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T h e State

This is Serious;

yet to h it the streets - b u t at
a price. S Q U A L L is now in
debt (up to o u r collective
eyebrow s). M any thanks go
to those w ho have d u g deep
but it’s still n o t enough,
W E NEED M ONEY
A N D W E N E E D IT
Q U IC K IF W E ’R E N O T
TO G O UNDER.
R u n by volunteers, all
m o n ie s
d o n a te d
to
S Q U A L L are p ut into the
m ag. T h is ed it has a ru n o f
1 5 0 0 c o p ie s , e a c h o n e
co stin g u s j u s t o v e r 65p. A s
th e s h it p ile s d e e p e r
S Q U A L L has to rem ain on
top o f it; sin k and w e suffo
cate.
T his m agazine n o t only

News Shorts & other Busyness
Government Homelessness Review
- the removal o f the rights to housing

Actors of Parliament

T he biggest, best and
m ost inform ative SQ U A L L

Hackney Electric Scheme(ing)
- London's dirtiest borough knows no bounds

Heavy Artillery
- activists move in on Parliament

21

The Jewel in the Mud Award

goes to those w ho will be
affected b y proposed legis
lation b u t to those im ple
m enting it and those w ork
ing against it: M Ps, the m e
d ia ( u n d e r g r o u n d a n d
m a in s tre a m ), tra v e lle r's
groups, squatter's groups
and hum an rights organisa
tions to nam e a few o f the
obvious ones. W e believe
S Q U A L L has an im portant
role to play in inform ation
dispersal; if you agree, help
us.

Cheques & POs etc
payable to SQUALL
INFORMATION
IS YOUR
WEAPON

Much respect & without whom:
The C arol Singers, NottFlN, Shane, H a c k n e y Homeless
People's Festival, C oolTan Arts, SQUASH, ASS, Chris,
Pam , P a u l G, M o d & CHAR.

W ritten & P rod u ced b y Co-M otion.

- in b rie f
• The Criminal Justice Bill, with laws against
squatting and travelling, were voted through
committee stage with the addition of three
new clauses on squatting sanctioning 'vio
lence' in repossessions.
• Report Stage is at the end of March and
then to the House of Lords. The Government
hope to have the Bill become an Act between
Easter and June '94.
• The Labour Party abstained on the second
reading of the Bill and rumblings in parlia
ment suggest they might do so again at the
third stage.
• The Freedom Network have squatted a
massive building within a few hundred yards
of parliament and the Home Office. They are
protesting against Part 5 of the Criminal Justice
Bill and running an alternative Rough Sleep
er's Initiative. See 'Heavy Artillery' page 20.

SQUALL
c/o 2 S t Paul's Rd,
London N 1 2QN
Open copyright for non-profit making use only.

The state it's in
Travels in a political Arena

W

e a re n o w o n th e sh o rt fu s e
to c rim in a lis a tio n . L e g is la 

tio n d e s ig n e d to e s ta b lis h c rim in a l
s a n c tio n s a g a in s t b o th tra v e llin g
a n d s q u a ttin g h a v e b e e n c ra m m e d

in to th e C rim in a l J u s tic e a n d P u b 
lic O r d e r B ill p u b lis h e d in e a rly
J a n u a ry .
The Bill contains 117 clauses
covering a disjointed array of issues
including the rem oval of the rights of
silence, crim inal sanctions against
raves, tougher prison punishm ent for
young offenders, repeal of the Caravan
Sites A ct, and crim in al sanctions
against travellers, squatters and pro
testers. It also includes the provision of
grants for security at party conferences.
The second reading of the Bill
occurred on January 11th and the L a
bour Party elected to abstain on the
issue rather than vote against it. The
reasons for this stance were described
as a m anoeuvre to outfox Tories who
had prepared speeches criticising La
bour for opposing the Bill and being
soft on crime. Instead, the Labour Party
tabled an am endm ent requesting that
the Bill also place some emphasis on
crime prevention as well as punish
ment. The am endm ent was defeated
319 votes to 275, a government m ajor
ity of 44.
Consequently, the G overnment
criticised Labour for being both "inde
cisive" and "soft on crime".
The next stage of the Bill was its
processing by a standing committee;
30 M Ps, proportioned according to the
seats held by each party in the House of
Commons, selected to consider each
clause of the Bill and to vote on any
am endm ents to it. The com m ittee was
expected to com m ence sitting on
February 25th. However, out of the
blue, it began in mid-January, shorten
ing the fuse even further.
D espite the fact that the consul
tation paper on travellers was dealt
with by the Departm ent o f the Envi
ronm ent, despite the fact that the re

peal of the Caravan Sites Act - local
authority provision for Gypsys - is a
DoE issue, and despite the fact that
homelessness is a DoE issue, the Gov
ernment have not put forward a single
member of the DoE to sit on the com 
mittee. As a reflection there are also no
members of the Shadow Environment
on the committee.
This was bad news for squatters
and travellers because it meant that the
political debate has been swung even
further away from the social reality of
the issue, concentrating instead on
tackling false criminal stereotypes.
The committee reached Part 5
of the Bill - trespass, raves, travellers
and squatters - in the second week of
February, and as expected the clauses
were voted through with the Govern
ment majority. No amendments were
passed, except those introduced by
David MacLean (Home Office M inis
ter and Michael Howard's career-con
scious field-marshal).
The Labour Party actually re
frained from voting on many of the
amendments. The Labour front bench
stance was to argue a few points but not
too strongly and not in a way that
risked accusations of being soft on
crime. Hence, the Shadow Home M in
ister Alun Michael's objection to the
laws on squatting were made on the
basis of how the measures might affect
tenants and licensees. It was left up to
the likes of Neil Gerrard, Jean Corston
and John Fraser to make more of the
dire consequences for homelessness
and civil liberties. Observers in the
gallery had to sit on their tongues and
watch a lot of very arguable points slip
by.
On Tuesday Feb 8th, the Gov
ernment slipped three new clauses into
the timetable without any announce
ments of their arrival. The conse
quences of these additions are worse
than the original Bill as, believe it or
not, they advocate the right of almost
anyone with an interest in a property,
or anyone acting on their behalf, to
gain violent entry to that property,

whether or not the property is occu
pied. It removes the security of the
front door and heralds the sanctioning
o f v ig ilan te b ailiffs an d licensed
heavies. These new clauses were voted
through in early March.
Amendments are the mecha
nism by which any member of the
committee may challenge the Bill. The
SQUASH Parliam entary Group had
already prepared amendments for the
clauses on squatting. Some of these
were tabled by opposition MPs, al
though the Labour front bench vetoed
most of them in order not to be seen
actually in favour o f squatting.
There is nothing in the Criminal
Justice Bill that mentions the ex-parte
court procedures, except the introduc
tion o f the as yet undefined phrase:
"interim possession order". These pro
cedures will be established by what is
known as delegated legislation - a set
of rulings handed down to the courts by
the Lord Chancellor and not voted on
in Parliament. W hen these rulings have
been written they will be the subject of
a public consultation. This represents
another area where the legal profes
sion's dissatisfaction with the clumsi
ness of the proposals may provide some
opposition. SHELTER, CHAR, the
LAW SOCIETY and the ASSOCIA
TION O F M ETR O PO LITA N A U 
THORITIES all sent packages to the
members of the Standing Committee,
expressing their opposition to the
clauses on squatting.
The repeal of the Caravan Sites
Act 1968, also in the Crim inal Justice
Bill, removes both the statutory re
quirement on local authorities to make
sites available for travellers and the
enabling grants to do so. It has no place
in Criminal Justice legislation. No-one
at the Home Office will explain why
legislation unconcerned with crime is
being tagged onto a criminal justice
bill, and dealt with only by the Home
Office. Never the less, the committee
voted it through unamended.
Continued on page 38
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Law is a cabaret old chum
"This B ill is not only poorly
worded, it's simply unworkable.
It's just a publicity move - just
wait and see, it's going to cause
all sorts o f trouble. And right
now anything w e shout about will
give the Tories exactly what they
want from this Bill - and that is
publicity about 'getting tough'."
So exp lain ed Alun M ichael,
Shadow Home Minister and leader o f the
Labour members on the Standing com 
mittee. W ithout a doubt, the Criminal
Justice and Public Order Bill is con
cerned with a collection of seemingly
unrelated legislative ideas: the removal
of the rights o f silence; the criminalisa
tion o f travellers, squatters, young of
fenders and raves; the removal o f the
rights o f land protest and the repeal o f the
Caravan Sites Act.

The one thing that links them all,
is their media appeal. The 111 pages of
disjointed cabaret that constitute the Bill
have dismayed many political observers,
including police and legal organisations
for whom Michael Howard says he is
empowering with the new law. In reality
the Bill is a bizarre compilation that only
the Government seems keen to defend.
Nowhere is this more apparent than with
the repeal of the Caravan Sites Act which
has nothing to do with criminal law or the
Home Office, but has been thrown in
anyway.
The stage blocks for the Bill's
presentation have been under construc
tion for the last two years. A trawl through
the media over this period reveals that
publicity campaigns associated with spe
cific parts of the Bill have appeared for an
allotted agenda-setting period and then
disappeared again before deeper investi

ECONOMICS ILLUSTRATED: No. 94

The Trickledown Effect

gation had a chance to reveal them to be
groundless. Every facet of the Bill has
been subject to this meticulous prepara
tion, as the cabaret's directors try to max
imise the applause extractable from the
punch-lines.
The Standing Committee selected
to go through the Bill clause by clause,
began sitting in mid-January, one month
earlier than expected. The warm-up art
ists having thus media-manipulated the
sentiments of the auditorium have left the
stage and, suddenly, the main perform
ance is under way.
The party o f opposition in Brit
ain's version of democracy have also
fallen under the theatrical spell, declining
to interrupt the show for fear o f a scowl
ing audience. W hen the vote after the
second reading of the Bill occurred in the
House o f Commons on January 11th, the
Labour Party abstained. The official La
bour Policy on the issue is "to neither
support or oppose the clauses on travel
lers and squatters" and although some
argument was raised against the aggra
vated trespass, squatting and Caravan
Sites clauses, no-one had a good word to
say about squatters, new travellers or
land protesters.

