ., hJ · ,proposed a definite choice. Not : 
•, · 1971, only nine were defeated~· r·· . - V~p-,.,. -:-~ · .. one of those .was brought for-

' · It says "no one is sug.gestin,g . - -•:f,I~-- J warcl for debate. The confer,. 
( .;l ~~ . tha.t there is any· sort of man- · ~ -. ~ -0 1 ; .. · "'""'C ·t!nce managers never put a '. 

"r· . . ipulation ' in the :actuat voting · . L,-, question thaf ,divides: opinion_]• 
1 

1
.~r · or the wa:v that it is recorded . ·. · ' ··. ,· .. · .. . ·_ :.· . . ~ ~S. f _ in the party -to. the vote." . 

' ;· · , in the . official records . . There 7 The workipg party's report, , 
' ta{lyl · does not have to be. The same' . . . _ · .. ®~ -:.· , . which rt hopes to·· put before j Jonj sort of motions appe_ar agai'n ~t: neih-meeting of the party's. 

jt t 'I, and· again )"l!jlr after yeai: ", .. . . ·1·: . ·, ·.· .. : c· > .: . .central -CO!-mcit, i,n Mar~h. pro- I 
,nu~x,, ,_ •. The- report was dr~l'(P up ' by• pose~ .ma.,or reforms. m con•, 
t !1e\Y·, a working : pariy c1Mn:ene_d siz<.- ·,{_ ' .' . -~ , . :-;. · .-- . , Jeren.ce J?roc.edure; It calls for ,, 
f~!.e1tl- months &i0 -by thet IJOW Group,; . • ·,- ~- :· -die el_ecuon- of. an agenda .~ub- , 

u.u1 d the Mondav ;Club;' the Toty •, · ·- , cnmn11ttee to· pick the subJects • 
, , ' It. · Reform Group, the . Selsdon Uh for debate on the basis. 0~ the 

, truly Group and theNational .Associa- • · /,) number of motions ,submitted, 
• be tion of Conservath·e Graduates. .l.../ / · and for the inclusion of only 

I-~ idea Mr Graham Mather a mem• l C::,i thosf! motions capable of 
1d. ber of the- executive at' the Mon- ~ "1-;J, · 1 . ienuine and worthwhile debate • 

.. 
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The Monday Club had, however , provi ded the Par t y 
wi th some good fi brous ' health food' to chew over 
in t he fo rm of a brac e of wel 1 reason~d 
a ide-memoi r es which were pr esented to ~he Pr ime 
Mini st er by our energetic cha i rman, CouRC1l lor Sam 
Swerling, on the eve of ~he Conference . These 
documents (cop i es of which we re sent to the 
Mi nisters concerned) assessed the P:Ob l E;"1s facing 
our fishin g fleets _ and manu fa ct uring industry, 

su ggesting ways or avo1a1ng t he 1mpena1ng ae 1uge 
of bankru pt cies and mo un t ing unemp l oyment. As 

.. "'4!?1D.I!!"" -~ave net ii:ed sect ions 9.i. th_e_ Press and 
so~e broadcasting comment ators sugges t ed that the 
Club was atttckfng Mrs Th atcher and her policies . 
i tli s o, -:vur··~e; was not the case ·as car, be seeA 
fro; t he very fai r article i n the 'Guardian' of 
3rd October by Colin Brown : 

··:- Tory 
Right · 
urgee_· 
cut in 
MLR 

· By Colin Brown. 
Political Sta1f . 
A demand for a substantial I 

cut in !ilinimwn Lending Rate 
WU lodged with the Prime 
llinister, .3lrs That'ehH; · by the 
Right-wine Conserwtive Mon•· 
day Club yesterday. A cut in 
MLR may be made next Thurs. 
day durin, the Conservative 

. Party Annual Conference in 
Brighton. .... j 

Support for such a ~ove was .. 
underlined by the chairman of 
the Monday Club, Mr ~am 
Swerling. when he explained' 
two documents outlininc po~ 

ATTENTION 

MEMBERS are 

asked to submit 

CARTOONS and 

SHORT LETTERS, 

to the Editor 

for inclusion in 

des wbic.ll, be ctanned • . 'Would I 
help to save the ailin1 fisb• 
inctustrr ud increase tndns­
trial ptQSperitJ for land-based , 
!nns. . . i 

'l11e club wu concemed, he 
laid. about growing resentment 
at the way even the most efll• 
cient· umu of British manufac­
turing enterprise were bein1 
put out of business and Uus 
was felt among owners, share- · 
holders and ma~ers a, well 
as unemployed shop doo'° 
workers. . . 
~ After suffering from· man, 

years of petty Government in• 
terfennce, penal taxation and 
high inflation. the death blow 
is now being given in the form 
of cripplinr interest payments 
and the total destruction of the 
hom..- and export market 
through the combination of tu

1
, 

oil - enhanced value of stei1- . 
inr and the concealed · dumping I 
oi !~gn imports, .. ·· Mr 
Swerling told lir-s Thatche!' in j 
a persona:.l letter. 

,, it ,wu- imperative for the i: 
. · survival of m~· se.cton of ' 

British industry that ~e penal Il 
interest rates should. be cut " 
without -delay, sai<i the club's a 
report. "As well as bankrupt• r 
inr or otherwise cloaing many 
efficient and productive •~,. t 

. prises. . causi~ &reat capual l 

. !091 and mueh financial bard• i 
ship and unemployment, high 1: 
interest rates in themselves are a 
most i.ndauonary,'-' i t added. t 

The club warned the Go\·ern- t 
ment to be . aware of forcing t 

• the country through the impo- : 
· · sitfoa of nigh interest r ates , 

into a progressively accelerat- t 
· tn1 lnt!ation spiral which could t 
· ocly lead to disaster. It said : 
,. The Conservative Party must 
never allow itself to be 
accused of throwing good. pro­
ductive, · and efficient workers 
out of work to teach the la-,·, 
inefficient. and strike-ridden a I 
lesson. The bankrupted ex- < 
owners of efficient industry 1 ! 
will not thank us for eurin:;: 1n- j 1 
4ation at their expense." : 

Other proposals in the two IS 
documents which are likely to · 
ftDd considerable sup p o rt 
amoni the Tory faithiul at the 
party conferell!Ce were a call 
for hi&her duties on goods im­
ported at artificiallly low 
prices. particularly from East• 
em block countries, and' cur­
rency levies to erase the 
advantage to importers of the 
high rate of sterling . 

'the documents also came up 
With the idea of a new tu on , 
interest to counterbalance the 
reduction in MLR which would 

1

1 
be collected and paid to the 1 
E%chequer. by banks OJl all in- ' 
t_e?!_St_ paid to them. . ... _ ! 

It will be seen from those Discussion Papers that 
the Club was not asking for any change ?f_policy 
but rather for steps to make these policies work 
more quick ly, effectively and _without great damage 
to efficient industry. With the prospec\ of 
Michael Foot waiting round the corner to move into 
No . 10 in the ill-starred year of 1984,_Mrs 
Th at cher and her team cannot afford to get things 
wrong. She must not ·1 eave her policies to ~e the 
hostages of fortune, or worse, made ineffective by 
the confl i cting i nte res t s of the Eurocrats of 
Bru ssels and the regi me whi ch employs them. 

The Club has done what anr effective pressure 

the June issue of "MONDAY NEWS". 
group should - it has kept ,ts ear ~lose to the 
ground and has advised the Party and , ts lea~er _as 
to where t he cabinet have got balance ~nd pnor1ty 
wr ong and what must be done to r ectify ~atters._ 
Despite what the tim id , the _ l ess perceptive and 
. . - . . . -
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tne p1a1n amb1t1ous ,n the ~arty sometimes think, 
grovelling psycophants are less than useless to 
any Prime Minister. Mrs Thatcher knows that 

doom ror a I I . 

Sir Keith Joseph in the letter reproduced below, 
clear ly understands our argument, but evades the 
main problem. 

, liste~ing !? those who can only praise leads to 

s«:retary of Stai. for Industry 

John de Vere Walker Esq 
The :t'ionday Club 
122 Newgate Street 
London EC1 

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY 

ASHDOWN HOUSE 

123 VICTORIA STREET 

LONDON SWlE 6RB 
TELEPHONE SWITCH.OARD 01-212 767' 

z_<g October 1980 

Thank yo~ for your letter of 2 October and for the enclosed 
Aide-Memore on industrial policy, 'tlb.ich I read with interest. 
You will appreciate that many of your suggestions, especially 
those on trade, taxation and oil policy, lie outside my direct 
ministerial responsibility and I have no doubt you will be 
pressing your various suggestions in the coming weeks and months 
in the appropriate quarters. 

Without poaching on the pr'eserves of my co11·eagues, I think · 
I can venture my opinion that you have over-estimated somewhat 
the occurrence of unfar trade and its impact on our industry. 
When you consider for how many years our international 
competitiveness has been steadily eroded by relatively high 
inflation and low productivity growth, as well as lack of 
attention to design, quality and service then I feel we need 
look little farther for the chief reasons for our industrial 
plight. I certainly agree with you that we must deal promptly 
and vigorously with unfair competitive practices and use all 
our influence to reduce barriers to trade, rather than setting 
up barriers of our own. But among unfair practices, I should 
not include the fact that some other countries pay lower wages 
or have different safety, pollution or other regulations. We 
are an advanced industrialised country and we must compete on 
that basis, like Germany or Austria and many others. Certainly 
the levy you propose on imported manufacrures would breach our 
international obligations; for a country which exports an 
exceptionally high proportion of its Gross Domestic Product, such 
a course could prove counter-productive. It has a rather 
unhappy precedent in the import surcharge scheme of 1964-66. 

I cannot accept your criticism that this Government lacks interest 
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in industry: our whole economic policy is aimed at creating 
conditions in which industry, no longer crippled by inflation . - . ' excessive uovernment interference and the imbalance of power 
between manage!Ilent and unions,can compete and flourish. We do 
not believe tnis can be acnievect by in~erven~ion anct subs101es, 

but that should not be misinterpreted as indifference towards 
the indust rial situation. Our aim is to strike the right 
balance between Government support to firms and sectors of 
industry, and the setting of a proper economic framework. The 
control of public expenditure, which you advocate,is indeed a 
crucial part of this approach and we have made a start and 
are determined to do even better in future. We also see signs 
of success in the slowing of inflation, the improvement in 
management morale and the improved attitude of many wage 
bargainers. 

Although the next months are undoubtedly going to be very tough 
for industry, the Government's policy is the only one that holds 
out any real hope of long-term prosperity; we shall keep to our 
course. 

I have dealt here only with some of the points in your 
comprehensive and useful memorandum. Please be assured 
have carefully noted all your suggestions and will take 
into account. 

that I 
them 

Apart from the necessity to cut out all 
unnecessary spending at home - {and without being 
in the least anti Comon Market) the plain truth 
is that Mrs Thatcher's policies cannot be wholy 
successful so l ong as the EEC Eurocrats go on 
spending hundreds of millions of our hard earned 
taxes while fuelling our inflation by putting 
heavy levies on our imports of food and increasing 
dole queues by creating conditions and rules which 
bankrupt our manufacturing and fishing industries. 

BRITISH ENTERPRISE IN PERIL 

The Club's Politica l Officer pursued these points 
at our fringe meeting on 'British Enterprise in 
Peril' at Brighton. Neither he nor Captain George 
lr"awT'ord QBE the President of the National 
Federation of Fisherman's Organisations wanted 
unrealistic protection, but both demanded, in no 
uncertain terms, that Br i tain must be given fair 
play by our Masters in Br ussels and allowed to 
defend our industries aga inst 
politically-motivated and State subsidis ed 
dumping, some of which is clearly designed to 

• 

cause ·industrial unrest in this country - to say 
nothing of the scrapping of the Roya 1 Navy's 
res~ve of seamen and minesweepers - our fishing 
fleet. The Club's Political Officer stressed that 
either the EEC Eurocrats behave in a reasonable 
and enlightened way towards this country and its 
trading interests, or Mrs Thatcher must reassume 
those powers necessary to stop our industry being 
bankrupted as well as our fish stocks poached by 
foreign powers. If Mrs Thatcher fails to grasp 
this nettle the resentment of the unemployment 
caused will push her and the Conservative Party 
into the political wilderness for the rest of the 
century. 

He indicated that while he did not approve of high 
duties or taxes he failed to see the sense, or 
equity, in not making imported goods bear the same 
amount of contribution towards the cost of the 
Welfare State, defence etc., as those manufactured 
in this country. The tax element in every pound 
spent on home produced goods is about 50 pence 
when one takes into account VAT, PAYE, Corporation • 
Tax, National Insurance, Local Rates e:tc. -
compared with less than 20 pence in the pound on a 
similar imported article. 



16 Monday News, 16th March 1981. . 

However, regrettably we have no one to bl ame for 
the current damagingly high interest rates which 
will continue until the Government stops wholesale 
borrowing to finance extravagance which this 
country cannot afford . He cited the waste in the 
administration of the Health and Educational 
Serv i ces; he advocated the break up of 
bureaucratic empires and the return of financial 
control to Headmasters and Hospital Matrons. 

George Crawford OBE spoke passionately about the 
apparent de I ,berate wreck of this country's 
fishing fleets and the poach ing of our fish stocks 
by the Brussels Eurocrats . It is clear that their 
Political Masters are envious of our island 
position. 

Of George Crawford's speech Ian Frdser Grejgor 
rerorted in the 'Glasgow Herald' (9th October): 

Our fight for a bigger 
share of the fish pond 

. . . 

,TWO-TIURDS of the total fish stocks In today concerm the JSrttllb ..... of D 
the collective waters of the EEC ,re bl total catch lo the "'European Pf11111'r, 11 
British waters. But it aeems likely that 1be collectlve wa1er1 of tbe iEc 
.Britain will be left with. about just on&- partners are called. - · 
third of the total-with the result that Aoati.Goalshare,orquota.t11betotlll. -By_ IAI_N_ FRASER ORIG_ OR 
many fishing communlde5 are facing a .catch In the Pond bas _. Ille aDocated • 
bleak future. . , . . . · ··etldl member. . 

Today the Fisheries Minlsten of the Brldlll flsbenneo arpe dlat - .,... 
Community are meetinl In Brussels to thirds of tile flab bl u,e Polld .,. 1111 
finalise their Common Flsherles Policy- British waters, they are entitled to a ~ 
they have a deadline. of Dt..>eember to get share. But last IDClllth's offer fJom · die 
the four-year dfipute resolved. other -partners was )ult ll'f>, '"lwtndle", acconHna to • Grbnaby MP 

The common policy will regulate an . Britain', ftsbermell argue dlat • ~ Austin Mitchell, "put together days 
flshlng operations In the waters of lbare for themlelves II • · jll.c one bi beiore Britain's entry just lo gain accesa 
Community members, and whatever the terms or the contrlludle · of Bridlb to our grounds." , · • 
provisions of the final deal, their waten, and a ~ realiltlc ooe In · Mr Enoch Pow~ MP. for South Down, 
Implications wlD be very serious for terms or 1he1r (ldure needs. _ ,, _. ., told tbe Commons, in a filberles debate. 
British fishing. . - Tb& other .-rmers .., Mr offer ts · Just before the swruner recea "Our 

Last month, the Ministers mer to bued on the Mleilmeat that the British· membership of the EEC has cost us 
discuss the comervatlon provisions of the bave never taken mon·tban about IIIJ(, of . control of our own sovereign waters. 
final deal, and the trade paper Fl,,.,in& .the ftf11t in tile~ _ ., "Within the Community, we have ... 
News spoke for most of the industry , 7 ~ · - · .bargaining ,::r· Under the Treaty 
when it claimed: "AU the conservation The Brltilll lilldustrJ dabDI dla( tip. by which we tbe .other countries 
package has done is to alert our Mlelllllellt Is apurloua. TIie period of could fish up to our beaches by waiting 
fishermen to the iniquities that lie in wait years taken as a bull for the other until 1982." · 
for them In a Common Fisheries Pc,llcy." partners' calculatiool •• GDe In wlucb Therefore, no matter what deal Britain-

British fishermen will have to fish the Brltlsb proportion of the total catch may get from the ftDal C~ou 
with larger-meshed nets • of 81 •• · mmatunlly '9e,reaed, partly u a Fisheries Polley, major problems will · 
millimetres from Christmas and switch ,.... oi mi IDcreMe ID die JandiDp of remain - the present Britl&b Fleet is too 
again by late 11182 to •millimetre nets. o~ fleets. · . · large for the fish resources likely to be 
this chanaeover will be expensive, and Tbe Danes_ for lnltamce_ explcMted available to it In the next few years. , 
.W eat Into the emergency ,1c1 fund . ~ Sea · ~ .. make 6th fntroducmg the r-=cent White Fish 
-~ made available - by 1111 .aeal irltb wbicb to feed their pip. Authority's · annaaJ report, chalQJWl 
Government. · · :. lain McSwem, deputy dlief executlYe Charles Meek called the last year the one 

But inany Datdsh ftshennea ti t1te Scottub Filbermen's Orpnisadoa In wbicb '"die ildlStry fell- off tbe 
lll)eclalise bl . "'bllstrlal • flllllnt, · uys •t Jf an earllfr period llad been H~t...;...; .i added' -

. trawJJna up Ill Ulefi' lf.mBlbnetre pout taen as a basis for cal~dan, "Britain ._,._..,.... • .lbere II too 
'nets ~ ftsh of aped flt fo · would have had a much more favourable - JDUcb catcblng power pursuing too few 

. . bumaa and turning esft, al r weiptlng.• -. . · , resources In home wate1',; 
with the rest · of their catch, :: He adds that a share ti about ~ · = two years ltgC>rthe Authority 

• .. 8 .. -eal • '"ccaald ha bleak f · P a restruc.turlng plan, whld, was 
IIBIWI As George Crawford; president ve ~ or I to have cost £3l2m, but to date nq •ction 
of itte National Federation of-~ and would ~ make • bas been taken on it. 
Flshermeos' Organlsatloaa told a ~ous diff~ __ to ttae Scottl&h 1be alternative to an orderi:Kplaime!c1 
Monday Club meetfDa at the recent ~ :- , . . cut-back In the fleet is to allow the "laws · 
Conservative Party Conference, t1-e · 1be difficulty for the Industry and die of the market place" to drive men and 
new regulatlom meant "nothJnc more Gover:nment 11 that ~ •r partners boats from th~ industry. The effect this 
than that fish wlD swim through Brttllb hold an the cards, • a result of the • cou1c1· have 00 many Scottish fishing 
cod-ends only to end up in,. a Danlsll caodltions relatlr_tl · to ~ritfsh co11UDunities· le Incalculable - but 
fishmeal factory the next day. . membership of the CoQUQl,IDity. - certainly unfavourable. · 

The last-4itcb is.1Ue under dbc:tm:Joo Those relating to fl~ were a .· · 
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The Rt. Hon. George Younger replied to this joint 
onslaught . On behalf of HMG he said that he 
appreciated the validity of many of the points 
raised and would relay them to his cabinet 
colleagues - while saying that he felt that taking 
ev!rything into consideration the Government was 
broadly on the right lines. He felt that our 
negotiations with our friends in the EEC would be 
fruitful and in everyone's best interests in the 
long run. 