‘N o , n o !’ sa id th e Q u ee n . ' S e n te n c e first— verd ict
a fterw a rd s.’
‘S tu ff an d n o n s e n s e !’ said A lice lou d ly. ‘T h e idea o f
h avin g th e se n te n c e fir s t!’
' H o ld y o u r t o n g u e !’ sa id th e Q u een , tu rn in g p u rp le.
' I w o n ’t !’ said A lic e.
‘ O ff w ith her h e a d ! ’ th e Q u een sh o u ted at th e top o f
h er v o ic e . N o b o d y m o v ed .
‘W h o cares for y o u ? ' said A lice (sh e had g ro w n to her
fu ll size b y th is tim e). ‘ Y o u ’re n o th in g b u t a pack o f
c a r d s !'
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G oat H unters
Just after the New Year, the Gov
ernment's continuing campaign against
hunt saboteurs provided another exam
ple of such political stage-blockbuilding.
Hunt saboteurs, in the lives o f Britain's
voting population, are not a major issue.
Only a tiny minority of the population
take part in fox hunting and as such the
predominance of the issue in the media

has to be the object of some suspicion. O f
course, it is almost certainly the case that
the vast majority of fox hunters are Tory
voters and that making a strike at people
who disrupt the hunt, is tantamount to a
rallying cry for the Tory's faithful hounds.
The fox in this case is in fact a goat (read
scape). However, the amount o f cover
age given to the subject indicates that this
is not the sole motive.
The particular part of the Crimi
nal Justice Bill that this stage block will
support are clauses 52 and 53 on aggra
vated trespass. These state that it will be
a criminal offence if a person goes onto
land to:
a) intimidate persons engaging
in a law ful' activity
b) obstruct that activity
c) disrupt that activity.
The consequences of this clause
will be the removal o f the right to protest
on land. This includes those against nu
clear installations and, more in evidence
recently, protests against the bulldozing
of the countryside to build more roads.
To a Government whose idea of
forging a society is based solely on eco
nomic theory alone, the planned addition
of £23 billion of tarmac to the British
countryside makes perfect sense. More
roads mean better transportation of mar
ketable goods and a boost to the car
industry. B ut to a population with a grow

ing interest in environmental issues, £23
billion of tarmac is not proving popular.
Consequently, although protests against
road building have recently been far more
substantial than protests against fox
hunting, they have not been associated
with the plans to criminalise such activity
in the Criminal Justice Bill. Instead, the
removal of the right to register a protest
on land is to be delivered under the ban
ner of preventing balaclava-wearing,
stick-wielding hunt saboteurs from vio
lently disrupting a traditional country
pursuit'.
In the cause of building stage
blocks, the Daily Telegraph (27/12/94)
reported how a huntsman's wife had been
beaten with a flail and kneed in the groin
by hunt saboteurs. She was quoted: "I'm
lucky not to have ended up in hospital."
However, the police brought no charges
because there were no injuries. "I think
the protesters were there to make their
presence felt. No damage was done to the
kennels," repented a police spokesman.
The Daily Telegraph concluded its arti
cle with a quote from the Field Sports
Society implying that there were some
members of the Animal Liberation Front
(ALF) amongst the protesters. 'So what?'
you might think. But, reading between
the lines, the paper is not only fully aware
of, but is also a major participant in, the
extremely bad press coverage generally

given to the ALF. Its members are regu
larly committed to prison sentencesof a few
years or more for usually non-life-threaten
ing protest actions. Hence people come to
dismissively associate the ALF with bad
news, regardless of the context O f course,
if there had been press coverage of the
injuries inflicted on hunt saboteurs by the
huntsmen, the Government would be hard
pressed to portray the protesters as the
countryside 'terrorists'.
There are indeed grounds-a-plenty
for viewing it this way round. For, be
sides the barbarism of enjoying watching
a fox ripped apart by hounds, we have:
•
A member of the Old Berks Hunt
who struck and felled a protester in Oxford.
•
Three protesters admitted to Lan
cashire Royal Infirmary after being at
tacked by members of die Vale o f Lune
Harriers H unt
•
A protester in Knightley, near
Liverpool, beaten unconscious at the
opening meet of the North Staffordshire
H unt
•
A steward with the Bicester &
Whaddon Chase Hunt arrested for as
sault when he attempted to throttle a
protester. Another steward was let go,
despite hitting a protester on the head
with a video camera.
•
A member of the Hampshire Hunt
whipping a number of saboteurs after
Continued on page 38
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Injustice Translate
A summary of Part V of the Criminal Justice and
Public Order Bill; relating to aggravated trespass,
squatting, travelling, land protests and festival/parties.
(NB. legal terminology uses the masculine pronouns - he, his and him)

Clauses 45 and 46.

Criminal Sanctions on Simple Trespass.

1)
If 2 or more persons are trespassing on land and are present there with the
common purpose of residing there for any period, and that reasonable steps have been taken
by or on behalf of the owner to ask them to leave and
a) that any of these persons have caused damage to the land or used
threatening, abusive or insulting words or behaviour towards the owner or his agent, or
b) those persons have six or mere vehicles with them.
They can be instructed to leave. If they fail to do so as soon as possible or come back
on the land within 3 months, they commit a criminal offence punishable with 3 months
imprisonment and/or a level 4 fine (£2,500). They may be arrested without warrant This
law counts for owners and local authorities but not land owned jointly by both eg. some
village greens.
“Damage” includes the deposit of any substance capable of polluting land
Clauses 4 7, 48, 49 & 50.

Criminal Sanctions on Raves.

This section applies to a gathering on land in the open air of 100 or more persons
at which amplified music is played at night
If a police officer believes 10 or more people are present on land
a) making preparation for such a gathering
b) waiting for such a gathering
c) attending such a gathering
He may order them to leave with their vehicles and other property. Failure to do so
as soon as possible or return to the land within 7 days is a criminal offence punishable by
3 months imprisonment and/or a level 4 fine (£2,500).
The only exempt persons are the owner of the land, any member of his family, any
of his agents or anyone whose home is on the land.
A police constable may enter the land to ascertain whether a gathering is about to
happen, without a warrant
Any person within a mile radius, believed to be on their way to such a gathering can
be stopped and directed not to proceed.
If a person fails to leave the land as soon as possible the court may make an order
for forfeiture of any sound equipment The property will be taken into the possession of the
police. Anyone who can prove they own the equipment but was neither present at the
gatheringor had knowledgethat the equipmentwas to be used there,have 6 months to satisfy
the police, after which the equipment may be destroyed
Clause 51

Retention and Charges for Seized Property.

Any vehicles seized from trespassers or rave gatherings may be retained until the
conclusion of proceedings against the owners. The Secretary of State may regulate the
retention, safe keeping, disposal or destruction of such vehicles and prescribe charges for
so doing.
If the equipment owner does not pay the charges for the confiscation and storage of

his equipment, the authorities may retain i t
“Music” includes sounds wholly or predominantly characterised by the emission
of a succession of repetitive beats.
Clause 52 & 53

Aggravated Trespass (removal of rights to protest).

A person commits the offence of aggravated trespass if he goes on to land to
a) intimidate persons engaging in a lawful' activity
b) obstruct that activity
c) disrupt that activity
A person guilty o f this offence is liable to 3 months imprisonment and/or a level 4
fine (£2,500).
A police officer may order persons to leave land if it is believed that the persons are,
have, or intend to commit aggravated trespass. Failure to leave as soon as possible or return
within 7 days, is a criminal offence punishable with 3 months imprisonment and/or a level
4 fine.
Clause 54

Criminal Sanctions Against Assemblies.
Changes to the Public Order Act 1986.

If a chief officer of the police reasonably believes that an assembly is intended to be
held on land that may cause serious disruption to the community or on land of historical,
architectural, archaeological or scientific importance, he may apply to the courts for an
injunction on that assembly. This applies to the metropolitan and City o f London as well as
the rest of the country.
“Assembly” means 20 persons or more.
A person who organises an assembly despite the prohibition order, is guilty of a
criminal offence with a punishmento f 3 months imprisonmentand/ora level4 fine (£2,500)
A person who attends such an event is guilty of a criminal offence punishable by a level 3
fine (£1000)
If a constable believes that someone is on their way to such an assembly, they can
stop that person and order them not to proceed.
Clauses 56 & 57

Criminal Sanctions Against Squatting.

If an interim possession order has been granted against occupiers, it is a criminal
offence to be in that property 24 hours after the serving of the notice. It is also a criminal
offence to return to that property within one year. These offences are punishable by 6 months
imprisonment and/or a level 5 fine (£5000).
Any person found in the property within one month o f the service o f the order will
be assumed to have been there at the time o f the order and will therefore be guilty o f an
offence with the same punishment. A constable may arrest, without a warrant, anyone he
reasonably suspects as being guilty
o f theseoffences.
If a person obtaining an interim possession order makes a statement that is
a) knowingly or
b) recklessly misleading
then he commits a criminal offence punishable by 2 years imprisonment and/or an
unspecified fine.
The clauses in this Bill simply provide the 'jaw-bone' for the late at squatters. The
teeth are the ex-parte (private court) procedures that will be established by the Lord
Chancellor via what is called 'delegated legislation' or 'statutory instrument'. These rulings
are simply handed down to the courts and are not normally debated in parliament. The Lord
Chancellor’s Department has said that these rulings are yet to be written but will be the
subject of a public consultation when they are.
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In Justice Translate
Clauses 58 , 59 & 60

Criminal Sanctions for Unauthorised Campers.

If it appears to a local authority that persons are residing in a vehicle
a) on any land forming part of a highway
b) on any other unoccupied land or
c) on any occupied land without the consent of the owner,
they may direct those persons to leave. Failure to do so with any vehicles they have as soon
as possible, or any return to the site within 3 months, is a criminal offence punishable by a level
3 fine (£1000).
It is a defence for the accused to show that his failure to leave or to remove the vehicles
or other property as soon as practicable, was due to illness, mechanical breakdown or other
immediate emergency.
“Vehicle” includes:
a) any vehicle, whether or not it is in a fit state for use on roads and includes any
body, with or without wheels,appearing to have formed partof sucha vehicle,and any loadcarried
by, and anything attached to such a vehicle.
b) caravan.
Clause 61

Repeal of the Caravan Sites Act 1968.
Withdrawal of the provision made for Gypsys.

Repeal of that part of the Caravan Sites Act 1968 that placed a duty on local authorities
to provide sites for Gypsys.
Withdrawal of grants to local authorities for provision for Gypsys.
All future applications to provide sites for Gypsys will be subject to the restrictions of the
Planning and Compensation Act 1991.
“Gypsy” is defined as persons of nomadic habit of life whatever their race and origin but
does not include an organised group of travelling showmen or persons engaged in travelling
circuses, travelling together as such.

New Clauses 69 and 70

Changes to the Criminal Law Act 1977 that widen the
definition of protected intended occupiers and leasehold
interest

A person is a protected intended occupier if:
1) he has a freehold interest of not less than 2 years still to run (it was previously at least
21 years) and requires the premises for his own occupation and is excluded from entry. He, or
anyone actingon his behalf, musthave a writtenstatementexpressingsuch interestin the property,
that is signed in front of a justice of the peace or a commissioner of oaths. Anyone can act on his
behalf as long as they have the same required paperwork.
2) he has a tenancy of those premises or a licence to occupy those premises granted by a
person who fulfills the criteria mentioned in 1) above. And that he requires the premises for his
own occupation as a residence and holds a written statement signed by both owner and tenant in
front of a justice of the peace or commissioner of oaths. Anyone can act on his behalf as long as
they have the same required paperwork.
3) he has a tenancy granted by a public authority and has a statement to that effect issued
by that authority, and is excluded from taking up residence by unlawful occupants.
It is an offence for freehold owners or private tenants to make a falsestatementconcerning
the above criteria, punishable by a term not exceeding 6 months or not exceeding a £5000 fine.
It is also an offence for an occupier not to leave when presented documentation required
to fulfill the recognition of a Protected Int ended Occupier (PIO), a displaced residential occupier
(DRO).

New Clause 71

Violent Entry

Any DRO, PIO or anyone acting on their behalf is entitled to use violence to force entry
to a property regardless of whether that property is occupied at the time.
8

NEW S
OF THE

SQ EW S
A lo o k at the n e w s , o p in io n s and sk e w w h iffs as p r e sen ted b y the B ritish P ress.
"W e w ant to discourage
the young m other who turns
up with child in arm s on the
town hall steps expecting the
council to be able to help her,"
said Wandsworth Council leader,
Edward Lister (Daily M ail 20/9/93) and
"How do we explain to the young
couple w ho w ant a home before they
start a family that they cannot be
rehoused ahead o f the unmarried
teenager expecting her first probably
u n p la n n ed ch ild ," la m e n te d the
crocodile-tear stained Sir George Young
(Observer 10/9/93 Tory Conference).
One in three squatters are fami
lies and a large section of the travelling
community have children!......So what?
O f cou rse M ichael H ow ard
claimed part o f the scapegoat for his
own brief, accusing the already dazed
single parents of providing the breeding
ground for criminals: "So called pro
gressive theories in the Sixties and
Seventies made excuses for crime and
seemed to blame everyone apart from
the crim inal," he scoffed. "Some
parents neglected the difference be
tween right and wrong, and part o f
the story is the decline of the tradi
tional two parent family." (Observer
10/12/93.)

readership. How do you make a blanket
condemnation of lone parents sound
like humane politics? How do you pre
pare a readership for "FIND YOUR
OWN HOME, LONE MOTHERS
TO BE TOLD.........Next month min
isters will release proposals that will
mean an end to the automatic right of
the homeless to council housing."
(Daily Telegraph 19/12/93.)

"encourage single parents
to stay w ith their fam ilies"
The Daily Telegraph
The Tory press wriggled but
managed to fall in line with: "The
Government's radical re-think of
housing policy reflects concern that
too many homeless people are cur
rently able to take 'short cuts' to
housing. The likely effect of the change
in law would be for single mothers to

"Find y o u r ow n hom e"
The Daily Telegraph
The usual array of official-line
media, familiar with helping the British
public swallow G overnm ent policy,
hardly knew how to present this to its
9

be boused in temporary hostel ac
commodation rather than be found a
permanent home. The Government
hopes that changing the rules will
encourage single parents to stay with
their families. Changing the law could
save public money," (Daily Telegraph
8/10/93). A nd under the headline
"TORY PLAN CURBS ON LONE
M OTHERS' HOM ES", The Daily
M ail suggested that these proposals will
"stop single mothers from jumping
the queue for council housing" even
reminding readers that Wandsworth, the
Tory council who are to pilot the scheme,
has "set a consistently low poll tax". Oh
that's alright then.
The media debate surrounding
single parents took up much of the af
termath o f Tory conference coverage.

"Tim e to squash the
squatters"
Times
Squatters and travellers, al
though far from ignored in Michael
Howard's '27 scapegoats for crime'
speech, did not receive a mention until
the following month with: "Time to
Squash the Squatters: The Govern
ment is finally taking action against
squatters, Rachel Kelly writes. But is
it right to turn them into criminals?"
( The Tim es 13/10/93). The article
quoted Lou C risfield, a SQUASH
spokeswoman, who reminded every
one (again): "The numbers won't go
down; squatters do not have an alter
native. The G overnm ent did not
match its proposals with announce
ments of plans for new hostels and
extra resources."
But as always with the press, it is

News of the Sqews

WEHAVEREASON
TO BELIEVE THAT
YOU HAVE SEASON
TO BELIEVE THAT
YOU'RE LIVING
IN A FREE
COUNTRY...

consistency o f coverage that is impor
tant. The views of a newspaper's reader
ship depend on which angles occur again
and again. These are the impressions
that are fortified. Impressions that be
come opinions that become die-hard
beliefs.

"Squatters dem and up to
£2,000 from ow ners"
The Times
For instance, although Rachel
Kelly m ight well have written what, for
The Times, was a sympathetic piece,
she seems to completely ignore her own
observations only a month later in the
same newspaper. "Horror stories in
which squatters take possession of
luxurious London M ansions have
grabbed the headlines and helped to
focus the Governments's attention.
Some squatters are thought to be
encouraged by a ring of organised
criminals. The squatters are said to
move into em pty homes and then
demand up to £2,000 from the own
ers," sh e berserked (Times 5/11/93). So
what happened to her in the month be
tween these two articles, that should
lead her to flee from her forays into real
investigation, back to the safe editorial
waters o f the stereotripe? ....A Tory
editor and a Home Office press release,
that’s what...

partment and was told that there was
indeed a press conference the next
morning, but that only eight named cor
respondents were invited. "How did you
find out?” the Home Office spokes
woman asked. ”We only rang the media
10 minutes ago." After explaining that I
was a journalist interested in Homeless
ness, she said she would try to get me a
place at the briefing and would ring me
back either that evening or early in the
morning. She did not ring. SQUALL
then rang the Home Office Press De
partment again and asked a different
spokesperson why notification of the
press briefing had only been arranged
half an hour before the Home Office
had closed on the previous day, and who
the eight named correspondents were.
The spokesperson claimed not to know
the name of the Home Office press
officer I had spoken to the night before,
or who the named correspondents were.
Upon being asked why the press confer
ence had been organised at such short
notice he said: "I don't see why you
want to know this information." Even
tually he said he would find out and ring

At 5.05pm on November 3rd
1993 a call was received from a journal
ist to say that the Home Office had
hurriedly organised a press conference
for the following morning. The purpose
of the briefing was to announce details
o f the G overnm ent's intentions on
squatting. SQUALL, in anonym ous
guise, rang the H om e Office Press De
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me back. He never did. SQUALL then
telephoned Alan Travis, the Home Af
fairs Editor at The Guardian and asked
whether they had attended. He said that
he had been there and, although he
could not remember exactly how many
members of the press were at the brief
ing, it was the usual assortment that you
might find at any Home Office press
conference. The hasty arrangement was,
he said, a feature of Home Office press
conferences since Michael Howard had
become Home Secretary. In his opinion
it is designed to thwart any protests or
the attendance of journalists other than
those working for the top nationals.

"E viction is n o t the
solution"
Independent
That day the SQUASH telephone
lines went berserk as the audio-visual
media wanted instant live interviews
and the press wanted information and
nice neat little sexy soundbites for their
news pieces to be published the next
day. The Rutland Park Mansions posse
had also set themselves up in an organ
ised w ay, enabling their inform ed
spokespeople to provide interviews and,
very importantly, a topical example of
an existing squat. As a result, the audio
visual media, almost without excep
tion, came out with very squatterfriendly angles.
The following day's press cover
age also contained some gratifying sur
prises, particularly in The
.
In the last News of the Sqews (SQUALL
Issue 5) it was reported how The Inde
pendent had claimed: MEvery place
occupied by a squatter means an
other family condemned to the misery
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of bed and breakfast accommoda
tion" (Independent8/6/93). Well with
a summer to think about it and plenty of
lobbying from SQUASH, a U-turn was
in order and "WHY EVICTION IS
NOT TH E SOLUTION" was the
headline given to the new editorial line.
"The proposed new law is un
necessary. Instead of concentrating
on a serious policy initiative, the Home
Secretary has offered a knee jerk re
action to a Tory m yth ......... The
greatest failing o f Mr. H oward’s ap
proach is that he has not acknowl
edged that squatting is a symptom of
homelessness." (Indep e n d e n t 5/11/93)
The editorial and the accompanying
positively angled news feature, subti
tled; "Home Secretary’s measures are
condemned as ’draconian’ by repre
sentatives o f homeless people" (with
more quotes from SQUASH), were
greeted with a resounding 'nice one' in
the SQUALL media department.

"A knee-jerk reaction to a
Tory m yth"
Independent
The Daily M irror also hauled
itself from the expected line and ran;
"War On Squatters Is Snub To The
Homeless" quoting a squatter who had
just moved into a derelict and vandal
ised empty home in North London. "We
got a skip and cleared it all up. Nothing
really good happens when a place is
left empty."
The Financial Times (5/11/93)
soberly pointed out that "The Law So
ciety, which represents solicitors in
England and W ales, warned that the
(proposed) new possession proce
dures were open to abuse, with oc
cupiers and tenants only able to
challenge proceedings after they have
been evicted." Meanwhile, The Daily
Telegraph (5/11/93), in a sedately anti
squatter piece, still found space to quote
A ndrew S im m s from SH E L T E R :
"Further criminalising squatting is
likely to increase homelessness," and
Joe Oldman from CHAR: "This will
throw more homeless people on to the
streets because many squatters have
no alternative but to squat" O f course
The D aily M ail (5/11/93) didn't agree
with the housing experts: "For the
ironic but em phatic truth about
squatting is that it has not reduced
the level of homelessness. By frighten
ig

off landlords it has actually
increased it." We expected nothing
better from the bluest of them all, but
ought to mention that their Home Affairs
correspondent Tony Doran, talked to a
SQUASH spokesperson and said he
would write a different piece to the
usual Mail line. In fact the usual Mail
line is to drop anything that its editors
do not agree with, and so it was with
D oran's story and by-line (name).
Michael Flaherty at The Daily Express,
however, managed somehow to cir
cumvent the editors' guillotine and
provide us with a humorous piece of
editorial schizophrenia. Flaherty like
Doran, deciding to investigate rather
than p o n tific a te , had rung both
SQUASH and Rutland Park Mansions
to hear the other side of the usual story.
As a result his piece described "signs
everywhere of work (Rutland Park) painting, cleaning, replacing windowframes and panes. In the garden,
flowers have been planted and the
squatters take it in turn to cut the
grass. They have even put up swings
for local children." And all this sitting
amidst a double page spread headlined:
"The modern scourge" (Daily Ex
press 5/11/93).

The response of the press to the
Home Office statement provided the
first chance to review whether a sum
mer of campaigning had actually had
any effect on the media’s almost cease
less regurgitation of the stereotripe.
Anyone who read the Issue 5 News of
the Sqews, will know that the last major
batch of media coverage concerning
squatting followed a leak to The Mail on
Sunday (5/6/93) of impending legisla
tion. By and large it was all pretty grim,
whereas it has to be said that this time
around, there is more evidence that
certain journalists are investigating the
issue and that certain editors are allowing
the results of these investigations to be
published.