The Political Officer while thanking Mr Younger 

THE BRITISH NATIONALITY BILL 

While in recent years there has been a distinctive 
effort made to stifle debate on immigration at 
Party Conferences, the Monday Club has never 
flinched from speaking out to express the views of 
the majority. Thus, the Monday Club's first 
meeting at Brighton in 1980 was on the subject of 
Nationality and !rm,igration. The speaker was Sir 
Ronald Bell QC, MP, and it is thanks to such 
Monday Club stalwarts like Sir Ronald that we will 
never neglect the issue of immigration. As the 
Club Chairman, Councillor Sam Swerling, who was in 
the Chair, remarked in response to a question, 
"Ronald Bell has been campaigning on this issue 
for more than 25 years, as had former 
parliamentary colleagues, such as the late Sir 
Cyri 1 Osborne, Harold Gurden and Norman Pannel 1." 

Sir Ronald dealt with the intricacies of the 
proposed Nationality Bill and its various grades 
of Citizenship etc. and also spoke about the 

·for attending the meeting and replying on behalf 
of the Government, asked him to make clear to his 
Cabinet col leagues that apart from the hardship, 
unemployment and electoral disadvantage inherent 
therein - the rundown of either our fishing fleet 
or 0ur manufacturing base is ser i ously damaging 
this Country's ability to assist with the defence 
of the West. The destruct ion of both, as is 
already progressing apace, will soon leave these 
islands incapable even of self-defence in any 
prolonged conflict. 

dnomaly whereby citizens ot the Irish Republic can 
vote in British elections. The people to blame 
for the level of immigration, said Sir Ronald 
we re n o t t h e i mm i g r an t s t h ems e 1 v es , but th~ 
politicians who allowed it. Sir Ronald emphasised 
that there is not only a need to halt all 
i1T1T1igration now, but also to implement schemes of 
repatriation, in order to achieve a definite 
outflow of the coloured population, · achieved on an 
equitable basis. 

It should not be forgotten that this government 
has again betrayed the people over irm,igration. 
Quietly dropped are the quota system of entry 
and the register of dependants, and it is up to 
the Monday Club and its members, 1 ike Sir Ronald 
Bell, to continue to speak the views of the silent 
majority." 

'The Yorkshire Post' carried the following report: 

MP urges repatriation 
k CLAMPDOWN on Immigration annual rate of coloured Immigration The proportion of the non-white 
coupled with a compulsory repatriation running at around 50,000. · population in 1977 was 4.6 per cent. "It 
programme is needed to save Britain's 'fle said: "The number of illegal must certainly be five per cent. by . 
national identity, the MP, Sir Ronald immigrants being caught is running at now," said Sir Ronald. · · 
Bell, said yesterday. an annual rate of 1,800. I leave you .to :•My opinion is that the rate of 
_ "If we do nothing, we are· bound to guess the number not caught. change inflicted on our country," with· 
be overwhelmed and superseded in our "There is then the far larger number kout the consent and often without the 
own country in a not very di~tant of those who entered legally as visitors nowledge of _ the population, is not 

- future.. Sir Ronald (Beaconsfield) or studentli and just disappeared. The <;ompatible with the survival pf a sense 
told a' Monday Club meeting at the total, minus any outflows, is certainly of national identity. 
J;Onference. over 50,000, perhaps 60,000. ''It is the national scandal surpassing 

He· attacked successive Home "In addition to these new Common- all others. I do not blame the immi-
S.ecretaries w h O s e discretionary _ wea_lth ~nd Pakistani s_ettlers, we are grants. In their place I would have 
-"chits" allowing foreigners to enter ; letting an 32,000 foreigners a year. done the same. I blame the · British 
Britain had "flown around like autumn .. ' Nearly all ,!he incomers breed faster politicians who let them cotne." 
leaves." - · "than we do. . He called- for the cessation of 

' Sir Ronald quoted figures from the immigration and the reactivation of 
· ·.:• ·Indian traders, . Iranians and Arabs Registrar General's 1978 returns for the repatriation programme. 
h;ad entered Britain in <troves by the Greater London area. · "The time has long past when 
courtesy of the Home.Secretary at the Births to mothers not born in tlte ,mereJy stopping the inflow could effect 
time, Sir Ronald said. · , United Kingdom · came to 35 per cent. a cure. The natural increase of those 

"There were more than three million of the total. In . England and'- Waleit here is now the rnajor problem" he 
~oloured people ·jn Britain, with the _together it was 13 per cent. said. . ' 

The Home Secretary is obviously heading for 
trouble within the Party over the "Wetnest' of 
this Bill - which contrasts with the election 
promise. 
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NATIONAL CAPITAL PUNISHMENT REFERENDUM CAMPAIGN 

The best, biggest and most enthusiastic fringe 
meeting of all was ccnvened to hear Teddy Taylor 
MP , I v an L aw r enc e MP , W i l l i am Wal k er MP and 
Executive Council Member Graham Mather launching 
the Monday Club's National Capital Punishment 
Referendum Campaign. 

The very size of the meeting reflected the 
widespread damand within the Party for such a 
referendum - the following few reports speak for 
themselves on this most important subject, where 
the Secretaty of State's views differ dramatically 
from those held by the majority in the Party. 
From 'The Times' (9th October): 

Monday Club starts 
-hanging camp~ign 

By Our political Correspondent _ 
" Britain · does nnt belong to 

thl! politicians, Britain beJnn'.I~ to 
the people ", Mr Teddy Taylor, 
MP for Southend, East and a 
former . Conser.•a ti ve minister. told 
a meetln& of the right -wing 
Monday Cluh called to launch a 
campaign for a natinnal referen­
dum nit the restoration of capital 
punishment. 

Mr Tayl or . argued that MP~, 
who were allowed to vote in ·. 
accordance with - their Individual , 
conscience on this i~sue, had ·con- . 
Ri~tently ignored the · majority 
view of the general . public that -_ 
capital punishment is a necessary 
detiirrent. · 

Speakers quott-d In support of 
tMir c-1mpaign a statement by Mrs 
thatcher that " the vast majority 
of peopJ-e in this country would 
like to ,,see the d_eath penalty 
restored . . 

They also quoted 'Mr William 
· Whitelaw; tht Home Secretary, 

explaining -to the Con1mons why 
he . )\•as voting against . capital 
punl~hment : _ " I am ,robably 
&oina a1atnst the wishes of the • 

majortry :or my constituents and a 
majority of the people in the 
country as a wht'lle " . 

Mr Taylor said the primary 
purpose &f the campaign was to 
back up the forces of law and 
order and ;to • proteq Innocent · 
hves. 

Mr Taylor believed that If there 
wer~ a 2-1 or 3-1 majority In, a 
refer.enctum In favour of reetnri• 

·tton of capl-tal punishme11t, HPs 
wo1ild not be able ro iSnon that 
verdict. - _ 

Mr Ivan Lawrence, MP for 
Burton, whose move tll · restore 
the death penalty was rejected bl -
the Commnns by 129 votes In 197 .,, 
said that because Qf the growth 
of violence m,ny · mor• people 
were attemptint · to take the law 
into tlleir own hands 

Mr William Walker, MP for 
Perth ;ind East Pertl'lshire, said 
that convicted murderer..s tn Perth 
prison had assured him th11t if , 
there.had heen capital punishment 
they would . ·not - hav• carried 
weapons, ' 

Members of the Monday Club will be pleased to 
learn that our National Capital Punishment 
Referendum Campaign is now well under way - we 
would, however, ask those members interested in 
the Campaign's objects who have not already joined 
to do so without delay and get your friends to do 
so too - application coupons are to be found on 
page 33 

From 'The Daily T&legraph': 

IDFMAND'. FOR 
I REFEREND'QM 

ON HAr~~!~~o 
By Our Political Staff 

SOCIETY will_ de~en~rate 
unless "mst1tutiona­

lised · vengeance ." -fa the 
form of capital punishment 
is reintroduced, Mr Ivan 
Lawrence, Conservative 
MP for Burton~on-Trent. 
said yesterday. 
Mr Lawrence was speaking at 

the launch of a campaign by 
the right-wing Monday Club for 
a referendum on !:be return of 
the death penalty, in which 
local committei!s will be set up 
to exert pressure on M Ps who 
do not support the move. 
· In :1n effort , to secure the 

'\\-idest ·· possible support, the 
campaign · will , concentrate on 
securing an advi!ory l)OU to 
give Par-liament the views _ of 
the nation before the issue is 
next debated in the Commons. 

But advocates · of a return of . 
1 hanging, led by Mr -•Teddy 
Taylor, MP for Southend East; 
made it clear that if suoh a 
referendum produced a heavy 
majority in favour of suoh a 
step, Parliament - would be • 
under strong moral pressure to 
follow suit. , -

Different fo11t1 
Mr Taylor insisted that last 

ye-ar!s Commons ·_ vote _ by a 
majority of 119 not to reintro: 
duce the death penalty was not 
the end of the story. But it was . 
equally clear ·the · campaign 
would have to take a different 
form. · 

" The only way-to get action 
Is to let the people of this coun• 
try have their _say in a referen• 
dum. People have the right to 
tue their own decisions on thia 
important issue." 

Stating that the first duty of 
Government was to preserve law 
and order and protect its. people 
again!t "thug5, vandal5 and 
those involved in violence "- Mr 

, Taylnr produced figures indicat­
i iTl~ that murders had increased.. 
i three-fold in En,1tland and almost 

1
10-fold in Scotland since the 

I 
abolition of hanging. 

" There comes a time when 

I people have to speak, when we 
need to know what oeople them-

I 
selves think of this issue. I 
believe politicians of all parties 
are out of toudi with what is a I vital and important issue." 
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Almost immediately after the end of the Pcrty 
Conference the Monday Club Plymouth Branch held a 
One-Day Conference, where the pr1nc1pal speakers 
were Mr David Storey, the Club's Deputy Chairman, 
and the Rt. Hon. J. Enoch Powell - the Ulster 
Unionist Member for Co. Down (South). 

Mr David Storey spoke brilliantly on the role of 
the Monday Club as the 'Guardian of the Tory 
Conscience", a phrase used by Sir Harold Wilson in 
describing the club. Mr Storey was highly 
critical of those in the Party who hanker for the 
middle ground - and object to the Monday Club 
taking a firm stand on anything for fear of 
'rocking the boat'. 

Mr Powell, as ever, spoke magnificently on the 
subject of this country's position within the 
Common Market. 

THE ULSTER UNIONIST PARTY 
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The · ' Sunday Telegrap h' ( lltn 
October 1980) carried the follow-, 
i ng report :• · 

Powell 
slates 

EEC-
MR ENOCH POWELL, 

Ulster Unionist MP for 
Down South, renewed his 
attack on BritiSlh membership 
of - the European Economic 
Community in a speech to the 
Right-wing South West Mon­
day Club oonference at Ply- · · 
mouth yesterda1'. .· 

He accused Parliament of 
having, in . l!t72, on behalf of 
the nation; · made " the most 
comple(e abnel(ation of its in­
dependence and the .most com­
prehensive acknowledgment of 
a new and subordinate status 
tut it would be possible to 
devise_ or draft." 

The Political Officer also represented the Club at Hedeniedtheclaimthatth~-
th A 1 C f f th Ul t P t h · h area· over which the Unite1 e nnua on erence O e S er ar Y - W l C ~ngdom had surrendered iti 
was held at Omagh. He made an impassioned pl ea 1nd~pendence was · minimal 

eaytog, "' the ·~r oo this i~ for the Ulster Unionist Council and the Ulster that the area is large and 
Unionist Constituency Associations to take and rapidly growinr. 

th · f 11 · htf 1 d l · "It must be a matter for con-occupy e1r U , rig U, an proper Pace ln siderable doubt whether if 
_the councils of the Conservative and Unionist Germany had invaded and'con-
p t I t 1 t t t h t M H t h I quered this island in l 940 it ar y. was on y oo rue a r ea s would have extracted fro~ 1 administration had put friendship with the Irish cowed or qujsling Parliament 
Republic (presumably to assist their mutual _at-WeSt01in~er so humiliating an act of total- surrender as -the 
passage into the Common Market) before the welfare House of Commo1113 . b a 

and i n deed the v e r y s a f et y o f t h e P e o p l e o f :!t~~f°~\;,otG~ a~~~ 
Northern Ireland - However no good purpose was how JJ)any. emoted in 1972." 

being served by the Ulster Unionists absenting --------------------------• themselves from the governing councils and border areas. 
cOfmlittees of the Conservative and Unionist Party 
- on the contrary, with the Labour Party now 
determined to ditch Ulster at the earliest 

_opportunity we need more than ever to make the 
Conservative Party see reason - ~nd how better to 
do so than to influence it from within? 
Especially as we have an immense amount of 
goodwill in the Northern and Scottish 
constituencies. It is in everyone's interests 
that we should begin to do so wfthout further 
delay. 

The gene~al tone of this Conference was one of 
loud, heartfelt, reasoned and sustained criticis~ 
of Mr Humphrey Atkins' inept handling of the 
terrorist situation in Ulster - particularly in 
the way that while pointless bombings were on the 
decrease, the premeditated and planned murder of 
key local figures is very much on the increase, as 
is the general harassment of Unionist farmers in 

It is an awful ref lection on Conservative politics 
that M_rs Thatcher's appointee, Humphrey Atkins, 
was being compared most unfavourably with Labour"s 
Roy Mason . 

For the interest of members we have pleasure in 
quoting two of the speeches to the Conference. 
that of The Rt. Hon. Enoch Powell M.P. for Co. 
Down (South) winding up the debate on the Economic 
Survey, and that of the Party Leader, James 
Molyneaux M.P., at the close of the Conference. 
both of these speeches are we·l 1 worth reading: 

Enoch Powell said: 

"Northern Ireland is an integral part of the 
British economy. It therefore suffers, and suffers 
disproportion!tely because of its situation, from 
the ills which affl i ct the Br itish economy as a 
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whole. Of these ills the principal are inflation 
and unemployment. To a large extent the second of 
these, unemployment, is the present result of the 
first, inflation, in the past. Inflation has been 
the critical evil for Britain and therefore for 
Northern Ireland. That is why the Ulster Unionist 
Party in its gernera1·e1ection manifesto last year 
promises to support steps "to put an end to 
inflation". 

There is no doubt that as inflation falls, 
unemployment rises. It is also true, because the 
reason is the same, that unemployment falls as 
inflation rises. In both cases this happens 
because the price of labour is alays "sticky" and 
is therefore outstripped by the change in the 
value of money, both when that is falling at an 
accelerating rate and when it is falling as at 
present at a diminishing rate. So the demand for 
labour increases when inflation rises and is 
reduced when inflation falls. It was knowledge 
of this simple fact which enabled and morally 
o b l i g e d s o m e .o f u s t o t e l l t o o u r f e l l o w 
countrymen that if and when inflation was dealt 
with, unemployment would for a time rise. 

Of course the Government could set about reducing 
unemployment right now · by increasing inflation. 
There is no secret about that. That is just what 
Prime Minister Heath and Chancellor Barber decided 
to do and did do, in 1972, thereby starting 
inflation on its upward course which peaked in 
1976 at nearly 30 per cent. per annum. There is 
no need for Mrs. Thatcher to deny or dispute that 
a good bout of roaring inflation would bring the 
unemployment figures down. Her case is far 
stronger. It rests on the indisputable fact that 
inflation cannot go on accelerating for ever, and 
that when it does stop unemployment rises. 
Therefore, to raise inflation in order to reduce 
unemployment is simply to buy lower unemployment 
now at the certain cost of still higher 
unemployment not long afterwards. 

If the workers understood this simple fact they 
would ooo, not the Prime Minister, but the people 
who offered them nothing but a crude and sordid 
repetition of past deception followed inevitably 
by suffering which falls on the innocent and not 
the guilty. 

That is not a deception in which my colleagues and 
I intend to join. We shall argue for a more than 
fair share for Ulster out of a balanced British 
budget; but we will not be party to clamouring for 
a return to inflation through rampant public 
expenditure. We wi 11 al so not be party to the 
deceit of pretending that there is a fairy 
godmother called the EEC who is ready to shower 
Ulster with goodies if only a stepmotherly 
government would let her. All the money that 
comes from the EEC, or is (as the saying goes) 
"offered" by the EEC, is our own money being paid 
back to us mightily reduced. So far as Britain is 
concerned, EEC expenditure is expenditure at the 
British taxpayer"s expense and so much added fuel 
to British inflation." 

James Molyneaux reviewed the work for the Party 
and the prospects for 1981 concentrating mainly on 
security and the economy of Ulster. 

"The life or death problem of security continues 

to be uppermost in our minds. Our Party 
specialists have worked untiringly in identifying 
defects and weaknesses. Their conclusions are 
conveyed to those in authority and provided the 
pressure is maintained results are achieved. 
Needless to s3y all of this must be done in 
conditions of secrecy for we are resolved to 
ensu-re that no life is placed in further danger by 
publicity seeking gi1m1icks . 

We must all take heart from the increasing 
effectiveness of the RUC and the UDR. No praise 
can be too high for their devotion to duty and for 
the courage of the part time members of both 
forces, particularly in the frontier region, who 
are extremely vul~erable as they go about their 
daily business. Those of us who have come to know 
many of them in their own surroundings are 
determined that we shall leave nothing undone 
which might increase their safety and protection. 

We have never belittled the contribution of our 
Army and we welcome the Brighton assurances that 
our troops wil 1 remain just as in other parts of 
the Kingdom . We shall ensure that they remain in 
adequate numbers to perform their primary function 
of guarding with increasing efficiency the land 
frontier of the U.K. and providing support for the 
RUC and the civil power. 

But I have to say that the bravery and the 
sacrifice of our security forces will be of no 
avail unless there is real evidence of the will to 
win at the top - because the buck stops at the 
top. 

Such lack of will is evidenced by so-called low 
intensity and low profile operations; by disregard 
of the basic principles of counter-terrorism; by 
appearing to regard a chu1m1y relationship with the 
Republic as being more important than the lives of 
H.M. subjects. Sealing of both sides of the 
frontier was possible after the brutal murder of a 
Gardai Detective earlier this week. Why is it so 
impossible on a permanent basis? 

Most damaging of all has been the constitutional 
uncertainty created by a year and a half of public 
talks; conferences and initiatives. Precious 
lives have been lost because Ministers and some 
local politicians, for their own selfish reasons, 
ignore the fact that terrorists have been 
encouraged by the unnecessary questionmark dangled 
over Northern Ireland. 

Munich-minded politicians need not shed crocodile 
tears for it is they who keep the IRA in business. 

(and in relation to the economy_) 

"So seriously do we regard the economic proble s 
of Ulster that we devoted the first day of our 
conference to this and related problems. 

Many valuable ideas emerged and others have been 
discussed today. 

As a Party we have not been complacent in recent 
months. Practical steps have been taken and more 
will follow but I prefer that these should be 
judged by results rather than by optimistic 
forecasts. 
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We have survived in spite of them. As scientists 
are restricted by law in their experiments on 
human and even animal subjects, how much more 
should we as responsible politicians reject 
further pointless experiments on the body and mind 
of Ulster. 

A decade ago it was claimed that Ulster was at the 
crossroads and we obliged our enemies and false 
friends by each attempting to follow the road 
which took our fancy irrespective of its 
destination. 

The question now is, can we pull ourselves 

together, shut our ears to the baying of the 
hour.ds and re_sume ~ur forward march? So long as 
~hat ques~ion is avoided, so long wi 11 we wander 
1n the wilder~ess. Experience has taught me to 
value the quality of commonsense, which is one of 
our greatest assets. 

We know in our hearts that we will one day have to 
return to a settled course. Why not now? What 
have we gained - what can be gained - by exploring 
blind alleys? What advantage is there in sordid 
intrigues, policy somersaults or political 
hang-gl idiRg?" 

LETTERS TO and FROM H.M.G. 
I. AIDE-MEMOIRE TO THE PRIME MINISTER 

on INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS 

A deputation of leading members of the Monday Club 
- the Conservative Activists' Group - led by the 
then Chairman, Major Patrick Wall M.C., M.P. and· 
including Sir Ronald Bell, Q.C., M.P. presented to 
the Prime Minister an Aide-Memoire entitled 
"Towards Industrial Sanity", in response to her 
ar.d the Secretary of State for Employment's call 
for comment on the Government's proposals for 
Industrial Relations Legislation and in particular 
on the Working Paper on Secondary Industrial 
Action. 

Copies of this 'aide-memoire' were sent to all 
members of the Cabinet, Conservative Members of 
Parliament, and to Constituency office holders, in 
a concerted attempt to rally support to out-vote 
the "wets" in the Party. 

The Industrial Relations Committee of the Monday 
Club as well as taking a realistic stand on the 
closed-shop and on picketing put some original 
ideas into this paper which include: 

1. The balancing of trade union privilege with 
trade union responsibility. (para . 22) 
2. The need for enforceable contracts. (para. 
24) 
3. No State aid to strikers or their families 
except in special circumstances. (para 37) 
4. Strike pay to be paid by the trade unions. 
(para. 39) 
5. To save jobs, overheads to be paid by the 
state, where firms are being put in danger by a 
strike. (para. 41) 
6. Payments to strikers who vote on strike 
ballots. (para. 46) 
7. Number of pickets to be limited. (para. 53) 
8. Arm-bands or identity cards for officially 
accredited pickets. (para. 57) 
9. Trade unions and employers' orqanisations to 
be made liable for tort actions. (para. 68) 
10. Workers to-be allowed three working days per 
year in addition to holidays to attend to personal 
matters. 

A copy of the letter from The Rt. Hon. James Prior 
to Major Patrick Wall M.P. 

16th April, 1980 

Dear Patrick 

Thank you for sending me a copy of your 
aide-memo ire "Towards Industrial Sanity". I found 
it most interesting and agree with many of its 
proposals for the short and long term. 

The Employment Bil 1, which, as you know, has now 
completed its Committee Stage, goes a long way 
towards meeting many of the detailed points raised 
in the aide-memoire. Moreover, the new clause 
which was tabled just before Easter. wi 11 add a 
further strict limitation o secondary action -
including strikes (such as those at the 
independent steel producers during the recent BSC 
dispute) and blacking - to the existing clause 
which withdraws immunity from secondary picketing. 

You will also have seen that Clause 6 of the 
Socia 1 Security ( No2) Bi 11, proposes a reduct ion 
of tl2 in the amount of Supplementary Benefit 
available to strikers' families. Taken with the 
provisions in the Employment Bill to safeguard 
people in a closed shop situation and to provide 
funds for secret ballots, I believe that we have 
taken the necessary legislative first steps 
towards ensuring a fairer balance of rights and 
responsibilities in industrial relations. 

As you know from the debates on the Employment 
Bi 11 I do not believe that it is necessary or 
desirable to go as far as your aide-memoire 
suggests in putting union funds at risk. But I 
agree that we need to review the whole structure 
of trade union immunities. That is why I am 
proposing to issue a Green Paper later this year 
to open up this whole issue to informed public 
debate. 

Thank you again for writing. 

Yours 

Jim 
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II. LEFT WING SUBVERSION 

20th July, 1980 

The Prime Minister 
The Rt. Hon. Margaret Thatcher, M.P . 
The House of Commons 
Westminster 
London S.W.l 

Dear Prime Minister 

P.s you wi 11 know, the Monday Club has made a 
priority task of research into Left-Wing 
Subvers ion, and of examining the way in which the 
Soviet Intelligence Service has consistently 
operated against Britain . 

Enclosed is a Memorandum on the latter aspect and, 
whilst we realise that a reply - beyond a mere 
acknowledgement - i s out of the question, may we 
respectfully urge t he Government to move against 
the Eastern Bloc with the same spirit of 
determination that was demonstrated in 1971? 

We believe that there is another great advantage 
awaiting to be harvested by the Government, 
whenever it makes moves of this kind, namely that 
an attack on the extreme Left / Eastern Bloc 
Subversion, links them, in the public mind - with 
the Socialists in general . With James Callaghan 
under attack from the extremests, we believe that 
this would be an ideal moment to strike . We hope 
you will find our Memorandum worthy of attention . 

We are 

Yours sincerely 

Sam Swer ling 
Chairman 

Dav id E. Storey 
Deputy Chairman 

M E M O R A N D U M 

SOVIET ESPIONAGE IN THE UNITED KINGDOM 

In the present climate of Anglo-Soviet relations, 
and of the reaffirmation of Co11111unist Imperialism 
exemplified in the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, 
the Monday Club considers that certain political 
and diplomatic measures which we have advocated 
for many years past should now be implemented as a 
matter of urgency. These measures will go some 
way towards remedying serious weaknesses in our 
defences which have been revealed by the treachery 

. of a series of British agents fo the Soviet Union 
in positions of inf l uence, the latest being 
Professor Anthony Blunt. In making the following 
recommendations it must be emphasized that our 
weak position vis-a-vis the Russians stems from 
the feeblen~ss of the Foreign Office, whose 
evasiveness, secretiveness and downright falsehood 
over the years have steadily res isted all attempts 
at rectifications . Evidence from offic i al 
records, notably those concerned with the 
implementation of policies resultinq from the 
Yalta agreement, indi cates th at cert a, n Foreign 
Office officials in influential posit i ons have 

pursued lines of activity in their dep-artmental . 
capacity which have been wholly consistent with 
the Soviet party line of the period . Their 
activities have been accompan i ed by strenuous 
efforts to keep these matters hidden from publi c 
view. The extent of these activities has been to 
some extent revealed by the release of Foreign 
Office files to researchers under the 30-year 
rule. 

In a free country such as ours there are obvious 
limitations on the measures available to counter 
"espionage" in its broadest sense. But what we 
can do is to neutralise the link which, it is now 
clearly established, connects British traitors 
with the Russian Intelligence Services 
headquarters in Moscow and consists of Soviet 
contacts whose identity, if known, has seldom been 
made public and who operate under the cloak of 
diplomatic immunity from the Soviet Embassy in 
London . 

This KGB link is vital to the operation of the 
Russian Intelligence Service in the United 
Kingdom, and we believe that the seriousness to 
the Russians of any threat to its continued 
existence was shown by the remarkable operation 
undertaken by them in 1965, when a 
carefully-organised campaign of defamation 
resulted in the defeat of Commander Anthony 
Courtney, then M.P. for Harrow East, at the 1966 
General Election. At that time his was the only 
voice raised in public life about the continuing 
abuse of Soviet diplomatic i11111unity for purposes 
of espionage. The Sov iet Ambassador of the time, 
Mr Soldatov, would never have authorized a risky 
operation of this kind i f he had not feared the 
effects of Commander Courtney's single-handed 
campaign to end the existing state of affairs. 

There are six principal measures which we advocate 
to end the present very unsatisfactory situation 
and to cr i pple the current and demonstrably 
successful operations of the KGB in this country. 

1. A drastic reduction in numbers of Corrmunist 
diplomats, trade representatives and other 
officials stationed in London . Not only do their 
official activities not match up to the actual 
requirements of trade and diplomacy, but it is 
known that a high proportion of these individuals 
are engaged in intelligence work. 

2. Cancellation of the "special arrangements" 
made with the Soviet and other Communist 
Governments in the l950's by which their nationals 
enjoy an extraordinary degree of diplomatic 
i111Tiunity in this country. The Foreign Office has 
confirmed that these arrangements are outside the 
provisions of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic 
Relations . 

3. A general Amnesty, for which there are now 
precedents, for all Communist Agents who are 
prepared to comerorward under conditions of 
absolute secrecy. The Declarat ion of such an 
Amnesty would, at least, produce a complete 
distrust of all existing agents in the eyes of the 
KGB "Resident" and must disrupt the i r existing 
networks to a considerable extent . The cases of 
Blunt and Cairncross provide useful precedents for 
this recommendat ion. 

4 . Can cellat i on of the d i p_l_orn_,tl_i_c im_mun_i_ty 
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~ccorded to the premises of the Soviet Trade 
Delegation in Highgate and dating from the 
"1 emporary" Trade Agreement of 1934. 

5. The re-publication and circulation on a wide 
scale of an up-dated version of the official 
publication "Their Trade is Treachery". This has 
been done once already, in 1974, but to a 
restricted circle of readers on account of "legal 
difficulties". 

6. A requirement that, as is the corresponding 
case in Communist countries, officials'of these 
countries in London should employ British 
chauffeurs for their official cars. 

For reasons best known to themselves it is 
probable that all these measures will be opposed 
by Foreign Office officials. The underlying cause 
is probably a fear of Soviet counter-measures, but 
the aftermath of the expulsion of 105 Soviet 
"diplomats" in 1971 shows that any unacceptable 
degee of reaction is unlikely. British subjects, 
including diplomats, have always been harassed by 
the KGB when required, and it is high time that 
such cases should be given publicity, and not 
concealed as so often in the past. 

In the view of the Monday Club, national security 
demands that the above recommendation should be 
put into immediate effect. The RIS is enjoying a 
significant advantage due to the exploitation of 
our national freedom, aided by an unaccountable 
degree of secretiveness and feebleness by the 
Foreign Office over the years. In face of the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, this advantage 
must be removed without further delay. 

29th July, 1980 

Dear Councillor Swerl•ng 

Thank you very much indeed for your kind letter of 
July 20th together with the enclosure. I was 
pleased to receive your correspondence. Let me 
assure you in reply that I personally keep a close 
eye on the general subject which you referred to. 
I fully share your belief that any responsible 
government in this country should regard it as 
being one of their major priorities. 

Yours sincerely 
Margaret That~her 

III. SUBVERSION IN BROADCASTING 

Extract from a letter from Mr John de Vere Walker 
on behalf of the Broadcasting Committee to the 
Prime Minister: 

26th June 1980 

The programmes 'Gone for a Soldier' and 'Death of 
a Princess' were both injurious to our National 
Interest. Now we have 'The Creggan' complete with 
IRA propaganda that the Creggan housing estate was 
a concrete wilderness designed as a 
'gerrymandering' trick by the Unionist Corporation 
of Londonderry. As Herbert Kretzmer writes in the 
Daily Mail, "It was unashamedly one-sided". It 
was more than that , it was subversive, calculated 
to damage morale in the Army, up~et the families 

of soldiers serving in Ulster and give sympat~y and' 
comfort to IRA terrorists and encouragement to 
potential terrorists. 

While this programme was distasteful to the 
majority of.viewers h~re_, it is unlikely to do 
much damage in Great Britain, apart from causing 
distress to t~e mothers of our troops, pleasing 
the few terrorist sympathisers in our midst and 
detracting from _the success of the Army's 
recruiting effort; it has a serious aspect in that 
it increases the difficulties of the security 
forces of the Irish Republic in those sensitive 
Border are.as ~here the whole popul_ation will have 
seen and been influenced by this pro IRA programme 
coming straight from the capital of the 'Brits'. 
However, the really big trouble will come when 
this is shown all over the USA (I understand that 
negotiations for the sale of the showing rights 
there are now well underway). It is bound to 
incite the Irish Americans to send more money and 
more weapons to Ulster and will probably 
indirectly cause the murder or maiming of many 
people - most of them attached to our security 
forces there. This is too high a price to pay for 
the luxury of allowing programme makers to 
bro_adcast anything they wish - however dangerous -
Br,tish Leyland workers would not be permitted to 
scribble their views across their products so why 
should broadcasters be allowed this privilege? 
Besides, there is not much point in our Embassy in 
Washin~ton working so hard to 'cool' American 
enthusiasm for the IRA when Her Majesty's 
Government actually licenses broadcasting 
undertakings to produce propaganda films in the 

- disguise -of 'documentaries' which are designed as 
recruiting and fundraising material for the men of 
violence. 
Mr K. Mosedale of Thames Television disclaims 
responsibility for the political and security 
aspects of this programme in that it met the 
requirements and gained the approval of the IBA. 
Mr David Glencross of the IBA says that it 
conformed to their 'Guidelines' which they have 
drawn up for themselves based on the principles 
laid down in the IBA. Act. 
I am perturbed to learn that Thames Television are 
now in the course of producing a series of six 
'llore programmes on the situation in Northern 
Ireland. It is to be hoped that Thames or the IBA 
(an be persuaded to act in a responsible manner -
and avoid inflammatory material - remembering that 
the lives of our soldiers and the police and of 
many law abiding citizens are at risk. The 
Minsitry of Defence, the Foreign Office and the 
Northern !rel and Office are all unhappy at the 
consequences of subversive broadcasts but say that 
they are powerless to do anything about it. 

As we see it, legislation is urgently needed to 
protect the truth and the National Interest, as 
well as free speech, and to ensure that 
documentaries broadcast by the BBC and Independent 
Television and Radio are factual and in the Public 
Good. It is essential that producers and others 
involved have a legal obligation to differentiate 
between facts and opinions and to ensure that 
opinions are clearly shown to be the opinions of 
named contributors; and that programme makers are 
not permi~ted to ab_use their specia_l positions by 
presenting their personal views as being 
established facts backed by the authority of the 
broadcasting organisation. 
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Reply by Mr Ian Gow on behalf of the Prime 
Minister 

I write further to my letter of 2nd July, and am 
now able to reply, on the Prime Minister's behalf, 
to your letter to her of 26th of last month. 

In that letter, you mentioned, in particular, the 
documentary .programme "Creggan", produced by 
Thames Television. 

Under the arrangements which govern broadcasting 
in this country the two broadcasting authorities, 
who are appointed as guardians of the public 
interest in broadcasting, have responsibility for 
their programmes subject to the law and to the 
observance of specific obligat ions in relation -to 
programme content. The Independent Broadcasting 
Authority has a statutory duty to satisfy itself 
that so far as possible, the programmes it 
broadcasts comply with certain requirements, for 
example that they do not offend against good taste 
or decency, are not offensive to public feeling 
and do not encourage or incite to crime or 
disorder. The Authority is also required to be 
satisfied that all news given in its programmes 
(in whatever form) is presented with due accuracy 
and impartiality and that due impartiality is 
preserved on the part of persons providing 
programmes on matters of political or industrial 
controversy or relating to current public policy. 
The BBC although not subject to statutory 
requirements, acknowledged similar obligations. 
Ministers consider that these obligations are 
adequate and they would not be disposed to add to 
them in the way you suggest. 