"The m odem scourge"
The Daily Express
As already mentioned, the part
played by the Rutland Park Mansions in
the improved coverage was consider
able. The press gravitated towards what
was described as "the biggest squat in
Europe", looking for representatives.
The Daily
,M
ailof editorial course, saw

"Fifty Years from now , Britain will still b e th e cou n try o f
long shadow s o n county grounds, w arm beer, invinci
ble g reen suburbs, d o g lovers an d p o o l fillers an d , as
G eorge O rw ell o nce said, 'O ld m aids bicycling to H oly
C om m union through th e m orning m is t'... Britain will
rem ain unam endable in all essentials."
Jo h n Major, April 1993.
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it all in the light of how much
the squatters were costing the
public tax-payer, "£ 100 a Day
To Keep Squatters Out Of
Flat: How They Spend Your
Money." (6/10/93) For rea
sons only known to themselves,
Brent Council hired out a se
curity firm for "more than
£100 a day", to prevent the
forty-second flat in the man
sions from being lived in, when
all the other flats were already
occupied. The fact that Eng
lish Heritage sided with the
squatters was something that
merited only a brief mention at
the end of the article. This has
to be considered a seasonal de
motion as, come June 21st,
English Heritage are headline
m aterial concerning Stone
henge........ Pick and choose,
pick and choose.

people who are said to be
on call to defend it (081530
5709 for details)." (The
Guardian 19/11/93.)

"Protesters w ere
punched slapped
and kicked"
The Guardian

"300 riot police
sm ashed their way in"
The D aily Telegraph
As reported in "Rutlanders' Last
Stand” on page 24, the Rutland Park
Mansions saga came to an abrupt end
when "Three hundred riot police
smashed their way into the Victorian
mansion block at 5 am." (D aily Tel
egraph 13/12/93.) The press were in
formed that "what appeared to be a
booby trap had been found at the top
of the stairwell - a claim squatters
denied" (Guardian 13/12/93). In fact
not only did the squatters deny it, they

The U n official H om eless:
People sleeping rough

- upto

8,600

Squatters

50,000

Single people in hostels

60,000

Shortlife housing tenants

64,500

Single people in lodgings

77,000

Repossessed home owners

151,200

Private tenants without
long term security

317,000

Hidden homeless people

Source - Shelter

1,200,000

actually took the press into the building
and showed them the so called 'booby
trap'. It consisted of wooden storage
boxes that had been in the stairwell for
years. None of the media reported this
except The Daily Mail which, as usual,
added its own insinuations. "The
squatters said the alleged trap - a
board, balancing between secondfloor bannisters and scaffolding and
piled high with objects taken from
sk ip s - was a storage area." (The Daily
M ail 13/12/93)
O f course it was a surprise to the
police and bailiffs alike that there were
any media there at all. A secret Sam
Sunday morning eviction in Willesden
was almost certainly designed to avoid
both adverse media coverage and pro
testers (rather like a Home Office press
conference). On that cold Sunday
morning, around forty people made it
up to out-of-the-way Willesden to stand
with the squatters and register their pro
test.
Another example of this grow
ing movement of 'people action' was at
the recent M 11 protest (covered at length
in "Roadhouse Blues” on page 13 this
issue). Suffice to say that, although the
Sweet Chestnut in question no longer
sucks in our CO2 to give us fresh air, it
has bom fruit:" a telephone tree of 200

"Two hundred po
lice, 150 security men" ar
rived at the site and "pro
te ste r s w ere p u n ch ed ,
slapped and kicked as they
w ere d ra g g ed aw ay."
(G uardian 8/12/93.) The
E v e n in g S t a n d a r d , not
known for sympathising with
such cases, described the
police violence w ith eye
witness accounts: "Clem,
23, w ith blood pouring
from her mouth, said: I
had already been dragged
out by my hair and when I
tried to stop a policeman
dragging someone else he
punched me in the mouth. Another
woman said: I ' ve never seen any
thing like it, it was totally brutal".
(Evening Standard 7/12/93)
The large, in most cases colour,
photographs in The Evening Standard
(7/12/93), The Guardian (8/12/93) and
The Independent (8/12/93) told their own
story: One now bedraggled looking
Sweet Chestnut which, after 250 years
had only a few minutes o f life left, sur
rounded by 140 uniformed police - bleak,
stark and sinister.
Signs of a positive media swing
towards an acknowledgement of some
of the cultural aspects of squatting have
also been in evidence lately. One of the
biggies was a one page spread in The
Independent ( 12/ 11/93) entitled "Tribal
Britain". The article was written by
Camilla Berens, a freelance journo who
produces her own underground maga
zine - 'POD',(se e the contacts pages of
SQUALL). The article looked at vari
ous DIY culture groups, including the
once-squatted-now-licensed Cool Tan
Arts Centre in Brixton. It also gave a
number o f other squatter art posses a
name-check; the Conscious Collective,
LS Diesel, Hackney Homeless Group,
Zero Gravity and Exploding Cinema.
Continued on Page 15

12

Bringing the house
down - the Sheriff's
men at Wanstonia

protest focused on a 250 year old sweet
he campaign to stop the Hackney
chestnut tree at G eorge G reen in
M 11 Link road bulldozing its way
Wanstead, which lay in the path o f the
through 3 50 houses, trees and open space
road. It was occupied by protesters, deco
in North-East London has intensified
rated in ribbons by school children and
dramatically. Since construction started
even protected by rampaging gangs of
in W anstead in September, squatting
local old ladies, who on one occasion
protesters, local tenants, school children
pushed down 200 metres of security fence
and pensioners have rallied to peacefully
to reach it! Even the lollipop lady defi
defend their local environment, in the
antly climbed aboard a bulldozer to pro
face o f increasing hostility from security
tect, as she saw fit, the children from
and the police.
future car fumes; she was promptly sus
Local residents and campaigners
pended and then sacked from her job.
have been busy re-occupying and re
building empty Dept, of Transport (DoT)
A Tree or Not a Tree?
compulsory-purchase houses along the
That is the question.
proposed route, thereby delaying the
whole scheme and housing large num
On November 11th protesters
bers of people at the same time. For many
celebrated after High Court Judge Tuckey
protesters, the scheme is as much a hous
demolished DoT lawyers’ evidence and
ing issue as a transport one, with an
declared, for the first time in English
estimated 1,000 people being evicted from
legal history, that the tree was in fact a
their homes.
house. It had a roof (canvas), a door,
(blanket) and a letter box - therefore it
At the northern end of the scheme,
could not be demolished immediately.
The fact that the postman had delivered a
letter to the tree earlier that day is be
lieved to have been instrumental in the
judge’s decision. The letter, apparently
from a concerned green in Cheshire, said
“Dear Tree, good luck with the motor
way”.

T

Intimidation:
Petrol and trees don’t mix.
On the night of December 2nd
events took a nasty turn when six men
approached the tree from three direc
tions. They poured petrol around its base
and on the nearby protesters’ bender,
setting both alight. Fortunately, they were
13

seen approaching, so no-one was seri
ously hurt and die fires extinguished.
There have been other cases of intimida
tion against the protesters recently, though
as yet, no proof of connection to any of
the vested interests involved.

Phone and Run
The protesters have made good
use o f their ‘telephone tree’ early warn
ing system. In the event o f an ‘emer
gency’, hundreds of people can be mobi
lised quickly to prevent destruction of
houses and trees. Anyone threatened by
present or upcoming legislation would
do well to create a similar system, as it is
cheap and very effective.
The system was put on full alert
on the night o f the 6th/7th December,
when protesters learned that the County
Sheriff, police and security would be
‘taking’ the tree at 5.00am. The DoT had
gained a possession order and could now
take possession of the tree and surround
ing common. During that night about 200
concerned protesters arrived from near

Roadhouse Blues
and far to brave the cold and the rain, to
sing songs around the campfire and won
der aloud about what would happen in the
morning.
Despite heavy intimidation (for
example, ambulances arrived before the
200 police, 150 security and 20 Sheriff’s
men) the protest held out for many hours.
Ten people were injured, 18 arrested and
many were kicked and punched as they
were dragged away. By about 1.20pm the
last tree occupier was forcibly evicted
and a roar of anger went up as a mechani
cal digger smashed the branches and
trunk of the tree - the symbol of the
protesters’ campaign and of the Green
Belt itself. The extensive TV and news
paper coverage the next day gave graphic
descriptions of the tears and the violence
inflicted on the peaceful crowd.

Dirty tactics:
Outlawing the right to
peaceful protest?
Such police tactics could become
even more common if the proposed ‘ag
gravated tresp ass’ m easures o f the
Criminal Justice Bill are passed. They
were apparently aimed at hunt saboteurs
during the Tory party conference, but
now road protesters and others are wor
ried about the consequences for their
rights to freedom of speech and freedom
of assembly. At the Wanstead protests,

local police attitudes have hardened and
people have been arrested for petty of
fences like ‘being there’ or for damaging
a ‘levelling device’ (a piece of string!)
and bail conditions stipulate protesters
are not allowed within 50 yards of a road
building site.
This type of arrest pre-empts the
proposed ‘aggravated trespass’ laws
which will “give the police power to
direct trespassers to leave land if they
have reason to believe that the trespassers
will seek to disrupt a lawful activity”.
According to the Guardian (3-12-93) the
Home Office has recently affirmed that
the law will not be limited only to hunt
saboteurs, and that they are formulating a
“general plan for aggravated trespass”.

The future is just around the
comer, left at the lights.
Although many of the local popu
lation are now resigned to the road (“dou
ble glazing will save me”), the protesters
are confident they will eventually win the
battle. So far only about 50 of the 350
houses have been destroyed while the
contractors, Norwest Holst, are already
in financial difficulties. The squatting
and rebuilding of empty properties has
contributed to the delaying of the scheme
and there are still three construction con
tracts (out of four) to be awarded. The
campaigners are confident that the bad
publicity and losses suffered
by Tarmac at Twyford Down
(£1.9m) combined with the
current M 11 protests may
well stall any would-be bid
ders.
The chestnut tree ap
pears to be just the begin
ning of what promises to be
a long battle. Every blade of
grass, every empty house
along the proposed route will
be defended, say the protest
ers. They hope that their
actions will put a stop to the
G overnm ent’s incredibly
expensive and destructive
road programme which, if
continued will:
*

destroy 160 sites
of special scientific inter
est.
*
destroy
800

scheduled monuments.
*
demolish thousands of homes
*
consume millions of tonnes of
aggregate (often mined from eco-sensi
tive areas like natural parks)
*
cost you and I £23 billion, while
starving public transport of funding, so
forcing yet more traffic on to the roads.
*
increase air pollution, road acci
dents and out-of-town developments like
superstores and business parks.

The Free State of Wanstonia.
The recent Universal Declaration
of Independence of Wanstonia (the area
of houses and woodland immediately
threatened by the road) and the two recent
mass occupations of the site have kept
this road scheme well in the public eye.
Wanstonia is believed to be the
first country to ban logging completely
and one o f the first to institutionalise the
squatting of abandoned, empty property.
(It is thought that the highly successful
Frestonia, West London in 1977 was the
first.) All roads and cars have been banned,
as have political parties, leaders and state
bureaucracy.
The final showdown inevitably
came on the morning of 16th February.
The protesters barricaded themselves into
the line of houses facing destruction,
using all manner of ingenious devices to
delay the invaders. Their conduct was
impeccable non-violent direct action - as
opposed to the amphetamine-enhanced
posturing of the Tactical Support Group
(read Paramilitary Police) who ran around
the site like foxhounds after blood. Mil
lions of taxpayers all over the country

Continued
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watching the evening news
saw £250,000 of their money
spent on 1,000 police and
bailiffs knocking down six
houses to regain control of
300 yards of potential road
space.
The protests have now
moved south to Leytonstone,
to continue the embarrassment
of building a £200 million link
which will knock an estimated
seven minutes off commut
ers’ journey time. On March
15th the campaigners begin
Operation Roadblock, a national

News of the Sqews cont.

rota of 100 people a day
to peacefully resist the scheme.

The
Mailon have
Sunday
far less editorial restric
(of all papers!) had previ
tions than the main parts of
ously run a fashion article
the paper but it still registers
headlined: "Crusty Cres
as a contender for top irony
cent" in its the magazine
that the most anti-squatter
section, accompanied by the
newspaper in Britain should
sub-title: "Itwas oncea row of
allow such an angle space to
very fine houses owned by
breath. But just to bring us
very fine people. Now the
down to earth, the local news
squatters have moved in. But
paper ran an article on the
a better educated,nicerbunch
same set of squats headlined:
ofsquattersyoucouldnotwish
"Unpleasant Crescent as
to meet."
ailon Sunday 17/A ngry T en an ts Slam
(M
12/93)
'Squalid' squatters".... sigh.
Lifestyle supplements
(Hackney Gazette 12/11/93)

If you would like to
get involved in Operation
Roadblock and the Beat the
Bulldozer Pledge, please con
tact 081 558 2638. The cam
paign have published a selec
tion of the letters sent to the
chestnut tree called 'Dear
Tree'. It costs £2 from the No
M 11Link Campaign, PO Box
9 5 6 , London E 11 1AA.
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Continued on page 39

I n an international con
text, squatters are something
o f a social indicator species,
I n the Third World, illegally
squatted settlements outside cities indi
cate the impossible pri c e s o f
landretfor the poor and the displacement of huge
numbe rs of dispossessed pe o p l e s
fromrural areas. In Western c ities , squatters
generally suggest abysmal housing and
social policies and a palpable inability of
the market to deal with basic needs.
During tim es of recession busi
nesses collapse, residential property lies
vacant waiting for economic upturn and
public sector housing falls into disrepair
through lack of funds. The unacceptability
of this situation is highlighted as large
numbers
ofhomele s s people inevitably
turn to squatting.

t
1

o
n

a
1

It is important to point out that in
some European countries squatting is not
perceived as a housing issue. Of course
that is no t to say there are no housing
problems in these countries but the squat
ting laws are such that squatting is not a
viable option in terms of meeting the
immediate housing needs of the home
less. The act of squatting is about making
a political or cultural statement: people
taking control of their communities, art
ists taking control of their arts, services
meeting needs. The Criming Justice Bill,
if passed, may make squatting in Britain
more like that in Europe, more a political
statement and less a safety net to home
lessness.
In these places squatted buildings
become cultural centres. They are about
community involvement in the arts and
provide workshops and meeting places,
information, entertainment and support.
They gain approval within communities
and from the media and this makes heavyhanded evictions politically unwise.
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Some of them even make agreements
and are legitimised (for as long as the land
they occupy remains worthless).
Here is a smattering of stories of
Squalls around the world; what squatters
in other coun tries are up against and their
ingeutydespite it.

Switzerland
As in Britain squatting is unlaw
ful in Switzerland, the difference being
that almost all housing is privately owned
and these owners do not need court cases
to secure evictions. Despite this, in Ge
neva (the most squatted city in Switzer
land), there are aro und 50 squats and 6
large centres with venues, cafes, bars etc.
In such a small city the squatting commu
nity is close-knit and squats are easily
identified as most are covered with art
work and banner.
In Bern the Reitschule is a large
squatted buildin g which has become a
m ajor arts venue for the city. It was
originally squatted in 1980 but was closed
by police after a year. It was re-squatted
a s an autonomous centre in 1987. There
are now venues, cinemas, theatres, a
printing workshops, an information cen
tre, a ca f e , a women's group, and a gay/
lesbian action gro u p .
T he R eitschule has com m unity
and media support because of its role as
a cultural centre. M embers of the
Reitschule also keep the place in the
news by organising frequent demonstra
tions. The squat has secured an agree
ment with the city and has been virtually
legitimised.
No-one actually lives on site but
around three hundred people are involved
in running the centre.
heyregularly
T
provide free food for heroin addicts and
run a rigorous anti-heroin campaign. This

contributes to their media support as
Switzerland has a major heroin addiction
problem.

Germany
Squatting in Germany is illegal.
The police can effectively evict squatters
whenever they want to under the law of
Hausfriedensbruch: breaking the peace
of a building or an area of land (the timescale of evictions varies with local gov
ernments). After being arrested under
this law, German squatters are often
charged with other crimes such as crimi
nal damage, burglary and conspiracy.
The authorities tend to see squatting as a
direct attack on state institutions and
squatters in Germany are usually making
apolitical statement. The German squat
ting movement has always been associ
ated with radical politics.
Throughout the 70s and early 80s
West German squats were loud and proud.
Banners hung outside announced that the
building was ‘besetzt’ - squatted. These
squats always involved large numbers of
politically motivated people, it seems
very unusual for two or three people to
quietly squat a place for a few months. To
maintain control of a building it has al
ways been essential to have an organised
campaign that raises the political stakes
so high that the authorities hold their fire.
Since re-unification Germ an
squatting has changed. In East Berlin
there are more derelict and empty proper
ties, so the squatting scene is more like
London’s; the emphasis being on finding
a home. After the Wall came down big,
traditionally radical and squatted areas in
the West of the city such as Kreuzberg
(where whole neighbourhoods were
squatted) found themselves in the centre
of the new city. This is the part of Berlin
the authorities most want to spruce up.
So many of West Berlin’s radical squat
ters have now moved East to areas like
Prenzlauer Berge which, following re
unification, is pretty far down the re
development list.

Gives Change.
About 800 people currently live
in Christiania. Over the past year or so
there have been regular police raids on
homes in the town, supposedly in search
of hashish. It seems that the authorities
are intent on turning Christiania into a
“normalised” recreation area for tourists
and the population of Copenhagen. Resi
dents of Christiania see this as a threat to
22 years of “self-administration”, as it
obviously is.
One recent action against police
harassment involved Christiania activ
ists dressing in identical outfits to those
of the police except they had IDIOT!
(IDIOCY) rather than POLITI (POLICE)
written on their backs.

USA
American law states that “if you
have maintained residence for thirty days
or more you cannot be evicted without a
court hearing except by a marshal with a
warrant for eviction”
On August 17,1993 there was a
mass eviction of one of the oldest squatter
camps in Manhattan known as “The Hill”
or “Teepee Village”. Community activ
ists were appalled as bulldozers moved in
to demolish the site before all the resi
dents had moved out. The mayor’s office
gave the reasons they apparently always
use for evictions; the camp was ‘unsafe’
and there was ‘drug abuse’.
Glass House, home to around 40
squatters on the Lower East Side of New
York, is targeted as a housing project for
Aids/HIV sufferers. This project has the
support of much hated NYC Councilman
Antonio Pagan who has opposed every
other Aids housing facility in the area.

Denmark
The highly successful Free Town
of Christiania, an ex-military base in
Copenhagen, was squatted in 1971. The
town was based on collectivism and au
tonomy from the system, its motto: Action
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His support for this one seems directly
related to the facts that it will displace
squatters, is not on valuable real estate
and that a large amount of money (which
he will not have to account for) has been
made available for the project.
An alternative plan, put forward
by Housing Works, an experienced group
of Aids workers with a good track record,
is opposed by Pagan. Housing Work’s
project is on valuable real estate and is a
legitimate Aids project ie, it will not
make money. In addition, it will offer
medication and clean needles for heroin
addicts. Pagan opposes the plan because
he claims the site is a ‘drug free zone’ (the
project he backs will refuse to treat drug
users). He is actually rallying support
with this information, without mention
ing the ‘rampant heroin addiction on the
same block’ (The Shadow, No. 30). The
dispute has created a furore in the city
over the last six months.
A public meeting held by a local
community board (members include
several of Pagan’s mates and some local
property owners) ended with police beat
ing and arresting squatters at the com
mand of the meeting’s Chair. Despite
protests, a petition of support for Glass
House from locals and widespread ap
proval for the Housing Works proposal
the board granted ‘site control’ of Glass
House to a member of the board who is
also one of Pagan’s cohorts.
The m eeting was disrupted,
unsurprisingly, by squatters who had been
told at a previous meeting of the Human
Services Committee “you’re not people,
you’re just bodies”. At this meeting no
squatter was allowed to speak uninter
rupted for m ore than 25 seconds.
Demonstrations and protests continue.

International Squatters

Slovenia
L ondon, B erlin, New Y ork,
Ljubjana...Ljubjana, capital of Slovenia,
which gained independence from the
former Yugoslav Federation in 1991.
Before independence the Slovenian gov
ernment promised Metel Kova, a huge
ex-communist army base, to the people
as a centre for the arts. In the event the
governm ent reneged, so the people
squatted it anyway. Well, they moved in,
there is not actually a word for squatting
in Slovenian.
Metel Kova has achieved cult sta
tus in Slovenia as a symbol for freedom
and change. 145 art groups from all over
the country are now based there. There
are art galleries, a theatre, venues and a
cafe. The Punk House is where the
military garages were; the Hell’s Angels
bar is in the old canteens and a Youth
Hostel has replaced the prison. There is
a creche, an aids information centre, a
gay and lesbian centre, facilities for drug
addicts and the disabled.
A TV company visits every week
to make a 30 minute programme and
student radio stations regularly record
their programmes at the base. The squat
ters have the support o f the media, the
community, the unions and, it appears,
even of the ex-military commander of
Metel Kova who has, bizarrely enough,
provided the squatters with mobile telephones.