The policy of this Government , as of its 
predecessors, is that within the general framework 
described the broadcasting author i ties should have 
complete i ndependence in matters of programme 
content . It is for th em t o judge whether 
indiv i dual programmes are suitable to be 
broadcast, having regard t o the ir obligations . I 
am sure you wi 11 recognise the undesirability of 
political intervention in these matters. I would, 
however, suggest that if you wish to pursue your 
criticisms of particular programmes and trends in 
broadcasting you should write to the Chairman of 
the broadcastinq authorities, Sir Michael Swann in 
the case of the . BBC and Lady Plowden for the IBA. 

IV. PRESSURE GROUP PROPAGANDA 

Dear Lord Thorneycroft, 

I wish to express my concern on behalf of the 
Executive Council of the Monday Club and as a 
member of the Federation of Conservative Students 
at the proposed incl us ion in the next Student 
Activist Mailing of the FCS. of an enclosure from 
a pressure group known as the Student Campaign for 
Electoral Reform. We consider this a very 
dangerous step to take. The Federation will not 
now justly be able to refuse to include in its 
mailings the propaganda of any other pressure 
group within the Party from the Tory Reform Group 
to the Monday Club. We find this a very 
undesirable situation . Pressure groups within the 
Party should be able to influence members to join 
through their own activities and pressure, not 
through the use of the official Party machine and 

-we -find it very concerning that any propaganda 
from any pressure group should be included in any 
official Party mailing. 

By the time you receive this letter ~he mailing 
may have already gone out, but nevertheless we 
would appreciate both your comments and hopefully 
some action to ensure that this situation does not 
arise again. 

Similar letters have been sent to the Chairman of 
the Federation of Conservative Students, Peter 
Young, the Senior Vice-Chairman, Tim Janman and 
the Chairman of the Student Affairs Committee, 
Paul Lowery. · 

Yours sincerely, 

Richard Turnbull. 

Reply by the Chairman of the Party, The Rt. Hon. 
The Lord Thorneycroft C.H. 

Dear Mr. Turnbull, 

Thank you for your letter of the 9th September in 
which you express your concern on behalf of the 
Monday Club at the proposed inclusion of a leaflet 
from one of the pressure groups. 

We receive many requests from political and com­
mercial organisations outside the Party Organi­
sation for us to include items in the Central 
Office mailing and, therefore, in principle we 
have to decline all such requests . Because of 
this, the request from the Student for Electoral 
Reform has been turned down . 

Yours sincerely, 

Thorneycroft 

Conservative and Unionist Central Office 
32 Smith Square 
Westminster SWlP 3HH . 

V. ULSTER 

A Copy of a letter sent to the Secretary of State 
for Northern Ireland from the Monday Club Chairman 
and Deputy Chairman. 

1st August, 1980. 

Dear Minister, 

While we acknowledge that you have an extremely 
difficult and a very dangerous job, and our sole 
desire is to see terrorism ended in Ulster and 
peace restored, we are receiving an increasing 
number of protests, from Club members, over the 
Government's handling of the troubles in Northern 
Ireland. The complaints range from accusations of 
"pussy-footing with the terrorists" to the 
seemingly interminable nature of the struggle. 

The purpose of this letter is to express this 
concern to you, and to add that the signatoriP~ 
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themselves are profoundly disquieted at the way in 
which a relat ive handful of terrorists can cause 
such a protracted catalogue of anarchy, murder and 
destruction. 

We prefer to make this approach to you, rather 
than to have instant recourse to an open forum 
wh~re the ventilation of pent-up frustration could 
erupt. 

The "running sore" of Ulster has remained open for 
some e 1 even years. The "chummy" approach was a 
failure. The closing of Stormont and the 
concomitant measures of Internment and Direct R~le 
failed likewise. When it was suggested that the 
"No Go" areas should be opened up, we were told 
that unspeakable horrors would rebound upon us -
in fact, in the wake of "Operation Motorman", 
there was scarcely a whisper! Ten thousand troops 
have been withdrawn from the Defence structure of 
Western Europe - no doubt the "Reds' at each end 
have conspired to achieve this goal - and the 
latter-day heirs of Lenin must be cock-a-hoop at 
the progress made towards the fulfilment of their 
Mentor's dream of detaching Ireand from Great 
Britain. 

There has been a succession of Prime Ministers in 
Ulster, and a succession of Secretaries of State; 
Sunningdale failed as it was destined to do. The 
anarchy continues; every so often Northern Ireland 
is just as much a part of Britain as - say -
Tyneside; it is quite unsatisfactory that there is 
no end in sight. 

We can only assume that the July 1980 proposals 
have been put forward as a contribution towards 
settling the problem but we are bound to say that 
we find the document misconceived. What, for 
instance, is meant by "arrangements to take 
account of the minority"? None such exist in 
Merseyside or Glasgow (with their sizeable Ir i sh 
minorities), so why should this undemocratic 
nostrum be injected into Ulster? The electorate 
there have the ballot-box through which to express 
their views and someone has to be the loser . 

We put forward the fol lowing proposals for your 
urgent consideration: 

(1) All attempts at "Power-sharing" should be 
abandoned as being contrary to the spirit of 
elective democracy. 

(2) Orders for increased representation of Ulster 
at Westminster should be laid before Parliament 
without any further delay. 
(3) Ulster should be declared - without 
reservatrion or condition - to be part of the 
United Kingdom for all time to come, in the same 
way that Birmingham could never be detached. This 
will require appropriate amendment to the 
Government of Jreland Act. The legislation 
necessary to formalise this arrangement should be 
introduced as soon as possible even if certain 
elements in the Foreign Office - for reasons of 
their own - are not enthusiastic. Such a move will 
demoralise the IRA and no future Government would 
dare to reverse it. 

(4) A determined and ruthless assault should be 
made to mop up the rema i n i ng terrorists in the 
Region , so that they are e it her eli mi nate d or 
caught and pu nis hed wi th t he utmost severity -

behinc1 bars or, in appropriate cases, exec uted. 
· There ~re several senior Army Officers who would 

deal, very quickly with this eruption, especi ally 
with an abundance of support from the SAS. 

(5 ) The Anglo-Soviet Consular Convention of 1965 
should be terminated at once. This would counter 
any Soviet move to ripen a Consulate in (say) 
Belfast, and thus prolong our agony. The Foreign 
Office may be reluctant to take stringent measures 
against the Russians, but it is high time that the 
rest of the country had their say! 

(6) Citizens of Eire should no longer have 
automatic right of entry into Britain, neither 
should they have the vote in any United Kingdom 
elections. 

( 7) Consideration should be given to the mining 
of selected Border Areas. 

We would welcome an interview with either you or 
the Minister of State, to obtain a first-hand 
report on the situation in the Six Counties, thus 
enabling us to report to our members in a way 
which would not, otherwise, be possible. 

Yours sincerely 

Sam Swerl ing 
Chairman 

David Storey 
Deputy Chairman 

Reply by Michael Alison MP 

Oear-<:ouncillor Swerling 

Thank you for the letter from you and David Storey 
dated 1 August. I am replying in Humphrey Atkins ' 
absence on leave , and I know that both he and I 
welcome the opportunity to comment on the points 
you have raised. 

Your proposals cover both politi cal and security 
matters; naturally so, since we all recognise that 
there is a complex relationship between terrorism 
and the political climate. I am convinced that the 
overwhelming majority in NI totally reject 
terrorism as a way of settling their political 
differences. But it would be a grave misjudgement 
to conclude that if the last terrorist were 
removed from the scene the political problem in 
Nothern Ireland would be solved. There are two 
distinct, traditional communities in NI to a 
degree which is unparalleled in any other part of 
the UK. F~r a variety of historical, political and 
religious reasons there is a gulf of mutual fear 
and distrust between them, which provides an 
unstable environment which terrorism can exploit. 

In the recent discussion paper the Government 
described the essential needs of the people of 
Northern Ireland as being peace, stability and 
reconciliation, to provide a basis for economic 
reconstruction. This is the context in which the 
present political initiative has to be viewed, and 
I naturally reject any suggestion that the 
Government"s proposals are somehow misconceived. 

You proposed that "power sharing" should be 
abandoned as being contrary to the spirit of 
electi ve democracy . It has been suggested to me on 
• numb er of occ as ions that i f t he West min s ter 
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style system of government is good enough for 
Great Britain then it is good enough for Northern 
Ireland. But the point is that the political, and 
indeed the social make up of Northern Ireland is 
simply not appropriate for an exact replica of our 
form of Parliamentary democracy. First, the 
Westminster system is accepted by most people 'n 
this country because it is characterised by the 
likelihood of the alternation of different parties 
in power. The main party in opposition knows that 
it has a good chance of taking over the reins of 
government at some future stage. In Northern 
Ireland, the situation is completely different. 
From 1921 until 1972 one party only was in power. 
If we were to return to the Stormont syste111 of 
government, that same group would most likely be 
in power again and remain there permanently. A 
large and significant part of the corrmunity are 
simply not prepared to accept that system. They 

, feel completely alienated by a system which would 
place six out of ten citizens permanently in 
control, whilst excluding four out of ten citizens 
from all positions of influence. They want to be 
in a position, not to rule, but to ensure that 
their views are taken into account, and that, 
where possible, their needs are met. I think that 
is a perfectly reasonable approach in the 
circumstances. And I would remind you that 
democracy, in whatever its exact form, can only 
survive if it can command the widespread support 
of the people. There is no doubt that 
straightforward majority rule would not command 
that support and that there will be no stability 
for any system in Northern Ireland unless it is 
constructed on the basis of the shared interests 
of the two communities. 

You have raised a number of other proposals. 
First, your point about increased representation 
for Norther Ireland at Westminster. Parliament has 
already asked the NI Boundary Commission to draw 
up new constituencies for Norther Ireland, to 
bring the number of Parliamentary representatives 
of the Province in relation to its population more 
closely into line with elswhere in the UK. Before 
proceeding further, we must await the final report 
of the Commission. It is then up to Parliament to 
decide what to do. 

Second, the declaration in the Government of 
Ireland Act has already been superceded by 5.1. of 
the Northern Ireland Constitution Act 1973. The 
Government has consistently made it clear that 
there wi 11 be no change in the status of NI 
without the consent of the majority of its people . 
We said so again in Cmnd 7950. If I understand 
your proposal correctly, you would wish to see the 
statutory requirement of the consent to any change 
of a majority of the NI people removed from the 
legislation in favour of an unconditional 
declaration. But many people on both sides of the 
community would interpret that as a weakening of 
thE union, and the opposite of what you intend,· · 
since no Parliament can bind a future Parliament. 

Third, the Government's security policy in 
Northern I rel and is based on the defeat of 
terrorism through the rule of law. In this context 
draconian military measures, which by their nature 
must affect the innocent as wel 1 as terrorists, 
would only serve to undermine this policy and 
alienate law-abiding members of the community, 
thus proving counterproductive. Furthermore; the 
use of such measures would be to concede a measure 

of success to ·the terrorists . in that they would 
have forced the UK to abandon i ts traditional 
varues and practices in the maintenance of law and 
order. I also consider that the present pol icy is 
yielding a greater measure of success that you 
would concede. In 1979, for example, 670 people 
were charged with terrorist offences (including 45 
with murder and 39 with attempted murder) and in 
the same period some 869 people were convicted ;n 
the Courts of Terrorist offences. I admit that tre 
leral process involving charging, trial anc, 
conviction may seem somewhat slow and un­
spectacular when compared with the bloody outrages 
of the terrorists but I remain convinced that in 
the long run the operation of the rule of law 
which treats terrorists as the criminals they are 
will prove the more certain and effective method, 
and will hasten the return to normality. 

Fourth, you also suggest that the Anglo-Soviet 
Consular Convention of 1965 should be terminated . 
This agreement is largely concerned with 
reciprocal administrative procedures governing the 
immunities, privileges and functions of consuls. 
It also contains an article which prohibits a 
St~te from opening a new consulate without the 
permission of the receiving State and another 
which forbids a consul to infringe the laws of the 
country in which he is stationed. There is 
·th~refore, nothing to be gained on our part from 
terminating the agreement which is of considerable 
benefit to our businessmen and tourists in Russia. 
I might add that there is absolutely no evidence 
that the Soviet Union has attempted any sub~ersive 
activities in connection with Northern Ireland. 

Fifth, the questions of rights of entry for Irish 
citizens, and the UK franchise are matters for the 
Home Office. All I can say is that I well 
understand the historic and geographical reasons 
fr0111 th~ present arrangements, and I know of no 
plans to change them. 

Finally, the use of mines on the border must be 
ruled out on grounds of both practicality and 
legality. A large number of people quite 
unconnected with terrorism regularly cross the 
border for both social and business reasons, and 
these people would be unable to continue their 
daily lives if the border areas were mined. There 
would also be the problem that mines are an 
indiscriminate weapon and it would be impossible 
to guarantee that children and animals would no 
wander into mined areas with tragic results . 

_Finally, we would be placing what amount to 
man-traps which is contrary to the law of the 
land; in view of the recent successes which we 
have obtained in containing terrorism through the 
rule of law and in alienating the terrorists from 
the community at large, it would be inconsistent, 
to say the least, as well as innumane to behave in 
th,is way. 

iours sincerely, 

Michael Alison. 

fEd itor' s Note: 
Subsequent to this correspondence d meeting has 
been arranged for early March betw~en the Minister 
and Chairman of the Monday Club] 
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Local Government Expenditure 

A letter from Mr Richard Turnbull (Executive 
Council) to the Secretary of State for the 
Environment, the Rt. Hon. Michael Heseltine : 

Dear Sir, 

I am writing to you to express my concern over the 
attitude of some local authorities towards the 
government's policy of reducing public 
expenditure. The attitude of some council leaders 
recently (notably Cllr. Jack Smart, Labour leader 
of Wakefield Metropolitan District Council, and 
Chairman of the A. M.A.) has led me to the 
conclusion that the whole system of local 
government financing should be reviewed and that 
the Local Government Bill now before Parliament 
should be toughened up. At least I hope you will 
reassure me about the level of your present powers 
and your will to use them if necessary. 

There are a number of councils in this country, 
and Lambeth is the first one to come to mind, 
which have deliberately set out on a road of 
opposition to the Government by refusing to cut 
expenditure or in some cases actually i·ncreasing 
it. Other councils have deliberately cut 
essential services and have then blamed the 
government's economic policy. These councils, 
which are mostly socialist controlled, (and hence 
the most prepared to defy the democratically 
elected national government) then impose massive 
increases in the rates. Some councils are now 
even talking of imposing a supplementary rate to 
finance their spending sprees. I find this 
situation totally unacceptable and not only does 
it represent a direct challenge to the authority 
of the government but it also highlights how 
inequitous the rating system is in the financing 
of local government . 

Local authorities provide services to the whole 
community, yet only a certain sector of that 
community i.e. the ratepayers finance ther 
services. Thus the situation has arisen where 
South Yorkshire County Council (socialist 
controlled) spends 40 million pounds per annum, 
35% of its income on a subsidy of bus fares. Thus 
ratepayers are providing a cheap service which few 
of them use and which is not contributed towards 
by those who do use it . It is hardly surprising 
that Labour has such complete control of the area. 
The rating system is badly in need of reform and 
although I hate to suggest i t the only really 
equitable way of financing local government is via 
a local income tax whereby everybody contributes 
to the financ ing of the corm,unity's services. I 
t hink the government should give due consideration 
to this matter and possibly e~en consider the 
setting up of a Royal Commission to investigat e 
the merits fully. · 

Returning to our overspeno ing councils I thtnk 
that you as the Secretary of State respon~ible 
should be able to impose cash limits on local 
authorities, i.e. be legally allowed to order 
councils to stop or cut back their spending 
levels. This wou l d probably bring wails of 
protest about attacking the independence of local 
government but I bel i eve it is the duty of the 
government to put a stop to local councils who are ' 
determined to undermine the government and its 

policies ana who are using the ratepaye r as a 
scapegoat. I am not sure what powers you have at 
present but from my interpretation of t he 
situation you should either amend the Local 
Government Bill to increase your powers or very 
rapid l y start to use the powers you have already 
in your hands. 

I hope you will cons ider the comments I have made 
and look forward to your rep ly. 

Yours f~ithfully 

Richard Turnbu 11 

Dear Mr Turnbull 

1. I have been asked to reply to your letter of 
23 June to Mr Heseltine concerning local 
government expenditure. 

2. Ministers hav-e said that the level of rate 
increases this year has been h i gher than the 
Government would have wished. But they have made 
clear their determinat ion that local authority 
expenditure must fall, and recently published 
expenditure plans call for local authority current 
spending reductions. They expect the vast 
majority of authorities to recognise the economic 
situation and budget in line with these plans . 
However, in order to tackle the overspenders the 
Government are introducing a new system of rate 
support grant - the ' block' grant - which wi 11 
enable the Government for the first time limit the 
level of grant in support of expend i ture 
significantly above an authority's objectively 
assessed need . This will strongly discourage 
overspending. 

3. However Ministers h11Ve no powers to directly 
control and individual authority's rates or 
spending. To take such powers would involve a 
fundamental change in the relationship between 
central and local government. The Government 
would be reluctant to pursue this course. Local 
authorities are elected bodies responsible in the 
end to local voters and it is to them that they 
must justify their spending decisions. In order 
to improve local accountab i lity, local authorities 
will in future have to produce detailed 
information about the costs and levels of service 
they provide. This will enable ratepayers to make 
i nformed judgements about their authority's 
performances, and should greatly increase the 
pressure for economy . 