The government has control of
the barracks, which were not squatted,
and pays one security guard to watch the
base..
A few weeks after the squatters
moved in the water was turned off. The
silent demonstration which followed in
volved members of Metel Kova taking
their toothbrushes to a fountain in the
city, cleaning their teeth in it and then
forming an orderly queue to use the toi
lets at the town hall. Finally, the squatterfriendly ex-military commander came
up trumps again and paid for the fire
brigade to take them a huge tank of water.

The buildings up for demolition
were part of a busy community until the
mid-70s when speculators moved into
the area and started buying up property,
pushing up the rents and chasing out
residents and shop owners. They re
mained empty and fell into disrepair until
1991 w hen squatters moved in and started
working on them. In 1992 they opened a
non-profit-making information centre and
cafe in one of the buildings and de Dirk
was opened as a music venue. They also
run a food co-op, a bar and a bicycle hire
shop. All these initiatives are under threat.
Another action recently under
taken involved 70 Yugoslavian refugees

wohlgroth
wohhgroth
KULTURBROT

Holland
Like Berlin, Amsterdam has a
long tradition of radical squatting. Cur
rently over 50 squatters in the centre of
Amsterdam face eviction from 20 build
ings in two streets under laws similar to
present English legislation. ABN-Amro
Bank intend to re-develop on the squat
ted sites including de Kolk, de Dirk and
de Garten.
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who arrived in the city with no home to go
to. Members of the squatting community
opened up some empty property and
housed the lot.
In June 1992 ABN-Amro an
nounced plans for the re-development of
the whole area. Their application was
refused because the development would
destroy too many ‘monuments’. In Sep
tember 1993 they entered revised plans,
the only difference being a promise to
renovate the monuments. ABN-Amro
already have quite a collection of monu
ments from past developments which
they have done nothing to preserve. Nev
ertheless the plan was approved. The
bank intends to build offices (10% of
office space in Amsterdam is empty),
shops and a car park for 400 cars. The
entire development will cost around 200
million Dutch Gilders (about £70 mil
lion). Another developer intends to build
luxury apartments on the rest of the site.
As one of the squatters awaiting eviction
said: “It is the people who deliberately
leave buildings empty, letting them rot
and eventually pulling them down who
are the real criminals.”

E

The story described the unfortunate case of
an Oxford family, the D aniels, who on returning to
their home from abroad, found so-called squatters
living there.
“The ‘squatters’ were not typical,” said Mrs
Daniels in an interview for First Sight (BBC2), but
vandals who graffitied walls, ripped out electrical
fittings and stole furniture. Apart from the fact that
they w ere com m itting crim inal dam age - an
arrestable offence, the act of squatting som eone’s
home is illegal. The ‘squatters’ could have been
ordered out o f the D aniels’ home the same day.
H owever, the local police told the family they were
powerless. Their solicitor, M r David Black of Bower
and Bailey, said the same thing and advised them to
make an application through the county court for an
order 24 eviction, which took one week and cost the
family £800 in solicitor’s fees.
The articles that appeared in the Oxford
Mail between O ctober 12th and November 5th
ignored existing law and implied that what had
happened to the Daniels could happen to anyone.
No mention of the Crim inal Law Act, protecting
home owners and prospective tenants, was made.
The O xford M ail instead chose to stereotype
squatters as vandals who deliberately wreck peo
ple’s homes.
The allegations and propaganda that the O x
ford Mail produced m ight well have gone unchal
lenged had it not been for the Squatters Estate
Agency, an Oxford organisation that assists home
less people in finding homes (see page 25). Formed
in 1990 the Agency matches up would-be squatters
to the many empty and derelict properties in Oxford.
During the cam paign run by the Oxford Mail

M ich a el

calling for the criminalisation of squatting, SEA was
interviewed by the Mail. The Agency pointed out the
M ail’s failure to inform its readers o f laws protecting
a persons home. However, in the article, published
14th October, the Mail still failed to pass this informa
tion on to its readers. The Squatters Estate Agency,
after repeatedly failing to get letters printed highlight
ing the M ail’s mistake, eventually had to resort to the
Press Complaints Commission on the grounds of factual
inaccuracy and denial of a right to reply.
The Mail then attempted to elicit cross party
unity regarding a call for new laws on squatting “MPs
pushing to foil squatters with new law s” on 14th
October. It reported that, as well as John Patten MP,
Tony Baldry and Andrew Smith MPs were also calling
for squatting to be made a criminal offence. All three
MPs were reported as saying that they would be ap
proaching the Home Secretary.
The Squatters Estate Agency, after writing to
Andrew Smith MP, received a reply evidently showing
that he had been misquoted. W hat M r Smith actually
said was that he would support legislation to make it a
criminal offence to take over som eone’s home, if that
was not the case already, but went on to say that he did
draw a distinction between a person’s ‘hom e’ on the
one hand and abandoned property on the other. He
stated in his letter to the Agency that he “would not
support the blanket criminalisation of trespass” which
he agreed would have much wider and unacceptable
implications.
It seems that, in the D aniel’s case, there can be
only two alternatives, either the police and the solicitor
were ignorant of the law or they w eren’t. It is possible
that, on realising the opportunity to make some money,
the D aniel’s solicitor chose to ignore the easier, free
proceedings available to the family and instead chose
a court case with lots of solicitor’s fees.
Mrs Daniels is currently taking action against
the police for failing to inform her of her rights,
unfortunately this hasn’t got any press coverage. She
has also appeared on First Sight, BBC2 in which she
said that the people who vandalised her home “were
not real squatters” and that she was very upset with the
Oxford Mail who were using her case “as a stick to beat
squatters with”.

B e n n e t t ,L ondon A rea C h air

This whole story is a familiar one to squatters.

m an o f the P o lic e
F
edration
,has again
The disregard for facts and anti-squatter propaganda
sta te d th e relu cta n ce o f the p o lic e to b e
can be found everywhere. W hat is frightening is that
for those not directly involved in squatting the realities
in vo lved in th e evictio n o f la rg e num bers
o f sq u a tters u nder the G overn m en t's in 
ten d ed leg isla tio n . D istu rb ed th a t the b o ys
in b lu e w ill b e seen a s "B ig B ro th er" if
th ey h ave to e v ic t p e o p le “w ho a re sq u a t
tin g through no fa u lt o f th eir o w n ” , he
recen tly to ld the B ig Issu e “Y et again the
p o lic e w ill b e p ig g y in the m id d le ”.

of law are unknown and newspapers such as the Ox
ford Mail can get away with such deception. Even
though the Squatters’ Estate Agency have worked hard
to rectify the situation, the damage has already been
done. Many Oxford residents and home owners now
believe that they too could become victims like the
Daniels. The trouble is, with solicitors like David
Black and a police force apparently ignorant of
the law, they possibly could.
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H e a r tB r e a k , L ie s a n d M is in fo r m a tio n

very now and then a local newspaper will
sink its teeth into some outrage or other and
run a cam paign to rid the streets of the
scourge.
The O xford M ail’s campaign against squat
ters began on O ctober 12th, three weeks before
N ovem ber’s Home Office press release. “Heart
break” was the headline, “change this silly law”
followed in the editorial.

heavy Artillery
O n Friday February 18th,
the Freedom N etw ork an
nounced the occupation o f
Artillery M ansions, 75 Victo
ria Street, SW 1.
Initially, some 40 people squatted
the building in an effort to draw attention
to The Criminal Justice Bill and alterna
tive proposals to deal with the ridiculous
numbers o f homeless people.

BIN THE BILL
A rtillery M ansions has been
empty for 18 years and contains some
411 flats which could, theoretically, house
over 1,000 people. It is only a few hun
dred yards from the Home Office, the
Department of the Environment, West
minster City Hall and the Houses of
Parliament; a more ’in your face’ venue
for a protest of this nature could not have
been found. Colourful banners adorn the
front of the building and the occupiers
have received avalanches of vocal sup
port from the local shop-keepers, resi
dent’s associations and passers-by as well
as donationsof food,blankets and sleeping
bags.
The occupation of the building
was carried out for several reasons:
1) To protest against the Criminal
Justice and Public Order Bill, Part 5
dealing with collective trespass.
2) To assist in publicising the
Homeless Persons and Mutual Aid Bill
being proposed by the Green Homeless
ness Campaign. This bill is an updated
version of the Empty Property and Com
munity Aid Bill which went before the
House of Commons in 1987 and proposes
that owners of long-term empty proper
ties be legally obliged to let them to
homeless people and families.

3) To remind the public that some
of the instigators of the "disgraceful and
unlawful" manipulation of council house
sales in Westminster, still hold their
positions in Westminster City Hall, situ
ated just down the road.
4) To open up a shelter for people
otherwise sleeping on the streets. The
Department of Environment press office
claim that there are only 200rough sleep
ers in central London. A visit to Oxford
Street, Victoria Street and the Strand,
will show that there are far more than this.
The occupation of Artillery Mansions is
an Alternative Rough Sleepers Initiative,
the rhetorical one offered by the Govern
ment being completely inadequate.
A planned press conference at
1.00pm on Friday 18th was, unfortu
nately, interrupted by police who, upon
realising that the buildings had been oc
cupied, sealed off the entrances to pre
vent further people from going in. An
uneasy stalemate followed where jour
nalists and photographers were left
standing in the street while the Inspector
at the scene awaited the arrival of his

BIN THE BILL
superior. One and a half hours later, and
after an extensive guided tour of the
building, Superintendent Crosby had been
assured that the protest was indeed legiti
mate and agreed that the issue was a civil
one to be worked out between the squat
ters and the owners of the buildings, an
Iranian offshore company called Great
Bear, licensed in Switzerland. Over the
next24 hours, police presence was stepped
down and the occupiers were left to con
tinue their action.
On Friday night, 20 rough sleep
ers were introduced to the space and
invited to stay. ’’I’ve got a flat - I’ve got a
20

flat - It’s not very big but I’ve got a flat,”
Sean half said and half sang. Sean is in his
late twenties and has been sleeping on the
streets around Victoria for 10 months. At
the time o f writing the number of streetsleepers now with a roof over their heads
has risen to 45.
The Freedom network is an um
brella group covering a wide variety of
activists whose uniting factor is Part 5 of
the Criminal Justice Bill. Groups such as
the Green Party, Squash, anti-road
protestors, festival organisers, Rainbow
Tribe and travellers. Other actions pro
testing against the Bill are, we under
stand, being prepared.
The Freedom Network have made
an appeal to interested parties to come
down and assist in the running of the
Mansions. "With so many empty flats
and so much work to do in cleaning them
up and making them habitable we really
need as much support as we can get,” said
Richard as he cleaned a floor previously
covered in toxic pigeon guano.
Carolyn, a Freedom Network
spokeswoman who was one of the first to
occupy the building, was enthusiastic
about the potential for the building but
angered by the profit-driven motives that
have kept the buildings empty for so
long: "There are over 800,000 empty
properties in Britain and, according to
Shelter, up to 2 million homeless people.
The Government refuse to recognise the
seriousness of the problem and, in fact,
are intent on making it worse through
criminalising squatting.
"The Government is involved in
cultural cleansing. We are trying not only
to highlight homelessness but the viola
tion of our human rights."
The Freedom Network can i
be contacted on: 071 738 6721.

BIN THE BILL

by field marshall David MacLean (Tory
Minister in charge) and passed to Derek
Conway (fellow Tory Committee mem
ber). I t read:”what can we do? They wont
even vote against us on squatting!”

Actors o f Parliament
The Criminal Justice and
Public O rder B ill Standing
Committee consisted o f 30 MPs
- 16 Tories, 1 Ulster Unionist
(mostly Tory), 12 Labour, 1
LibDem and a whole load o f
gobble......
The grand All Party Parliamen
tary Group on Homelessness met again
recently in order to brief its 220 member
M Ps and lo rd s, on som e o f the
unconsidered aspects of the legislation
against travellers.
The speakers from the Children’s
Society and Save the Children expressed
grave concern for travellers and their
families with the immi nent repeal of the
Caravan Sites Act.
O f the 220 members of the group,
only 5 MPs and 2 lords showed up. Two
of the MPs had to be there anyway as they
are the co-chairpersons of the meetings.
One M P and a lord left early, leaving one
MP and a lord who bothered to stay to the
end.
W hat the 220 members would
have heard, if they had attended, was
Save the Children, Safe Child-birth for
Travellers, the Children's Society, the
National Playbus Association, Shelter,
Char, Squash and Shac all completely
agreeing with each other that the new law
will have terrible consequences for the
welfare of travelling communities. But
who was there to hear the demands for
compassion and cultural tolerance?
W hilst this 'non-briefing' was
taking place, the Criminal Justice Bill
Standing Committee was busy voting for
the abolition of the rights of silence only
thirty yards away in Room 11 and steam
ing towards the clauses against travellers.
The contrast was remarkable. For
as a multitude of children and homeless

ness charities were pressing their con
cerns on a room, empty of accountable
politicians, 16 Tory MPs were making a
career move out of bulldozing the Bill
through in unusually fast time.
A clue to the rabid pedigree o f the
Tory MPs chosen to represent the Gov
ernment on the Crim. Just. Standing
Committee was demonstrated in the vote
on capital punishment carried out in the
main House. Nine out o f 16 o f the Tory
Committee MPs voted infavour o f bring
ing back the death penalty, including
fie ld marshall David MacLean -the
minsinister responsible fo r steering the
Bill through committee stage.
Part 5 of the Criminal Justice Bill
is a veritable hotbed of human rights
contraventions, according to the organi
sation Liberty (National Council for Civil
Liberties). In a recently published brief
ing paper, Liberty site contraventions of
the right to assembly, the right to protest
and the right toa fair trial amongst others.
The list includes article 6, 9 , 1 0, 11 and 14
of the European Convention on Human
Rights. Pretty nifty work for just one part
of the Bill.
An indication o f the unusual lack
o f political opposition to the Bill are two
o verh eard conversations and one
overseen message, witnessed by an ob
server at the Standing Committee ses
sions. The first was a conversation be
tween Roger Evans (Tory Committee
member) and anunknown confident:
a rough Bill so how come they are not
fighting against it?”
The second was a commentpassed
by Derek Conway (Tory Committee
member) to Nicholas
(fellow Tory Committee member): "We
are delaying this Bill more than they
are!" - delivered with surprise.
And the third was a note written
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The title 'Buffoon of the Bill'
clearly goes to the triple-chined-yet-only35-yrs-old N icholas Hawkins, Tory
member for Blackpool South. Hawkins,
so it appeared,would read anything rather
than follow the debate - the House Maga
zine, the Evening Standard (several times)
and even a new-age magazine he had
ridiculed earlier. Every now and again he
would rise with sudden purpose and ver
bally lick his ministers bottom in the
name of a good CV and then turn back to
page one of the Standard to start again.
"Here, Here, Here" he would gobble every
so often and there must have been more
than one member of the gallery that would
have liked to have stopped proceedings
and ask him exactly what it was that he
had said "here here" to. He would un
doubtedly have had no idea.
How fitting it was then that unbe
known to Hawkins, in his self-contained
little world o f career ladders, the ears
belonging to a member of the gallery did
record him slobbering: "Here, here, here,
here - bullshit" in one of the afternoon
sessions. Perhaps the one and only time
that dear old Nicky, as he likes to be
called, has been honest. But then he
thought no-one was listening you see.
The fa c t that 9 out o f the 16 Tory
MPs on the Standing Committee were
only elected in the 1992 general election
begs one conclusion. What the Govern
ment wantsfro m its representatives is not
considered debate but a foaming defence
o f Tory ideals. And, with the expellation
o f m uch, l a r g e l y unchallenged parochial
hot air, the Bill sped towards completion,
driven by promotion prospects.
"When does a rave become a
ceiladh?" asked Norman Godman (La
bour Committee member).
"When its music that involves
any kind of loud speaker," came the field
marshal's reply. The Bill itself defines
music as inclusive of a series of repetitive
beats. Did anyone then note the irony
when at this moment, outside room 11, a
car alarm went off sending its repetitive
whines off to initiate a few migraines?
The answer o f course is no, neatly
drowned as it was by the repetitive bleats
of the wannabe government MPs.

Continued on page 30

(JUST A GENTLE REMINDER BROUGHT TO YOU BY THOSE THAT CANNOT DO ANYTHING ABOUT THE WAY YOU THINK.)
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In th e la s t issu e o f S Q U A L L , w e ran a double
p a g e sp re a d o n A N W ilso n 's tw o g em s o f jo u rn alism .

a n d th ey now p la n to use it a s a city fa r m f o r visiting
sc h o o l g ro u p s."

In th is issu e , th e ’Je w e l-in -th e -M u d ' aw ard goes to
D u n c a n C a m p b e ll fo r h is article 'R ave N ew W orld'
a p p e a rin g in T h e G u a rd ia n 12/1/94:

...C am p b ell d e sc rib e s h o w , d e sp ite co n sta n t
police h arassm en t, E x o d u s m a n a g e d to co n tin u e its
v arious cu ltu ral co n trib u tio n s and...

S u b title d ...
"found the d e se rte d St. M a rg a re t's H o sp ic e in
"T h eir m o tto w a s p e a c e , lo ve a n d stru g g le a n d
the y o u n g c a m e in th e ir th o u sa n d s to the ra ves o rg a n 

S trea tley, n ea r L u to n a n d m o v e d in. I t is n o w ca lled
H A Z M a n o r - H o u sin g A c tio n Z o n e - a n d h a s ro o m s f o r

is e d b y th e E x o d u s C o llective.
"T hen th ey b e c a m e a ta rg e t o f th e p o lic e . A n d

up to 4 0 p e o p le . I t w ill h a ve a crech e, d in in g ro o m , gym
a n d w ill aim to help p e o p le s ta r t th e ir ow n sm a ll

no w , w ith H o m e S e c r e ta r y M ic h a e l H o w a rd cracking

b u sin esses. The co u n c il a llo w s th em to rem a in w h ile

the la w a n d o rd e r w h ip , it is th em a n d us a n d a b itter
n e w s tru g g le ."

n eg o tia tio n s p ro ceed .
G lenn J e n k in s (one o f th e co lle c tiv e ) sa y s th a t
E x o d u s' a im is to m a k e so m e k in d o f se n se o f the lack
o f w o rk a n d h o u sing in L u to n a n d to use th e m o n ey the

A n d ru n n in g ...

ra ves m ake to re n o va te p r o p e r tie s a n d g e t p ro je c ts
u n d er w ay. H e d o es n o t w a n t en d le ss c o n fro n ta tio n s
w ith the p o lic e . A n d h e d o e s n o t w e lc o m e a clim ate

"(T h e E x o d u s C o lle c tiv e ) s ta r te d ru n ning raves
w ith a d iffe re n c e . In s te a d o f m a k in g a s m u ch m o n ey as
p o s s ib le , th e y w o u ld ke e p th e ra ve p a r tie s cheap a n d
se lf-fin a n c in g a n d p u t th e p r o fits so m e w h ere other

p r e s a g e d b y M r H o w a rd la s t w eek, w h ere p e o p le
p u ttin g on ra ves o r ta king o v e r d e re lic t p ro p e rty w ill

th a n th e ir o w n p o c k e ts.
"E xo d u s h a d f o u n d a n d sq u a tte d a d e serted fa r m

risk ja il."

a t C h a lto n C ro ss. I t h a d b een b o u g h t by the D e p a rt
m e n t o f T r a n sp o rt f o r a n ex te n sio n to the a d jo in in g M l
b u t th e m o n e y h a d n o t b e e n fo r th c o m in g a n d there
w e re no p la n s f o r b u ild in g u n til 1998. E x o d u s took it

A n d ... w ait fo r it... G O
"Last month there w ere tw o events in the South o f
E ngland attended by large enthusiastic crowds. O ne w as

o v e r a n d sto c k e d it w ith a n im a ls g iven by su p p o rters.

the E xodus rave, the other w as the C onservative P arty
Conference. O ne w as m ulti-racial, com m itted to rehous

T he D o T a g r e e d to le t them sta y on six -m o n th ly leases

ing the h o m e le ss, re h a b ilita tin g
derelict p ro p erties a n d entertaining
the unem ployed. The other, alm ost
entirely w hite, cheered xenophobic
speeches a n d applauded announce
m ents o f new p u n ishm ents which
w ould lead to the ja ilin g o f squatters
a n d ravers. W hich is w h y this is a
story o f o u r times. F o r here w ould be
an interesting teaser f o r a visitor
fr o m another p lanet; w hich one o f
these two gatherings w ould be re
garded, in late 20th century Britain,
as an 'a n tiso c ia l' m ob?"
............... B E A U T IF U L !
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Consultation
Exorcise

Association of Metropolitan Authorities

“There should be no changes to the existing law (on
squatting) except to remove the requirement that the owner o f
a property should have purchased it fo r money or monies
worth in orderto usetheprotected intendingoccupierrule....The
most effective
and permanent solution to tackling squatting i
to tackle its cause
-the lack o f affordable housing."

The Government claims to have consulted
widely before drafting its legislation against squat
ters. But who did they listen to?

A M A policy statem ent

Metropolitan Police Federation

“Ican foresee police involved in the forcible eviction
from premises and thoseprem ises remaining empty, boarded
up and people saying: ‘was it necessary?’ I can see the
“This law w ill scapegoat people who are basically
problem
o f making criminals o f people who are desperate to
homeless. This
isn’t tacklinglaw and order - this is another
get their lives back in balance. Someone who has been made
headline grabbing ploy."
redundant, someone who squats in prem ises who pays fo r
Carol Grant, D irector o f C om m unications, Shelter.
gas,electricity and water.Along comesa policem an and evicts
“(M ichaelHoward) is going against all thefacts and them. That's notwhatl joined thepoliceforceforandI
don
'tthink
a lot
all the advice
o f people who are actually dealing
with
theof people did."