4. The Government are very conscious of the 
problems posed by the rates and they are currently 
looking at possible future alternatives as the 
first step towards their long-time objective of 
abolishing the domestic rating system. The 

' Government have made it clear however that 
reductions in income tax must take pr iority for 
the time being. 

5. Thank you for your interest. 

Yours sincerely 

J.A. Dixon. 
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T, Rt Hon Sir Keith Joseph Bt MP 
The Secretary ot State for Industry 

February 13th 1981 

1, , ' •"'n SWl 

The Government's plans te reconstruct the finances of the bankrupt British 
Steel Corporation, which has LOST El,528,OOO,OOO since nationalization are 
in great danger of dealing a fatal blow to the independent companies with 
which it competes in certain products, who have made PROFITS i n the same 
period of over E7OO,OOO,OOO . 

The European steel recession is affecting both sectors of the British 
Industry, and all are working at low activity levels, with short time, and 
depressed prices. However, while BSC is bailed out daily by public money, 
and cutting prices below costs to regain market share its indepeqdent 
com-petitors, with equally modern plant, and already "Slimline" operations, 
are being forced into loss making and closures to an extent that endangers 
all private steelmaking. The package of ES thousand million now announced 
for BSC will complete this process -unless the Government takes more 
considered action. HMG has said that in the 'overlap' area between the two 
sectors it would like to see emerge some free-standing joint venture 
companies; it has said that it will encourage viable enterprises which 
could involve some BSC facilities being privatised. But for several months 
it has allowed BSC to go-slow on any such discussions while the 
independents get weaker. Last Wednesday's interim announcement by the 
Minister of State showed that the danger was perceived, just in time to 
avoid handing over a blank cheque for total nationalisation by a Tory 
Government! 

Now is the time for you, as Secretary of State, to ensure that the BSC 
Chairman concentrates on the massive task of pulling round the integrated 
strip mills and hea'vy mills, which make up about three quarters of BSC' s 
problems, and are a BSC monopoly. He should not be allowed free rein to 
"piratise" with his overlap activities the independent companies who have 
so far prospered despite his predecessors, and served the nation well. 

This is of course, a difficult problem, but you have all the power you 
need. You can give ·Directives under the Iron and Steel Acts about product 
coverage and -price behaviour; and you can make purchases under ~he Industry 
Act to take plant out of BSC for rationalizing with the private works 
concerned, or in your own earlier notion of joint ventures. 

In consultation with . the independents, and without BSC domination by the 
public purse, you have now what may be the last chance to secure a stable 
and profitable future for UK production of engineering steels without 
subsidy, and in independent hands. ~ p, ~ 

I~ "-"~ I' 
(Sam ·swerling) j) ~• 
Chairman · ~ .....,,.. 

. --- ~ 

(Sam Swerling) 
Chairman 
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23rd February 1981 

The Rt. Hon. Sir Geoffrey Howe, Q.C., M.P., 
The-Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
11 Downing Street, 
London S • W. 1 • 

t)~~ ~I 

The Monday Club is becoming concerned at the increasing burdens which 
the shrinking private sector of British industry is being forced to bear 
as the result of Government fiscal policies. 

We fear that unless there is speedy relief frolll excessive burdens in your 
forthcoming budget, even a modest degree of competitiveness, recovery and 
re-employment consistent with world trading conditions will become imposs­
ible in the lifetime of this Parliament. 

The maintenance of pressures on our independent producers, greater than 
they can bear, will have disastrous consequences for Britian as well as 
for the Conservative Party. 

The major problem appears to be, notwithstanding recession, that even 
after almost two years of Conservative government we are still spending 
as a nation more than we can afford and are continuing to mrtgage the 
country's future to pay for extravagance on education, health and wel­
fare, overseas aid and EEC contributions1 meanwhile productive industry's 
ability to carry such extravagance is being damaged (and in some cases 
destroyed) by its being made, in part, uncompetitive, by Government 
policy. 

It appears to us that a partial, if not complete, solution to the over­
spending problem would be: 

a. 

b. 

d. 

to remove . from all Local Authorities such part of their statutory 
obligations, particularly in the fields of education, health and 
welfare, which are of a discretionary nature or cost more than the 
nation can reasonably af.ford in present circumstances 1 

to return to the Church and voluntary organisations (where they 
properly belong) many Social Service commitments1 

to limit all overseas aid to those projects which can show a posi­
tive financial benefit to this country within three years1 

to prune all excess payments into EEC funds. 

We strongly advoate the removal of the collection and spending of rates 
from a Local Authority in respect of the property of persons, companies 
and firms, rateable but where they or the beneficial owners are ineligible 
to participate in elections for members of that Authority (that is 'No Tax­
ation without Representation') . The object of this would be to stop Local 
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Authorities from over taxing the business and non-resident taxpayer who 
has no vote. It would force the Local Authorities to be more prudent in 
financial terms, having to levy taxes only on their own electors, to whom 
they are answerable. An equivalent of a rate on the property of non-electors 
should be collected by the Inland Revenue which, in the case of a company, 
should be consolidated into the existing Corporation Tax •. It w.ould in the 
latter case, be linked to their profitability and hence would constitute a 
great relief to businesses which, under the present system, have got to con­
tinue to finance services which they neither need nor use, irrespective of 
their ability to pay. A rate demand can turn a profit into a loss and a 
going concern into an empty factory. Furthermre, it is most unequitable 
that a business should be forced to pay rates while its work force is on 
strike or it is being blacked. 

We would further advocate: 

a. the incorporation into your budget of the proposals contained in 
paragraph 26 1 havinq noted that the contents of paragraphs 29 to 32 
(pages 11, 15 and 16 respectively) of our aide memoire to the Prime 
Minister (dated October 2nd 1979) , a copy of which was sent to you -
and a further copy is attached herewith for ·your convenience. It 
should be noted that the proposals in paragraph 26 are 'neutral' in 
terms of revenue in themselves - but the fillip they would give in­
dustry would create taxable wealth as well as cutting expenditure 
on unemployment benefit and welfare services. 

b. the index-linking of both Capital Transfer Tax and Capital Gains Tax 
as a step to phasing them out altogether. Capital Transfer Tax repre­
sents double taxation in its worst form and is much more pernicious 
than Estate Duty. It is Marxist in inspiration in that it must lead 
to the dissipation of personal wealth. Furthermore, it is detrimental 
to our national heritage in that it compels the break up of landed 
property and its associated collections of works of art and forces 
the sale of both to foreign interests. While capital Gains Tax is, in 
essence, a tax on inflation in that without the inflationary element 
every capital gain to one person must represent a capital loss to an­
other.Once you have got rid of the relatively small revenue from the 
tax on inflation, neither of these socially undesirable taxes will 
yield much more than the cost of collection and so can be dropped 
without loss of revenue. 

We earnestly hope that in the interests of both country and Party you will 
give due consideration to these limited pro1-0sals. 

Editor's Note: 
·Paragraphs 26 and- 29 to 32 were reproduced in M.C. Discussion Paper_No.12. 
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Prea,da,,t THE MOST HON. THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY 
Vlc .. Presidents THE LORD BARNBY. C.M.G •• C.8.E., M.V.O. 

SIFi VICTOR RAIKES. K.8.1:i. 

Major PATRICK WALL. M.C •. V.P .O .. · FU,!. (Re!d.), M.P, 
Chairman SAM SWERLll<l(l. LL.B. 

Deputy Chairman OAVIO STOREY 
Hon. Treasur., CEO.RIC GUNNERY 
Political Officer JOHN de VERE WALKER 

23rd February 1981 

The Rt Hon Peter Walker MBE MP 
The Minister of Agriculture Fisheries and Food 
Whitehall Place 
London SWl 

TEl.EPHONE 006 1910 & 606 7815 

This is to confirm the telex message which we sent to you in Brussels 
at 12.46 hours on 10th February 1981 which read as follows: 

"BEST WISHES FOR SUCCESS 
DEFEND BRITAIN'S FISHING INTERESTS 
STAND FIRM - NO COMPROMISE 
NO SURRENDER" 

We most heartily congratulate you and your team for your firm stand in 
defence of British interests and those of our fishing industries, 
against such an array of formidable advesaries. 

We pray that other members of the Cabinet will follow your magnifi­
cent example, and wish you every success in the next and successive 
rounds in your fight. We suggest that next time you raise the stakes 
by increasing our demand.s to those outlined in paragraphs 14, 15, 16, 
19, 20 and 21 (pages 8 to 14) of the Monday Club aide memoire on The 
Dangers To Our Fishing Industry dated 2nd October 1980 to the Prime 
Minister with a copy to your good self. 

We wish good luck in your continuing battles and hope that your 
colleagues will start showing the same degree of persistance in the 
defence of Britain's interests. 

Editor's Note: 
Paragraph 14 etc appear in M.C. Discussion Paper Na. 11. 
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PRESS RELEASES 
MONDAY CLUB CRITICISES PRIOR'S EMPLOYMENT BILL: 
7th Ju 1 y 1980 

Mr James Prior's Employment Bill was today 
described as "a monument to de 1 ay, dis il 1 us ion and 
draftmanship" by the Chairman of the Monday Club, 
Cllr. Sam Swerling. 

"The Monday Club calls upon its members in the 
House of Lords to support Lord Orr-Ewing's 
amendment to outlaw secondary industrial action", 
said Sam Swerling. 

"Mr Prior' s Bil 1 is a legislative disaster area, 
it fails to deal with the immunity of trade union 
funds from the consequences of disruptive and 
unlawful action. It fails to get rid of the 
closed shop . Clause 17 puts a new weapon of 
legalised secondary blacking in the hands of union 
mi 1 it ants; under it the gas and electricity 
undertakings can legitimately be closed down even 
though there is no dispute between management and 
employees in those industries." 

"Only by Lord Orr-Ewing's amendment being passed 
will the House of Conrnons be given the opportunity 
to reconsider this matter." 

UNEMPLOYMENT: 22nd July 1980. 

The Monday Cl ub ur ges the Government not to be 
deflected from its economic strategy as a result 
of the figures announced today . 

However it should seriously contemplate imposing a 
moratorium on all further permanent imm igration 
for the next five years and thereafter to review 
the situation; and, secondly, to institute a 
detailed study into the way in which statistics 
are compiled, since job vacancies in some areas 
are more numerous than the number of unemployed 
actually registered in the employment exchanges. 

From Sam Swerling, Chairman, The Monday Club. 

P~ESS RELEASE: Relayed orally on Sunday 26th 
October, 1980; mentioned on BBC radio news at 6pm 
Sunday evening. 

From Chairman: 

The Monday Club is dismayed at the prospect of the 
Government contemplating a 400 million pound cut 
in defence expenditure. Defence should be exempt 
from consideration in an otherwise commendable 
progranrne of necessary public spending cuts . 

Let the Government be reminded that the manifesto 
which it placed before the oeople in May 1979 was 
not only strongly cr i tical of Labour's defence 
policies, but contained the corrrnitment that "We 
shall only be able to decide on the proper l evel 
of defence spending after consultation in 
government with the Chiefs of Staff and our 
al 1 ies." 

The fol lowing telegram was sent on 5th November, 
1980, to President-Elect Ronald Reagan, 9841 
Airport Blvd, Suite 1430, Los Angeles:-

"Mr President Elect. 

The Monday Club, an independent Centre-Right 
Pressure Grouo within the Conservative Party of 
the United Kingdom, extends its warmest con­
gratulations to you on your magnificent victory. 

There is no more propitious time for Conservatives 
throughout the Free World to seize the opportunity 
to work for patriotism, private enterprise and 
peace through strength. That is our own Mrs 
Thatcher's clarion call. We feel sure it will 
also be yours. 

With every good wish . 

(signed) Sam Swerling, 
Chairman, 
The Monday Club." 

6th November, 1980. 
Cedric Gunnery, 
Director . 

ANY ANSWERS 

Text of letter read out on 'Any Answers', BBC, on 
Thursday 24th April 1980 as the result of comments 
made by Mr Gatbean on the previous week's 'Any 
Quest ions' . 

"From John de Vere Walker 
The Political Officer 
The Conservative Monday Club in London 

"The unchallenged statement by Mr Gatbean on 1 ast 
week's "Any Questions' that "the British Army is 
and behaves like an army of occupation" has 
outraged and exasperated many throughout the 
United Kingdom, but has particularly upset all 
sections of the law abiding and beleaguered 
cOITITlunity in Northern Ireland who are only too 
thankful to have the extra protection afforded by 
their army against the terrorists of either side. 

"It must be made clear that the vast majority of 
people in Northern Ireland are determined to 
remain in the United Kingdom and that the Army is 
the army of the whole United Kingdom. 

"We were most surprised that Mr Peter Jay as our 
ex Ambassador in Washington did not say anything 
to correct the outrageous error of fact made by 
his colleagues on t he programme ." 
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PRESS RELEASE 
Release Time: Monday 26 January 18:00 hours 

Extracts from a speech by Mr Nicholas Winterton, 
Conservative Member of Parliament for 
Macclesfield, to the Monday Club on Monday, 26th 
January 1981, at St Stephen's Club, 34 Queen 
Anne's Gate, London SWl 

I want to consider with you to-day certain 
phenomena characterising British Foreign Office 
pol icy which I find disturbin9 to say the l_east 
and which I submit ought to give every Briton 
cause for al arm. As I see it, the Foreign Office 
is determined to relinquish all responsibility in 
respect of all territories where there are 
presently British interests. Thus in the case of 
the Falkland Islands, Gibraltar and Northern 
Ireland the Foreign Office is actively engaged in 
abdicating all British interests to either 
terrorists or foreign states - to whatever form, 
in fact, the irritant takes which causes the 
Foreign Office so much discomfiture. As f~r as the 
Foreign Office is concerned, these isolated, 
territories are merely worrisome appendages 
bequeathed from an imperial past. 

But the cancer is even more widespread than this. 
Turni ng to Africa and taking in particular the 
case of Namibia, the Foreign Office is not 
concerned with the protection of British interests 
or those of the i nd igeonous population .of Namibia 
but purely with the question of how to disengage 
with the greatest possible ease and with the least 
possible liability of ever again becoming 
embroiled in the affairs of th at corner of the 

. globe. The Namibian question is nothing more t~an 
an administrative inconvenience for the Foreign 
Office where the· watchwords are "anything for a 
quiet life". To that end the Foreign Office is 

tontent to let the Soviet Union hOld sway through _ 
·its prox les or agents, even at a t 1me when it is 
so severely stretched elsewhere that it would not 
be able to withstand a challenge from the West. 

1'he Foreign Office will not, no _matter how 
democratic a government may be in Africa, support 
that administration if there is any element of 
white authority therein for it regards such a 
scenario as a bad long term investment. That is 
why the Foreign Office suppo:ts the terror_ists 
SWAPO in Namibia to the exclusion of the multi- or 
non- racial Democratic Turnhalle Alliance. 

The Foreign Office will not, no matter how 
democratic a government may be in Africa, support 
that administration if there is any element of 
white authori:y therein for it regards such a 
scenario as a bad lon~ term investment. Tha~ is 
why the Foreign Office supports the terrorists 
SWAPO in Namibia to the exclusion of the multi- or 
non- racial Democratic Turnhalle Alliance. 

·oemocratic principles do not reach inside the 
' bunker mentality of Foreign Office Ministers or 

~andarins. They are not concerned, contrary to the 
fostered popular myth, with sec~r ing the 
democratic feedoms of the Namibian people . Rather 
they are prepared to sponsor yet one more black 
dictatorship in Africa if it seems that, in the 
case of Namibia, SWAPO holds the key to the long 
term p~cification of the problem. Whether that is 

· done tiy brute force and deprivation of human 
· rights is not a matter which seems to touch ~he 

tender consciences of the Foreign Office 
supremoes. It does not take great ~kill to operate 
the Foreign Office as it is being ~ov~rned at 
present . Lord Carrington is merely a l1qu1dator _on 
a grand scale . By the end of his ~enure of off!ce 
if his lordship has his way, this country will 
have nothing to do in wo_rld affairs but observe! 

·r ---------------------, 
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I 
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To: National Capital Punishment Referendum Campaign 
122 Newgate Street , London ECI. 

I support your campaign and enclose a contribution to your work 
of £S/£. .... . .. * 

Please keep me informed of your activities. 

I wish to help by establishing a National Capital Punishment 
Referendum Campaign Committee* 

Name _ 

Address 

Mv Parliamentary Constituencv is: 
I Pl~a-secomplete, detach and return coup~n. . 

• D~lcte as applicahlc 

I 

I 
l 
I. 
; 

~ 
I. 
l 
I 
I 
I 

• ii 
' . • 
' ' I 
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LETTERS BBC-2. "IRELANO• 
MC Discussion Paper 1 2._. 

2nd February 

The Director of Current Affairs Programmes 
B.B.C. Television 
Television Centre 
Wood Lane 
London Wl2 

Dear Sir, 

History of Ireland (B.B.C.2) 

The Broadcasting Affairs Committee of the 
Monday Club has asked me to express its 
concern at the inc re as ing anti -Br it ish 
bias which appears to be creeping into 
your series of programmes on the history 
of !rel and. 

The initial programmes of the series 
seemed to the Committee to be more or 
less fair as far as they went, although 
they wre silent on several important his­
torical facts. The continual use of 
'Derry' when referring to the City of 
Londonderry is incorrect and shows bias, 
while the content has not made clear: 

1. That the Pope actually gave Ireland 
to the King of England to hold 
forever. 

2. That the Pope was active in support 
of King William III at the Battle 
of the Boyne. 

. 3. That, notwithstnading the fact that 
the Anglo-Irish landowners wre also 
very badly hit by the Potato Famine 
- the 1 arge majority of them did 
all that they could afford, and 
some more than they could afford, 
to give relief by creating employ­
ment, as evidenced by the 1 arge 
numer of domain walls, etc built at 
that time - far more than are to be 
found in England or that not nation 
has a very good record over famines 
in India or Africa even in the last 
few years. 

However, what is much more serious in 
view of the present critical situation in 
Ireland, are the suggestions that the 
'Black and Tans' habitually acted without 
due discipline and that the R.I.C were 
in the habit of committing cold blooded 

and premeditated acts of murder. We de­
P 1 ore the making of such a 11 egat ions, as 
they are likely to incite further murders 
of British personnel and would ask you to 
1 et us have unbiased h istori cal evidence 
to back these most unfortunate statements. 

In conclusion we would ask Mr Robert Key, 
the Producer, and the Governors of the 
B.B.C. to exercise very great care over 
the content of the remaining broadcasts 
of the series, so as not to inflame fur­
ther opinion in either Ireland or the 
U.S.A.; and to broadcast a footnote at 
the end of the series putting the record 
straight. We must all remember that the 
lives of our troops as we 11 as those of 
innocent British subjects are now very 
much at stake. 

To put this matter in perspective, w~u~d 
the B.B.C. have wished to put out a s1m1-
lar programme about alleged wrongs done 
in the past against Germany in the autumn 
of 1940? 

we look forward to havin9 your assurances 
in this matter. 

Yours faithfully 

(John de Vere Walker) 
Political Officer 

Editor's note:-

ln the B.B.C's. reply they claim that they avoided bias. 
They say that the Papal Bull ''Laudabiliter• 1a believed 
by some to be 'a forgery'; and that the Pope's support 
for William m was 'frankly an interestingfootnote• and 
claim that they 'covered• 'the charitable activities of 
Landlords' 'with meticulous attention'. They changed 
their charge against the R..I.C. to one of fn.diacipline by 
members of the "Auxiliary Division' , they, however, 
accepted the point about the dangers in showing such a 
programme at the present time. 

PLEASE SUPPORT 

~ ~or; 
£alt, 

September 24th 1981 
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Copy of the reply to a letter received 
from Group Captain E. Shipley, ~A. 
C.Eng. R.A.F. (Rtd.) in which he ex­
pressed criticism .of""the arguments 

_put forward in Monday Club Discuss­
: :ion Paper No. 12, 'Why Bankrupt the 
Efficient ' ? - Editor. 

February 6th 1981 

Group Captain Edwin Shipley 
Egham -
Surrey TW20 OJR 

Dear Group Captain 

I thank you for your reasoned letter of 
23rd January, which has been passed to me 
for detailed reply. 

I agree and regret that there was a repe­
tition of a paragraph in the paper on the 
present plight of British industry. This 
unfortunate error crept in when the 
photographic reductions in type size, 
from the original handed to Mrs Thatcher, 
were being 'pasted up'. This job was, re­
grettably, done in a great rush to have 
the papers ready for mass distribution at 
the Party Conference. 

As for the actual content and arguments 
put forward, these were checked and re-

. checked with the relevant trade bodies 
before the original documents were handed 
to the Prime Minister. 

I disagree that there is confusion over 
the reference to the strength of Sterling· 
- the point which was being made is that 
the strength of the currency of industri­
al country's including Britain up to a 
very few years ago, is linked closely to 
each countries ability to manufacture 
goods for the home and export markets, at 
competitive prices. Thus, when a coun­
try's manufacturing performance is poor, 
the value of the currency comes down. 
This keeps everything more or less in 
balance as it encourages exports and dis­
courages importers and foreion manufac­
turers by preventing them from making 
vast fortunes, and so, all other things 
being equal, provides the home industry 
with a favourable climate in which to try 
to recover. 

Since the advent of North Sea Oil -
whether one likes it or not - the value 
of Sterling bears little relation to the 
bouyancy cif our national manufacturing 
base, but is linked directly to the value 
of our oil production and notional value 
of our oil reserves in rel at ion to poss­
ible future world supply and demand for 
this basic and strategic commodity. 

With the world's insatiable demand for 
oil and the recent instability in the 
Middle East, it is a miracle that the 
' i 1 based value of Sterling permits any 
British manufacturer even to exist. Just 
imagine what would happen to the value of 
Sterling and to that part of our manufac­
turing industry which has managed to sur­
vive if all oil production was disrupted 
in Saudi Arabia and in the Gulf Sheik­
doms? Theil would leap over-night to 
perhaps US$5, 10 OM, 23 F Francs, etc, 
which would lead to such an inflow of 
imports that all home manufacturers would 
be bankrupted - and our good fortune to 
have vast oil wealth would be dissipated 
and wasted on redundancy and dole pay­
outs. 

It is of course extremely good that we 
have North Sea Oil and excel lent that 
Sterling is bouyant, but it will do 
neither the country nor the Conservative 
Party any good if our oil revenues (and 
anticipated oil revenues) are in effect 
allowed to subsidise foreign manufac­
turers and importers to the detriment and 
bankrupting of the home manufacturer. It 
must be remembered . that oil has driven 
the value of the pound up 39ainst the EMS · 
currencies as well as against the US dol­
lar. 

The only way to have the benefit of all 
possible worlds in this matter is for HMG 
to act on the recommendation in our Dis­
cussion Paper No. 12 Part III Para. 26, 
Sub-para. iii. That is the imposition of 
an Import Levy and Export Premium tone­
gate the oil enhanced element in the cur­
rent international value of Sterling, in 
respect of most imports and all exports 
of manufactured goods. 

This would in effect re-instate the rela­
tive positions of home manufacturers, ex­
porters and importers, to what they would 
have been had North Sea Oil not been dis­
covered, while enabling Britons abroad to 
enjoy the benefits of an even stronger 



36 Monday News, 16th March 1981. 

pound - that i s one both backed by oil 
and industry. 

You, of course, have put your finger on 
another part of the problem - the UK tax 
on oil for British industry. If the Chan­
cellor of the Exchequer was being logical 
and fair he should put the same tax on 
all exported oil and an energy tax on all 
imported manufactured goods - to save 
world fuel and not to give foreigners an 
advantage through having cheaper fuel. 
(See Paper 12 Part III, Para. 26, Sub­
Par a. i ) . 

The writer does not favour the subsidi­
sing of fuel for our home industry but he 
does not agree with their fuel being 
taxed. He also feels most strongly that 
imported manufactured goods should bear 
the same UK tax burden in one form or 
another as those manufactured in this 
country. As things stand, for every il 
the consumer pays for British made goods 
about 50 pence goes in various forms of 
UK taxes and rates, while only about 
20 pence in the pound spent on imported 
goods goes in -taxes to fund our national 

welfare. 

We simply cannot have a thriving manufac-
i turing industry providing reasonable 
levels of employment or able to provide 
for Defence if we continue to put home 
manufacturers out of business by the 
positive encouragement of imports. 

The writer is in ful 1 agreement with the 
content or your penultimate paragraph -
our national reluctance to do as others 
do and twist EEC rules, regulations and 
directives to suit our own interests. 

We do not favour import controls but im­
ported goods should be taxed at least as 
heavily as the home manufactured - no 
exporting country could, in fairness, 
complain of this. 

Yours sincerely 

(John de Vere Walker) 
Political Officer 

ILLUSION & DISILLUSION 

A PUBLIC MEETING ABOUT THE COMMON MARKET 

will be held on 

Saturday, 4th April, 1981 at 2.30 p.m. 

at 

Queen Mary Hall, Y.W.C..A., 16-22 Great Russell Street, London, W.C.1. 

ti'ottenbam Court Road UDderpouad Statton 1a very oloH. Bua servicu Noa. 8;14;25;75 a. 178 run nearbyl 

The Speakers will be:-

SIR RONALD BELL, Q.C., M.P. (Conservative Member for Beaconsfield) 

TONY MARLOW, M.P. 

Chairman 

(Conservative Member for Northampton, North) 

sm ROBIN Wll.LIAMS, Bt. 

Meetmg Orgmiaed by Tbe Allti-Common Marblt League, 52 Fulham High Street, LondOD, S.W.6. 

IMPORTANT NOTE: While the MONDAY CLU13 111 neither pro nor anti Britain's memberahip of 
the E. E. C., It does believe moat strongly that Britain mu.st have fair play, aDd la llllJlious that 
all Its members should be well Informed c011Cernb1g the very important iaaue• Involved. 
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THE BRITISH NATIONALITY BILL 

Before 1945 we were a coherent nation. We 
were British - British subjects - and 
proud to be British Over the years a 
small number of aliens came to join us. 
If they were of good character, willing 
to transfer their allegiance to this 
country and adapt to our way of life they 
were welcomed. Everyone knew what it 
meant to be British and the requirements 
for naturalisation. 

In 1945 the United Nations was set up and 
almost immediately became part of the now 
world wide race rel at ions industry. By 
~he United Nations Act of 1946, the Brit­
!sh ~overn~nt wa~ committed to falling 
in line with UN intentions. The edicts 
e~erging from their meetings and conven­
tions are manifold and include those on 
the i~tegrat ion of the races to produce 
an u~ifo~, homogenised world population. 
A~ with insurance policies, Acts of Par­
liament or EEC Directives and Decisions 
it is what is actually written into UN 
co~ventions and not what people have im­
agined they meant which counts and is now 
being put into effect. 

The 1948 _Nationality Act was deviously 
worded, with the UN intent ions in mind. 
Al_th_ough thi~ was not obvious on a super­
ficial reading, it was so worded that 
Home Secretaries and Home Office offi­
cials, whose real allegiance appears in 
practice to have been not to the UK but 
to_ the UN, interpret it as allowing into 
this country, with right of abode, vast 
numbers on the run from their own coun­
tries. The Home Office has refused to 
gi~e the numbers they were admitting into 
this country while Parliament was being 
kept reasonably content by the race 
lobby. 

The present Nationality Bill is more de­
vious sti 11. One cannot understand it in 
one one mere reading. It requires days 
and weeks of study, even for those with 
~ pr?fess~onal, academic background - yet 
1t 1s being rushed through Parliament. 
Some of the points worthy of note are: 

1. The who l~ _ concept of heredity and 

an assessment by Dr Kitty Little 

ancestry is abolished and replaced by the 
accident of the place of birth. It is 
worth remembering that in the late 1940s 
a Russian by the name of Lysenko put for­
ward a much publicised theory that at the 
time was condemned as ludicrous by al 1 
reput ab 1 e scientists - that environment 
is all-important and heredity irrelevant. 
That false theory is now the basis of 
so-called 'Conservative' policy. 

2. We are no longer to be British sub­
jects. That honour is reserved for fringe 
characters whose connect ion with the UK 
is• so remote that they do not even quali­
fy as British Commonwealth citizens. 
This, together with the European Corrrnuni­
t ies Act of 1972, paves the way for the 
abolition of the monarchy. 

3. To fulfil UN requirements Britain 
is to be permanently multi-racial. To 
give the concept a veneer of respect­
ability, Marxist infiltrators into the 
Christian Churches have been making pub­
lic statements to this effect. So far as 
the provisions of the Bill can be under­
stood, if it is passed and all other 
present trends continue, people of Brit­
ish ancestry will be in a minority in 
their own country by the early years of 
the next century. Most of the alien 
'British' will have dual nationality and 
encouraged to give their allegiance to 
their places of racial origin. 

4. The British government is committed 
to the UN concept of 'reduction of state­
lessness'. This would seem to give the 
Home Secretary and civil servants the 
power to import mill ions more aliens at 
the request of the UN and make them 
'British'. 

5. For naturalisation, being of 'good 
character' is defined as not havinq been 
in prison and/or a mental hospital for 
more than 450 days in any given five year 
period. Many people now believe that 
pressure is being put on the pol ice by 
the Home Office not to arrest immiqrants 
wh_o have committed criminal offences 'for 
the sake of improving race relations'. 
The 'sufficient knowledge of the English 
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ianguage' ,s not defined but trom state­
ments made in the debate on the Second 
Reading it would seem it will be suf­
ficient to learn by heart the few senten­
ces of res ponses in a short set convera­
t ion. Is that enough for people entitled 
to help further change our way of life by 
voting in our elections? It is clear the 
rioht to vote in our eiections sholud be 
restricted to British subjects, resident 
in the United Kingdom who owe no alle­
giance to any other state. 

.6. Inte lligence is now available that 

the intended Soviet attack on this coun­
try, probably before the end of 1983,is 
to be primar ily by a blockade and a 'rev­
olution', backed up by a small number of 
attacks on ess en tial targets by conven­
tional military forces . Other installa­
tions are to be attacked by terrorists. 
So far as I can understand the terms of 
the Bill these trained terrorists and 
revolutionaries, of alien origin, will 
continue to have right of abode, the 
right to vote, and so on. If this was not 
intended there would have to be substan­
tial alterations in the working of the 
Bil 1. 

DR.UG ABUSE - YOUR CHILDREN? 

26th November 1980. 

The following is a report of the Deputy Chairman's 
and the Political Officer's discussion at the 
Carlton Club on Thursday November 20th 1980 with 
Mrs Smith and Mrs J. Salisbury of Eastern Area 
Grouf of Constituehc~Associations on the subJect 
of he Monday Clu becom1nglnvolved in an 
anti-drug campaign at constituency and area 
levels. 

It is very clear from this discussion that there 
is now a very urgent and heartfelt demana from the 
prosperous middle class Conservative housewife and 
mother (who is the backbone of the Conservative 
Party organisation at ward, constituency and area 
level) for a co-ordinated and energetic campaign 
in the const ituencies up and down the country to 
alert parents and teachers to the first signs of 
drug taking amongst the young and render advice to 
those concerned as to how this most pervasive 
menace can be combatted. 

It would appear that the demand is for the 
organising of daytime and evening meetings in 
conjuction with the Ladies Committees of local 
Conservative Associations for the purpose of 
giving information and advice to parents, teachers 
and school governors and not for any overt 
political action. The Monday Club could, 
therefore, embark upon such a campaign with out 
fear of upsetting the more timorous in the Club, 
to say nothing of those who seem to object to the 
Club being involved in anything positive. 

Considering the aforegoing, it appeared to your 
Deputy Chairman and the Political Officer that the 
Monday Club should concern itself with this now 
widespread drug problem which is afflicting the 
young of all classes. In doing so the Club, as 
well as helping to save the country's youth from 
mental and physical degradation and destruction, 
it could well be an excellent public relations and 
recruiting operation, right in the heart of local 
c~nstituency organisations throughout the country. 

From the information obtained it would appear that 
the organising of such a campaign would involve: 

1. Preparing a good campaign leaflet similar to 
the one for National Capital Punishment Referendum 
campaign, inviting in the first instance, members, 
branch members and their wives to take an active 
interest in the mounting of such a worthy campaign 
at their local level. 

2. In those constituencies where members or their 
wives have indicated their interest in response to 
the above, the Political Officer should arrange to 
visit them to discuss the modus operandi with 
them. 

3. Having done so, he should ask those members to 
form themselves into a local Campaign Committee 
and arrange to accompany one or two rep­
resentatives of that Committee when they make 
their first approach to the local Conservative 
Chairman and Women's Committee Chairman. 

4. Obviously for such a meeting he would be well 
armed with facts, literature and positive plans 
for a local campaign. Your Deputy Chairman was 
advised that it should take the form of a series 
of daytime or evening meetings on the various as­
pects of the current drug problem - in particular 
covering how to recognise it and how to combat it. 
Such meetings should, of course, be on a 
non-party, non-political basis. 

5. It is understood that the organisers of such a 
Campaign can cal 1 upon and obtain the whole 
hearted support from and part ic ipat ion of, amongst 
others, the police, the Courts, the legal 
profession, the medical profession, hospitals, the 
drug manufacturing companies, the Churches, the 
Salvation Army, the Educational Authorities, the 
Social Services and local government. 

5. Advice is that, where possible, local speakers 
are preferred and that quest ion sessions at all 
meetinQS are of utmost importance . 
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The ladies with whom this matter _was d_iscus~ed 
said that they were runnin g i n conJunction with 
constituency associations in Eastern Area a 
successful campaign on the lines set out above and 
added that they personally would gladly affo:d. the 
Club all the advice needed for success of si milar 
ones. 

They stressed that they could not commit Eastern 
Area to assist the Club without referring matters 
back to their co111nittees. 

It will be of interest to note that Mrs Smith 
assists Dr Mc Connell, the Vice President of the 
BMA and Chairman of the BMA's Corrmittee on Drug 
Abuse, with his work in this field. 

It goes without saying that where constituency (or 

group of constituencies) corrmittees are so set up 
for this campaign . there is a good chance that a 
Monday Club branch will grow from the same 
initiative. Furthermore, if the Monday Club were 
to involve itself in this very ser ious and alas 
growing social, family and_ p~rsonal_ p~oblem, it 
would project to the politically illiterate, as 
well as the plain biased in the constituency 
associations, as well as to the public in general, 
a 'caring' and 'compassionate' image. This -:,110.uld 
do much to dispel the falsehoods and superstitions 
which are rampant about the Club and thereby 
increase the Club ' s influence and perhaps 
membership amongst the reasonable silent majority 
and the Party activists who have the greatest long 
term influence on Members of Parliament, that is, 
those who man the constituency Corrmittees. 

HOME DEFENCE - CIVIL DEFENCE 
The Campaign for Civil Defence 
"Home and Civil Defence" 
A Debate in the House of Lords 

On 5 March 19B0 there was an important debate in 
the House of Lords on "Home and Civil Defence". 
The debate, which was initiated by Lord Clifford 
of Chudlei9h, Chairman of the Devon Emergency 
Volunteers, attracted a number of talented and 
influential speakers. 

The following extracts from the speeches bearing 
on civil defence matters have been taken from the 
Hansard Official Report . 

LORD CLIFFORD OF CHUDLEIGH 

rose to call attention to the lack of adequate 
home and civil defence; 
11 

••• the Home Office planners have assumed that 
there would be three weeks' warning of war . It is 
my opinion that this is wrong. I do not think 
there would be more than four days' warning ... " 
"Civil defence precautions can reduce civilian 
casualties by 30 per cent. according to our 
figures, although the Swiss say 80 per cent." 
"In 1968 we abolished civ il defence and 
Sunningdale was turned into a staff college for 
civil servants - the only national growth industry 
of recent years. 

" ... the prerequisite for an effective civil 
defence organisation is that it must be a 
grass-roots co111nunit'y effort, based on the parish 
in the country and the ward in the cities." 
"The Daily Telegraph of 4th February had a long 
leader headed, "Self-Defence", and corrmencing: 'A 
nationwide organisation for civil defence is 
es sent i_al -~o the security of the _realm. . .. The 

time is ripe for the whole of Britain to follow 
the example of the Devon i ans' . " 

"I would add one more thing about the volunteers . 
They must be controlled by the volunteers; your 
permanent advisers must be just that. 
If you are going to resuscitate - and please God!, 
do - a civil defence organisation, do not put it 
under the control of either the Government or 
local government. Let the volunteers provide the 
advisers, because they are afraid that you have 
only to get a change of government, local or 
national and they will be abolished. 
"Protect and Survive should be rewritten; it 
should be updated: it should include something to 
do with the recent terrific increase in chemical 
and biological warfare by the Russians; and for 
the rural areas, you should re-issue the sectional 
part to do with the farmers . The argument that it 
should not be issued because it would cause panic 
does not hold water. 11 

LORD BALFOUR OF INCHRYE 

"As regards civil defence protection, up to now I 
think that th population of this country has been 
very largely ignorant, uninstructed and apathetic. 
In 1968 civil defence was put into cold storage 
and only now is energy beginning to be shown. My 
fear is that we shall do too little, too late." 

LORD BOOTHBY 

So far as home and civil defence against an 
attack with convent ion al weapons goes, it is for 
all practical purposes in this country at present 
not only inadequate but almost non-existent. Let 
us · suppose that tonight there was an air raid on 
one of our great cities with conventional, heavy, 
high explosive bombs . What would we all do? We 
would not know what the hell to do." 

------------
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Monday News, 16th March 1981. 

HA VE YOU JOINED ·THE 300 CLUB 

If not, why not do so now P 

Here is the list of winners during 1980:-

January RH L Matthews 47 lD.50 
AR Osborne 56 10.50 

February Miss D Robin 53 10.70 
Major C P Marte 1 98 10.70 

March K Newsome Ramsden 199 10.50 
NF Weymouth 213 10.50 

April * M W W Farrow 1 102.50 
E A Delaney 32 102.50 
M L Bradley 100 102 .. 50 
J R Baughan 185 102, 50 
Mrs I A Wright 210 102.50 

May C C Bray 5 10. 35 
J L M Bauwens 73 10.35 

June H H Bolton 29 10.55 
N Parker 170 10.55 

July Wing Commander J V Carter 142 10.50 
D F Strange 195 10.60 

August Mrs M Holt 70 10.60 
JAG Buss 159 10.60 

September Mrs UH Gay 92 10.55 
GA Payne 211 10 .55 

October Mrs R Cullerne 78 10.55 
R Davey 108 10.55 

November * R Stallabrass 24 103.50 
5 N Welch 59 103.50 
M L Bradley 100 103.50 
The Hon Mrs J Guinness 127 103.50 
A Stirrup 208 103.50 

December DD Sellen (for Mrs Se ll en) 82 10.40 
DD Se llen 83 10.40 

* A jolly drinks party is given twice a year for all 300 Club members 
at which the major draws take place. 

For details of participation please contact:-

THE DIBECTOR, THE MONDAY CLUB, 122 NEWGATE STREET, LONDON E.C.l. 
(Telephone 01-606 1910) 

Please send me details of participation in the 300 Club. 

Name and address __________________________ _ 
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CONFERENCE PROGRAMME AND AGENDA 

MONDAY 13 APRIL 

10.30 - 12.30 

13.00 - 14.00 

14.00 - 1600 

16.00 

16.15 - 17.15 

18.00 - 18.30 

18.30 

19.45 - 23.00 

Registration 

Lunch 

Session I 

1. Chairman's Opening Remarks 
2. Address by Dr. Rhodes Boyson MP 

Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State 
for Education. 

3. Ordinary Motions * 

Tea 

Address by Norman Lamont MP 
Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State 
for Energy. 

Welcome by John Osborn MP 

Dinner 

Session II 

1. Apologies for Absence 
2. Report of the last Annual Conference 
3. Business Arising 
4. Reports 
5. Ratification of Regulations 
6. Special Motions 
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TUESDAY 14 APRIL 

07.30 - 08.30 

08.30 - 10.00 

11.00 

12.30 

13.00 

14.30 - 16.00 

16.00 - 16.30 

16.30 - 18.00 

18.30 

19.30 - 21.30 

21.30 - 24.00 

24.00 

Breakfast 

Session Ill 

National Hustings and Elections 

Coffee Available 

Address by Mark Carlisle QC MP 
Secretary of State for Education 
and Science. 

Lunch 

Session IV 

Ordinary Motions * 

Tea 

Session V 

Ordinary Motions * 

Dinner 

Session VI 

Regional Meetings 

Disco 

Cabaret 

3 



WEDNESDAY 15 APRIL 

08.00 - 09.00 

09.00 - 09.30 

09.30 - 12.30 

(11.00 - 11.15) 

13.00 - 14.30 

14.30 - 15.45 

15.45 

Breakfast 

Pack and Clear Rooms 

Session VII 
1. Ordinary Motions* 
2. Coffee 
3. Address by Norman Fowler MP 

Secretary of State for Transport 

Lunch 

Session VIII 

Ordinary Motions * 

Close of Conference 

Tea 

* The text of the Ordinary Motions is printed on the following 
pages. The motions are printed in order according to the votes 
they received in the ballot. 

-oOo-
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THE NATIONAL UNION OF STUDENTS 

Proposed by: Paul Lowery 
Alan Griffiths 

Conference Notes 

MOTION ONE 

1. The FCS's policy towards NUS over the last nine years of working 
within and co-operating with the NUS establishment. 

2. That there has been a steady decrease in the number of FCS 
delegates to NUS Conference. 

3. The political control of NUS by the Left Alliance and their 
predecessors has continued over the last nine years and been 
perpetuated by the 'respectability' of Conservative involvement. 

Conference Believes 

1. In a National Students Union. 

2. That the FCS must adapt a radical strategy towards the NUS. 

3. That this strategy should lead to the formation of a new national 
body to represent students. 

4. That this new body can only be created if: 

a) FCS encourages disafilliatory pressure 

b) FCS officers and members no longer give tacit or active support 
to the Left Alliance or their successors 

c) FCS leaves the government in no doubt of its total opposition to 
the present NUS 

d) FCS encourages its members not to co-operate with the NUS and 
its various areas and sectors. 
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Conference Instructs 

1. NC to stop all activities which could tacitly or actively support the 
continued existence of the present NUS. 

2. NC and SAC to encourage all associations to run disaffiliation 
campaigns and to raise the question of NUS membership in their 
student unions. 

3. All officers to implement this policy immediately. 

AMENDMENT ONE 

Proposed by: 

Conference Notes 

Peter Batey 
Tim Mack 
Simon Wilson 
Lance Moir 

1. The exhaustion of FCS's current strategy towards the NUS. 

2. The past successes of that strategy in bringing about substantial 
though still insufficient change in the constitution, priorities, patterns 
of activity and tone of the NUS. 

3. The need to agree and adopt a new strategy and tactics which 
command widespread support within the FCS. 

4. The continued and manifest defects and inadequacies of the 
NUS -

a) its undemocratic composition 
b) its vast bureaucracy 
c) the unrepresentative nature of the Executive 
d) The recent consistency of NUS to fail in its campaigns 
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e) its activities are often unconnected with the interests of the 
majority of students 

f) its services are inefficient, neglected by the leadership, and are 
often duplicated and surpassed by Private Enterprise 

Conference Believes 

That if the momentum for change within NUS is to be maintained or 
built up, then a strong, radical approach will be necessary and our 
strategy will need to be specific and comprise positive proposals to 
match our criticisms as outlined in notes 4 (a) - (f) above, and to 
contain some of the following elements:-

1) A detailed and comprehensive appraisal of the legitimate activity 
and priorities of the NUS, coherently argued in accordance with proper 
Conservative philosophy of Student Unions (the special 
responsibilities of a compulsory membership organisation, the 
special status of Student Unions as an integral part of an academic 
community etc.) - this to form a basis for budgetary calculations and 
for deciding staffing levels etc. for a much less expensive NUS. 

2) Precise proposals for change in the NUS constitution, re-evaluating 
the basis for membership (individual or corporate), the structure 
(federal, confederal, unitary etc.), the shape of the executive and th 
method of its election, and the legitimate aims and objects. 

3) The details of a campaign of financial pressure, focusing around th 
withholding of subscriptions - withholding subscriptions has th 
clear advantage over disaffiliation simpliciter that it is easier to 
achieve since debate inclines to revolve around the defects of NU 
instead of around the more difficult emotional arguments about 
'commitment to NUS', accusations of Tory wrecking, party-politic I 
motivation etc. 

4) That disaffiliation should not be ruled out, either as a tactic or as 
strategy, but that in adapting disaffiliation as a strategy rather th n 
merely as a means of bringing financial pressure to bear, FCS must b 
able to offer a clear alternative, and therefore, 
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5) detailed proposals for an alternative NUS, re-examining the 
rationale for a National Union, for a separate Universities Union, for a 
Higher Education Union etc. Such proposals to be drawn up in 
consultation with Tory and non-Tory Student Union officers who 
sympathise with our aims, and, in consideration of the obvious 
problem that a political body such as FCS faces in attempting to 
involve itself in the formation of a non-political national student 
organisation (e.g. the inevitable accusation that it is a Tory front , and 
how best this can be countered). 

Conference Instructs 

The Student Affairs Committee and National Committee 

1. To prepare reports and proposals for Half-Yearly Council 1981 on the 
specific issues and areas delineated in believes 1-5 above. 

2. To consult as widely as possible in doing so, and to invite especially 
Tory sabbaticals and Student Union officers to contribute their 
opinions and advice. 

3. To launch a major campaign for the withholding of subscriptions at 
the start of the coming academic year in accordance with the tenets 
set out in believes 1-5 above, perhaps targeting limiting resources on 
vulnerable Student Unions or those which contribute very large 
amounts of money to the NUS. 

4. To review the strategy constantly and to make further 
recommendations to Annual Conference 1982 as to whether we 
should continue pressure upon NUS or begin efforts to create an 
alternative. 

Conference Empowers 

The National Committee to give the support of FCS to a campaign of 
tactical disaffiliation, should the withholding of funds prove an 
insufficient weapon. Such support should only be given after 
extensive consultation with the Student Affairs Committee, Regional 
Chairmen and most important individual associations. 
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Conference Reaffirms 

Previous policy on Association autonomy and non-interference by 
national officers. 

Conference Requests 

The National Committee to give consideration to the possibility of 
calling a special one-day National Conference, to debate the NUS, 
should it become clear that we need to consider quickly the possibility 
of creating an alternative national student representative body. 

AMENDMENT TWO 

Proposed by: Nick Roberts 
Peter Molyneux 

Delete all and insert 

Conference Notes 

1. The National Union of Students. 

2. Colleges pay large affiliation fees to NUS. 

3. That there are vast inadequacies within NUS's structure and 
activities:-

its undemocratic composition 

ii its vast bureaucracy 

iii the unrepresentative nature of the Executive 

iv the recent consistency of NUS to fail in its campaigns 

v its activities are often unconnected with the interests of th 
majority of students 

vi its services are inefficient, neglected by the leadership and ar 
often duplicated and surpassed by Private Enterprise. 

4. The Government's proposals on future Student Union financing . 
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Conference Resolves 

1. To campaign via liaison with all Conservative Associations to reform 
NUS because in the future it may be difficult or undesirable to justify 
to college authorities the earmarking of funds for NUS affiliations. 

Conference Instructs the Committee 

1. To carry out the above proposals vigorously and immediately, and to 
promote reform of NUS as an absolute priority or disaffiliation moves 
may become necessary. 

AMENDMENT THREE 

Proposed by: 

Conference Notes 

Stephen Poppitt 
M. Canterbury 

1. The existence of a National Union of Students. 

2. The fact that the NUS is run by a left-wing group who are completely 
unrepresentative of most students. 

3. The lack of a National ballot to elect the NUS Executive. 

4. That most of the delegates who form the electoral college at NUS 
Conference are not elected, but appointed by the left-wing Student 
Union Executives of the smaller FE's and colleges which, numerically, 
dominate NUS. 

5. That FCS will never be able to control this type of college because 
their members are part-time, an ideal situation for domination by the 
left-wing hacks in such institutions. 

6. That FCS has never had more than 200 out of the 700 delegates at an 
NUS Conference. 
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Conference Believes 

1. That NUS is unrepresentative. 

2. That all FCS has achieved by participating in NUS is to give It 
credibility. 

3. That FCS has never changed any important belief held by NUS. 

4. That FCS should now concentrate its efforts on bringing about the 
economic collapse of NUS, by encouraging and aiding FCS Associa­
tions in getting their colleges to disaffiliate from NUS. 

Conference Resolves 

1. To bring about the complete collapse of NUS. 

2. To mandate FCS's leadership to actively work towards this end. 

3. To mandate NC to carry out a publicity campaign, especially in the 
National Press, to inform the public about the realities underlying 
NUS, and to destroy the image it perpetuates of itself. 

4. To mandate the Chairman of FCS to request Mark Carlisle to issue a 
statement condemning NUS. 

5. To mandate NC to look into a possible alternative national student 
forum which colleges which disaffiliate from NUS could join. 

TRADE UNIONS MOTION TWO 

Proposed by: Tim Linacre 
Jonathan Gillen 

Conference Believes 

1. That people should have the right to join any voluntary organisation, 
including trades unions. 
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2. That people should have the freedom to enter into employment 
contracts to provide labour services and the further freedom to refuse 
to enter into agreements which do not explicitly give them the right to 
strike, i.e. collectively withdraw labour services. 

3. That in the absence of such explicity agreement, strikes are, de 
facto, a breach of contract. 

4. That if a contract is broken in such a way by the employee, the 
employer must be able to act as though the contract were null and 
void, and thus terminate the contract of employment. 

5. That the law be made consistent between trade unions and other 
organisations, so that all actions which under current law are usually 
defined as being unlawful, but which when taken 'in furtherance of a trade 
dispute', are now defined as being lawful, should also be made unlawful. 

6. That no person should be forced to join an association against 
their will. 

7. That Trade Unions, by establishing nationwide wage bargaining 
agreements, which ignore local circumstances, create distortions in 
the market, which are reflected in employees decisions to dispose of 
unproductive workers. 

8. That without nationwide pay agreements employers could fix wages on 
a local basis at a level consistent with the product of the labour at the plant 
concerned and would not, as at present, have to fix wages nationally at a 
level equal to the marginal product of the most efficient labour within the 
whole nation irrespective of regional or local differences. 

9. That such a change would facilitate the offering of a larger number of 
employment opportunities as employers would be able to offer levels of 
pay consistent with the marginal product of the additional labour. 

10. That the imposition by trade unions of restrictive practices and 
overmanning, and their resistance to the introduction of modern 
technology has led to a decrease in British Industry's productivity and 
competitiveness in the UK economy than has been experienced in the 
other Western industrialised countries. 
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Conference Instructs 

1. National Committee to launch a campaign explaining how trade 
unions cause unemployment and in support of reform of law to trade 
unions as outlined in this motion. 

AMENDMENT ONE 

Proposed by: Sussex University C.A. 

Conference Notes 

1. The clause in the Industrial Relations Act that allows for the 
continuation of the closed shop. 

2. The unfair dismissal of Joanna Harris and other such victims. 

3. The incompetence of the Secretary of State for Employment In 
dealing with this matter and more besides. 

Conference Believes 

1. That the closed shop is an infringement on the. individual's freedom 
to choose. 

2. That the closed shop amounts to a violation of the individual's 
rights. 

3. That such a policy is an obstacle to the free movement of labour. 

Conference Resolves 

1. To condemn the closed shop policy. 

2. To ask the Government to legislate on this problem. 

3. To actively campaign for its abolition. 

4. To pledge full support to those who are the victims of an unjust and 
undemocratic policy. 
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GOVERNMENT ECONOMIC STRATEGY 

Proposed by: 

Conference Believes 

Jonathan Gillen 
Tim Linacre 
David Boyd 

MOTION THREE 

1. That Incomes Policies are both morally obnoxious and 
economically disastrous. 

2. That tariff barriers would only maintain inefficient industry within 
the UK and export unemployment to our foreign friends. 

3. That the tax advantage given to Housing, Pensions and Life 
Insurance savings takes away from Entrepreneurical investment. 

4. That unemployment has few causes:-

a) Bad management which is unable to design, produce and market 
a product which the consumer wants at a price he can afford. 

b) Unions and Trade Union legislation which causes overmanning 
and stop factors moving to those areas where they can be 
profitably employed. 

5. That the Bank of England's commitment to the Keynesian objection 
of controlling interest rates is preventing the effective control of 
money supply. 

6. That money supply control is paramount for the control of inflation. 

7. The present VAT threshold of £15,000 is too low and should be 
raised. 

8. That the present tax system should be heavily reformed so as to cut 
down administrative cost and eliminate the 'poverty trap' of high 
marginal tax rates for the lower paid. 

9. That there should be no financial incentive or decentive provided by 
the state for couples to have children. 
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10. That one of the fundamental problems of the British economy I 
the existence of a large, overmanned, inefficient and very expenslv 
public sector. 

11. That the Government should take all possible measu_res to reduc 
the size of this public sector. 

12. That these measures should include:-

a) Tax deductibility for private education. 
b) Tax deductibility for private health services, providing they 

agree to take patients irrespective of medical condition. 
c) Provision for complete contracting out of the state pension 

scheme, though participation in a pension scheme should 
remain compulsory. 

d) All welfare benefits to be paid in cash. 
e) The contracting out of the payment of welfare benefits and the 

evaluation of welfare cases to private contractors. 
f) A statutory right to compete with all state-run local transport. 
g) Immediate contracting out of British Rail station catering and 

buffet cars. 
h) The privatisation of British Airways. 
i) A more liberal granting of licences on air routes, at least thre 

for every route. 
j) As extensive as possible privatisation of local government 

services. 
k) A statutory right for private companies to be able to tender for 

local government services. 
I) Reform of the rating system and the introduction of a new 

method of financing local government through a local incom 
tax or local sales. 

m) Further reduction of state rent controls. 
n) Selling of council houses at far greater discounts. 
o) The expansion of enterprise zones with the abolition of detall d 

planning controls over larger areas. 
p) The institution of free trade zones in depressed dock areas. 
q) Complete abolition of the Post Office monopoly to put In fir t 

phones; 
r) The lifting of the state monopoly on coal mining and the gradu 

transfer of the ownership of the mines to the miners. 
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s) The sell ing off of the profitable patts of British Steel and British 
Leyland. 

t) The abolition of the wages councils which effectively impose 
minimum wage controls. 

Conference Instructs 

1. National Committee to campaign for the implementation of this 
policy. 

AMENDMENT ONE 

Proposed by: Sussex University C.A. 

Add to Main Motion 

Conference Notes 

1. The state of the economy. 

2. The Government's resolve to reduce inflation and to revive British 
industry. 

3. The target of reducing the Public Sector borrowing requirement to 
between £8 - £9 billion. 

4. The continuous burden on the private sector. 

5. The Government's concern at the increasing number of jobless persons. 

6. Dismay at the continual funding of l_ame duck industries. 

Conference Believes 

1. The monetarist strategy as put forward in the election manifesto 
1979 is necessary in order to achieve economic recovery. Any half-way 
measures will lead to the continuation of economic decline. 

2. That cuts in public expenditure are a necessary part of a policy 
aimed at reducing inflation. 
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2. That cuts in. public expenditure are a necessary part of a pollcy 
aimed at reducing inflation. 

3. That a large inefficient, expensive and overmanned public sector 
hinders the ability of the private sector to compete profitably within 
the United Kingdom and with its overseas traders. 

4. That in order to reduce unemployment in the long term, It I 
necessary to stop inflation, prevent on a voluntary basis excessive real 
wage increases and consequently create the conditions of economic 
stability which will encourage new investment and the creation of job 
thereafter. 

5. That Conservative students are considerably dismayed at the recent 
decisions by the Government to continue to finance loss-making 
sections of the public sector. 

6. That a greater emphasis should be placed on the privatisation of the 
public sector. 

Conference Resolves 

1. To support the monetarist strategy as advocated in the election 
manifesto. 

2. To openly support the Government's cuts in public expenditure. 

3. To actively condemn the funding of loss-making sections of th 
public sector with tax-payers money. 

4. To praise the Government for its efforts in developing the Youth 
Opportunities Programme. 

5. To condemn overspending inefficiency and waste which ha 
characterised the running of many local authorities in recent years. 

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AND THE THIRD WORLD 

Proposed by: Tim Linacre 
Brian Monteith 
Jonathan Gillen 

Conference Notes 

MOTION FOUR 

1. Large-scale attempts by the Soviet Union to expand its influence In 
the Third World by means of invasion, or subversion, in particular It 
activities in Angola, Ethiopia, North and South Yemen, Afghanistan etc. 
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2. The foolish and vacillating approach of the West toward the third 
world, notably the economic colonisation of the Brandt Report; the 
undermining of anti-Soviet authoritarian regimes and the lack of 
support for anti-Soviet resistance fighters. 

Conference Believes 

1. That whilst the West should be working for an improvement in 
human rights in all authoritarian and totalitarian countries, it is naively 
dangerous to argue that this desire should lead the West to abandon 
support for anti-Soviet authoritarian regimes. 

2. That if the West did withdraw support from such states as El 
Salvador the probable consequence would be a Soviet-backed 
revolution and the establishment of a puppet Communist government, 
a development which would not improve the welfare of the citizens of 
the country, and would only facilitate the expansion of Soviet 
influence towards their statedgoal of world omination. 

3. That the Brandt Report represents an essentially collectivist 
approach to world economic problems, and that outside aid is not a 
prerequisite for a state's emergence from poverty and can in fact be 
detrimental. 

4. That a far more influential factor in a country's development is the 
existence of an internal capitalist system with free access to the 
markets of the developed world for exports. 

5. That developing countries should be helped by the establishment of free 
trade zones within their borders, tax incentives for companies trading with 
them, and lifting of all Western import controls on their exports. 

6. That the British Government should take a lead in defending 
western values more aggressively when they are challenged by 
various third world dictatorships in such forums as the United 
Nations. 

7. That the West should facilitate an increased flow of arms and other 
supplies to anti-Communist freedom fighters, such as those in 
Afghanistan, Angola, and Cambodia. 
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Conference Instructs 

1. National Committee to promote the above strategy by:-

a) Pressing for it to be adopted in full by the Government 

b) Raising money from the student population for the Afghan 
Resistance 

c) Running a campaign highlighting the extent of misery in Soviet 
dominated countries and Soviet attempts at subversion 
elsewhere. 

AMENDMENT ONE 

Proposed by: Sussex University C.A. 

Conference Notes 

1. The attempt by the present Government to ensure that thi s 
country is capable of defending itself against external aggression. 

2. The expenditure required for the purposes of defence. 

3. The active participation of this country in the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organisation (N.A.T.O.) 

4. The massive build-up of arms by the Warsaw Pact countrl 

5. The aggressive expansionism which has characterized Sovl 
Foreign Policy over the past decade. 

Conference Believes 

1. That this country's defence systems, organisations and institution 
are barely adequate. 

2. That this country's involvement and participation in alliances su h 
as NATO is essential to the maintenance of a free world. 

19 



3. That high public expenditure on defence is clearly justified and 
must be sustained. 

4. That nuclear weaponry and conventional arms are an effective 
deterrent to any would be aggressor and that we can only achieve 
" peace through strength". 

Conference Resolves 

1. To actively support the Government in its positive stand towards 
. defence. 

2. To publicise and propagate the Government's view on defence. 

3. To maintain an effective stand against the efforts and aims of the 
CND (while recognising their right to free speech). 

4. To advocate a steady increase in defence expenditure. 

5. To encourage greater contributions from this country to NATO. 

F.C.S. STRUCTURE AND PRIORITIES 

Proposed by: 

Conference Believes 

Peter Batey 
Tim Mack 
William Hague 
Lance Moir 

MOTION FIVE 

1. That over the past three years, FCS has failed in a number of 
significant respects. 

a) To establish clear priorities in its activity, to define its major 
objectives and to structure its work in pursuit of such 

b) To overcome its factional and fractious internal politics and to 
make a useful contribution to the work of the Conservative 
Party. 

c) To involve a significant proportion of its membership in its 
activities. 
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2. That these failures arise out of a number of factors, notably 
leadership, mental disposition and constitutional. 

Conference Notes 

That these failures have manifested themselves in a number of 
specific inadequacies viz: 

1. The failure of FCS to construct any coherent education policy, to 
formulate a philosophy of Higher and Further Education, and a 
structure for the same. 

What are the respective roles of universities and polytechnics In 
Higher education. 

- Should a university education be a liberal education in the 
traditional sense, or should it be regarded less for the 
stimulation of personal intellectual development than for the 
teaching of practical skills? 

- What should be the balance of teaching and research in an 
academic institution? 

- How do we reconcile our aims with cash limits and restricted 
resources? 

2. The exhaustion of the strategy towards NUS that the Federation has 
pursued over the past six years, and the continued failure to arrive at 
any new concensus on tactics, which would command widespread 
support within the FCS; 

Should we bring substantial pressure to bear upon NUS by 
encouraging Student Unions to withhold subscription? 

- Should we launch a campaign of disaffiliation. Can such 
campaign succeed, and indeed is a political group the be 
organisation to lead it? 

- Is disaffiliation from NUS credible in that plans for an alternatlv 
national representative body? What form should an alternatlv 
take? Is there a rationale for a Universities' Union, a Union for 
Students in Higher Education? Should any such organisation b 
federal, confederal or unitary etc.? 

3. The increased polarization of FCS. 
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4. The time wasted by internal conflict within FCS when National 
Committees of different complexions have pursued policies, which 
whatever their merits, have not been endorsed by a Conference and do 
not command sufficient support among FCS members at large (e.g. 
this year's loans dispute). 

5. The increasing extent to which FCS is dominated by an oligarchic 
national clique, at odds not only with the Regions, but also with many 
individual associations. 

6. The insufficient liaison with, and involvement of individual 
association, and the conclusion of these associations which do not 
support the faction which is in the ascendancy at the time. 

7. The damage done to the image of the Federation and to its standing 
within the Party and in the country by the flaunting of not only political 
discussions, but also of derogatory personal comments. 

Conference Further Believes 

A. Functions and Priorities 

That this is necessary to re-examine and define the priorities and 
functions of the Federation, and that: 

1. FCS has two primary functions, to which all other are subordinate. 

(a) to secure for the Conservative Party as large a share of the 
student vote as possible, and to assist the Party generally in 
securing its electoral success. 

(b) to act as an intellectual wing of the Party, evaluating new ideas, 
and injecting new proposals into the machinery of the Party. 

2. FCS should practise in its affairs, these matters in which it has 
expertise or qualities which will enable it to make best use of limited 
resources in pursuing the objectives set out in (1) above; namely: 

(a) In student Affairs - through Student Unions etc. 
(b) In education policy, with specific reference to Higher and 

Further Education. 
(c) In youth politics, through the British Youth Council etc. 
(d) Above all, through research, making use of the vast fund of ideas 

and intelligence of FCS members in higher and further education. 
(In this respect, no other branch of the Party is so fortunate). 
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It is to be hoped that our contribution in these areas would be of 
somewhat higher quality than present debate within FCS, which 
seems often to consist of little more than reflecting existing 
discussions within the Party and debating them at a level little above 
the platitudinous. Debates about economic policy or defence, which 
have occurred at Conference after Conference have been conducted 
without the contribution of any new ideas and have often been 
dominated by economic and political illiterates. 

B. Involvement and Participation 

That in spite of cost and logistical problems, efforts should be made 
to involve more FCS members and Association in its work, within 
given resources. 

1. Conferences 

(a) That the structure and content of FCS Annual Conference does 
not promote involvement in its affairs. 

(b) That Annual Conference rarely debates the bread and butter 
issues and concerns of FCS, or considers the work of National 
Officers and Committees, unless factional politics escalate 
some aspect into a major issue. 

(c) That as a consequence, not only are national officers largely 
unaccountable, but the contribution of ideas from those beyond 
the dominant national clique is largely stiffened. 
When did Conference last debate our involvement in European 
Democrat Students? 
When were the subjects, nature and conduct of nation I 
campaigns last discussed? 
What about training, parliamentary liaison, publicity, 
publications, relation with the Young Conservatives, Student 
Union finance etc.? 
Do we know what our national officers have done and are we In 
position to contribute to what will be done in the future? 

(d) That many of the topics debated are irrelevant to the current or 
future work of the Federation, and that such debates are carried 
out without sufficient information. 

(e) That the possibility of re-organising the agenda of Conferenc 
to supplement the existing personalised reports of indlvldu I 
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officers (often little more than hustings for the election to 
follow) by topic, problem or issue-based reports connected with 
the motions for debate should be investigated. 

(f) That some form of automatic privatisation of motions for debate 
should be considered so that the Federation debates in the first 
instance matters of primary concern, before balloting to decide 
which less immediate problems are to be discussed. (This 
would avoid the incessant repetition of sterile debates on 
economic policy, which add nothing to Party or public thinking , 
and are little more than strings of cliches). 

2. Half Yearly Council 

(a) That Half Yearly Council is arguably an ill-conceived and mis­
timed meeting. 

(b) That more regular involvement of individuals and associations 
in decision making would be welcome and might be achieved by 
re-assessing the timing, structure and remit of the Half Yearly 
Council. 

(c) That we should consider either re-scheduling it or replacing it 
with a Council of Association Chairmen or other less unwieldy 
policy-making body, which might meet more frequently and more 
cheaply (perhaps holding meetings to coincide with existing 
training or regional conferences in order to reduce costs). 

3. Policy and Discussion Groups 

That policy discussion and research is an imperative means of 
inducing greater involvement in FCS and offering members the 
opportunity to express their opinions and to offer ideas and 
contributions. 

(a) That the role of the Education Policy Group should be re­
appraised and strengthened, and regular reports submitted by it 
to both conferences and councils. 

(b) That consideration should be given to establishing ad hoc 
groups to discuss other policy areas so that FCS is involved in 
the production of new ideas instead of merely reiterating tired 
old ones. 
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C. Regions 

1. That the existing regional structure should be re-assessed. 

2. That communications with the regions have broken down, partly due 
to internal political tensions, but also due to lack of appropriate 
mechanism for consultation, the Regional Chairmen's Committee 
having proved inadequate. 

3. That consideration should be given to the possibility of establishing 
a Regional Council as an alternative to Half Yearly Council and for a 
Council for Association Chairmen. 

D. Electoral System 

1. That present discussions within FCS rest upon attitudes, personal 
apathy, and lack of appreciation of the fact that the role of the national of­
ficers of the Federation is to run it not in the interests of the TAG, Mon­
day Club or Adam Smith Institute, but in the interests of the Conservative 
Party as a whole and of its members both Association and individuals. 

2. That the role of national officers is in many respects not a political one at 
all, but the administrative task of providing the best possible framework, 
leadership and guidance so that all FCS members can contribute. 

3. That in spite of these factors, it is arguable that the present electoral 
system institutionalises factionalism within FCS. 

4. That no alternative electoral system will cure the present trench 
warfare, but that the present Multiple Vote (2 + 1) (5 + 2) system should 
be re-amended and alternatives considered, including STV, a revised 
form of MV and any other options. 

Conference Instructs National Committee 

1. to practise in its work these matters in which it has expertls , 
special interest or suitable resources. 

(a) Student Affairs. 

(b) Education Policy. 

(c) Youth Politics. 

(d) Research. 
(e) Other matters that command widespread interest amon 

members. 

25 



2. To prepare in consultation with internal parties and submit a report 
on the following issues, and to bring forward such amendments to the 
Constitution and Standing Orders as it deems appropriate. 

(a) Structural Alteration to Annual Conference 

(i) automatic prioritisation and priorities ballot. 

(ii) the form of reports to conference and their relationship 
with matters for debate. 

(b) The role and timing of Half Yearly Council and other conferences 
including consideration of the possibility of establishing an 
Association Chairman's and/or Regional Council. 

(c) The electoral system - setting out the merits of various 
systems in the context of the needs of the Federation. 

(d) The role of the Education Policy Group and the desirability of 
setting up further research groups as a means of involving more 
people in formulating new policy for submission to the senior 
Party. 

(e) Any other ideas for improving the functioning of the Federation. 

Conference Instructs EPG/SAC 

To submit issue-orientated reports to conference and council as 
regularly as possible and to seek guidance from them as to which 
matters it should investigate as a matter of priority. 

26 

FCS COMMITTEES AND OFFICERS 1980 - 1981 

NATIONAL COMMITTEE 

Chairman 
Vice-Chairmen 

Acting Secretary 
NC Members 

STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

REGIONAL CHAIRMEN 

London 
Northern 
North West 
Yorkshire 
East Midlands 
West Midlands 
East Anglia 
South East 
Wessex 
Western 
Wales 
Scotland 

Peter Young 
Tim Janman 
David Steyn 
Simon Richards 
Tim R. Cowell 
Tim Linacre 
David Boyd 
Chris Cozens 
Jonathan Gillen 
Paul Lowery 
Lance Moir 
Ian Patterson 

Robert Butler ( - June 1980) 
Simon Oliver ( - Nov. 1980) 
Alan Griffiths 
Graeme Waddicar ( - Nov. 1980) 
Christopher Bones 
Hilary Newman 
Barry Wood (Sept. 1980 - ) 
Simon Wilson (Nov. 1980 - ) 
Adrian Chandler (Nov. 1980 - ) 

Simon Wilson 
Nick Gibb 
Steve Huyton 
Peter Molyneux 
Gordon Craig 
Grace Morris 
Ken Rolph 
Mark Loveday 
Philip Moor 
Harold Elletson 
Gregor MacGregor 
Brian Monteith 
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NOTES TO PARTICIPANTS 

Meals and Refreshments 

All Conference Sessions will be held in the Coffee Lounge in Ranmoor 
House. 

All meals will be served in Ranmoor House. 

Disco 

A disco will be held in the Second Bar on Tuesday. 

Enquiries 

All enquiries should be addressed to the Conference office which is 
situated in the Lower Library at Ranmoor House. This will be open at:-

Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Conference Passes 

10.30 - 12.30 
14.00 - 15.30 

08.30 - 09.00 
12.30 - 13.00 
17.00 - 18.00 

09.30 - 11.15 
14.00 - 15.30 

Conference Passes should be worn at all times. In the interests of 
economy, you are requested to return your plactic holders before 
leaving the Conference. 

Meal Tickets 

These will be required for all meals and are available at registration. 
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CONSERVATIVE CENTRAL OFFICE 

Organisation and Community Affairs Department 

Director 

Assistant Director (Youth) 

National Organising Secretary (Youth) 

Secretaries 

Community Officers 
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Mr. A.S. Garner 

Mr. Tim Cowell 

Mr. Mark Worrall 

Sue Oliver 
Gail Binney 

Judy Eady 
Richard Diment 
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