Shelter

S g t. Mike B ennett Chairman o f the Metropolitan
Police Federation.

situation includingtheLaw Commission.It's simplylegislation
thatflies in theface o f the bulk o f the evidence."
Sheila M acKechnie, Director o f Shelter.

Police Federation
CHAR (Housing Campaign for Single People)
“We can envisage all kinds o f grave problems. The
police do notwish to becomethe lead agencyin de-squatting."

“Any extension o f the Criminal Law is likely to result
in a further rise in homelessness. Changes in the law are
unnecessary because there are already strong civil remedies
that can be taken against illegal occupation."

Tony Judge. Spokesman for the Police Federation.

Liberty

Jon Fitzmaurice, Director o f CHAR.

“Remedies fo r disputes over the occupation o f land
shouldremain civilremedies: the under-resourcing of the civil
courts is the real problem that needs to be addressed. Such
disputes should not be handed over to thepolice to deal with:
the actions of thepolice in such cases are unregulated by any
need to justify themselves before the courts, and are unin
form ed by any understanding o f the legal issues involved."

SHAC
“The proposals w ill in effect ‘criminalise’ a group o f
homeless people who, fo r the m ost part, have done no more
than exercise a ‘self-help’ (albeit temporary) solution to their
housing problem s, whilst a t the same time providing no
suggestion as to what would happen to the estimated 50,000
people concerned."

Liberty Statem ent

S H A C statement

The Law Society
'The Law Society strongly believes that the changes
proposed to the existing law by clauses 56 to 57 (Criminal
“Thefailure of the housing system to provide decent Justice Bill) are unjustified not only because it is unnecessary
affordable housing to those in
needh
asign
fctlkoe to amend the current law but because what is being put
incidence o f squatting. The institute believes thatsquatters are forw ard in its place is open to abuse. In urgent cases, a same
day possession order against squatters can already be ob
not, as stated in the consultation paper ‘generally there by
tained."
choice, m oved by no more than self gratification’.’’

Institute of Housing

Law Society statement

Institute o f Housing statem ent
24

This is the

Squatters
Estate
Agency
O xford is one o f the
richest tow ns in B ritain yet
hom elessn ess is hig h and
em pty p ro p erty p le n tifu l.
Paul from the Squatters E s
tate A gency tells o f the at
tem pts to put that property
to good use.

The Housing Problem
Forget Inspector Morse - Oxford
has the highest homelessness rate in the
UK outside of London. As the biggest
local land owner, the University controls
planning but all it builds are halls of
residence. The Labour council are broke,
so even if they had the land to build on
they couldn’t afford the necessary new
homes. As a result even the statutory
homeless end up in B&B for years.
With ludicrous land prices and so many
after so little accommodation, the private
sector can set the highest rents outside
of London and demand up-front (and
usually non-returnable) deposits well
beyond the means of most of those on
the dole.

Squatting Oxford
In the early ’70s, the council
backed Lady W horley’s scheme for
regulation of student squatters through
widespread licensing. When this policy
of toleration was reversed, squatting
continued sporadically, not least because
from the mid ’80s, Oxford became ‘the
cross roads of the south’ for travellers

from the festie circuit. Most squatting
was seasonal, with people in brick over
winter, getting the dosh together to go
on the road come summer.

The Squatters Estate
Agency
The SEA was formed in May
1990 to co-ordinate Oxford squatters. It
got together a register of empty property,
legal briefings, tools and people who
could use them. The squatting scene in
Oxford was small enough for SEA to
offer comprehensive (and free) service
- but only to squatters who agreed to
abide by its code of practice not to trash
places and to aid other SEA squatters.
This was sadly necessary to get the
Oxford squatting scene back on the rails.
SEA’s campaign started with the
occupation of six council houses sched
uled for demolition on Donnington
Bridge Estate. After six months of futile
evictions and TV coverage of us wav
ing from within the ‘squat-proof sitexed
properties, they were re-designated
emergency accommodation. This vic
tory was not without cost - our most
active member was injunctioned out of
town by the council.
After Donnie Bridge we linked
up w ith the ex p e rie n c ed B o tley
( ‘Squatley’) Road Crew who were
fighting to save a further eight empties.
The council bent the law to win this one
and sold off the site to private developers.
Following on, we occupied two empties
that Hartwells wanted to turn into a
forecourt - even the council refused
planning permission. However, neither
we nor they could stop the bulldozer.
The usual behaviour of Thames
Valley Police was to nick squatters on a
pretext and hold them, without charge,
long enough for the owner to board up the
property. Harassment was documented
by SEA and the Chief Constable threat
ened with legal action in September ’91.
As a result, community liaison cops got
together with the council’s tenancy liai
son officer and issued a joint briefing on
squatters rights in ’92.
This cop-council combination
also proved useful in getting dodgy
landlords back in line. When Tony
Budhram’s thugs booted squatters out
of C ricket Road in August 1991, SEA’s
alarm group mobilised in time to photo
graph those responsible. When the cops
refused to act on our evidence, we

pressed complaint against them, flyposted Budhram’s face all over Oxford
and threatened to bypass the cops by
privately prosecuting him. The squat
ters dropped charges but the investiga
tion so scared Budhram and his cronies
that we haven’t had a boot eviction
since.
SEA has also campaigned in
conjunction with Oxford Solidarity
Action. In July ’91 we had TV coverage
and a couple o f arrests over un-let flats
at the luxury Gloucester Green devel
opment. A month later, ‘Baron’ Bill
B ak er, L a b o u r C o u n c illo r fo r
Donnington Bridge, was shamed for
evicting people living under tarpaulins.
And between January and June ’92,
SEA participated in the Anarchist Tea
room, ‘show squat’ opened to protest
against Tory plans to criminalise squat
ting.
The Tearoom w asn’t the only
action we took against the Government’s
proposals. In February ’92, our Free For
All programme, A Home O f Our Own,
was broadcast. This won us blanket
local publicity and proved massively
embarrassing to the council. They had
already decided to put the government
grant they got after the Blackbird Leys
riot into house-building but SEA claims
some credit for a quarter o f the 400+
homes being designated for the single
homeless. SEA acted as Q-squatters
during filming: we cracked notorious
empties like the Maxwell House or
Campsfield Cottages to provoke the cops
into illegally evicting us. They didn’t
dare as we were backed up by a video,
so we blazed the trail for other squatters
thereafter.
As a result o f the broadcast, we
got sporadic radio and newspaper cov
erage but the collapse of the travelling
scene around Oxford meant we could
do little else. When the Oxford Mail
launched a vicious anti-squatter smear
campaign after a house was trashed in
October 1993 (see pagel9) we coun
tered it through the rest of the local press
and, unsuccessfully, through the Press
Complaints Commission. W e suspect
the latter’s ’ judgement was influenced
by the Oxford M ail’s bigoted editor,
Eddie Duller, being up for an OBE - the
Commissioners have been informed that
as a result o f their blatant bias, SEA will
be pursuing “extralegal means of re
dress” in future.
W hen the Government propos
als followed hard on its heels, we again
Continued on page 38
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ing and provided immediate housing for
the homeless.

Rutlanders’
Last Stand ?
The largest squat in Brit
ain was finally evicted in the
early hours of a cold Sunday
morning.
On December 12th, dozens of
vans carrying 250 police, of which about
half were in hill riot gear, turned into
Walm Lane and pulled up in front of
Rutland Park Mansions.
The squatters of the mansions
(Rutlanders - as they liked to be called)
had called the Bailiff’s office on Friday
and been told that a day for eviction had
not yet been fixed. Repeated requests to
Brent council asking that eviction be
withheld until the 20th December, in
order to find alternative accommodation,
went ignored. At about 10.00pm on Sat
urday night the Rutlanders heard via the
network that their eviction was to take
place sometime after 5.00am the fol
lowing morning. By midnight the infor
mation had been confirmed locally. The
Rutlanders then had less than six hours to
mobilise themselves, remove valuable
equipment, contact solicitors, journalists
and support.
After fighting a lengthy campaign
in court, possession of the Mansions was
finally granted to Brent Council, despite

the Rutlanders' own comprehensive plans
to refurbish and renovate the blocks. Brent
Council sold the Mansions to Paddington
Churches Housing Association (PCHA)
for £400,000 and the original plan was to
demolish the Mansions and rebuild fewer
flats on the same site, whilst giving the
rest of the space over to a car park.

"Chainsaws and
Molotovs"
Plans to demolish the mansions
were dropped in October when opposi
tion was voiced by the Rutlanders and
supported by local residents, English
Heritage, the Victorian Society and
Willesden Green Historical Society. Brent
C ouncil and PCHA consequently
changed their plans from complete
demolition to a conversion of the 42 four
bed flats into 42 two bedroom flats.
Brent Council and PCHA planned
to spend £3 million to house 80 people
and provide 21 car parking spaces. The
plans involved renovating only half the
Mansions, demolishing the rest. As an
alternative, the Community Plan for
warded by the squatters of Rutland Park
in conjunction with their local Tenant’s
Association intended spending £1.5 mil
lion to house 160 people. Their plan
would have renovated the whole build
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At a briefing before the eviction,
police and sheriff s officers had been told
to expect violent resistance. On Sunday
morning, the London radio station, LBC,
reported thatpolice saw molotov cocktails
and chainsaws being taken into the
Mansions. An interview with Chief Su
perintendent David Jarvis, leading the
operation, on the next bulletin corrected
the error:
“I’d like to put straight your ear
lier bulletin which said that we saw
chainsaws and molotovs going into the
building. In fact - we had good intelli
gence that they would be used - we didn’t
see them going in.”
There was, in fact, no violent re
sistance. The action being planned was to
make it clear to the media and all present
that what was happening was possibly
illegal, unjust and plainly ridiculous.

R en o v atio n or
Dem olition ?
The Rutlanders had hoped to gain
approval for their Community Plan un
der the new ‘Paint to Rent’ scheme pro
posed by Hartley Booth MP (see issue 5
SQUALL). Under this scheme single,
homeless people would be given the rights
and means to repair and renovate vacant
and idle property. Rutland Park Mansions
would have been ideally suited to such a
scheme as there were many experienced
workers, builders, plumbers and electri
cians living there.
The Rutlanders employed the
services of architects, solicitors and sur
veyors, all of whom commented that the
estimated £3 million Brent and PCHA
proposed to spend was too much and,
given that a lot of the labour necessary to
renovate the Mansions would come free
of charge from the residents themselves,
a figure of £1.5 million was perfectly
reasonable; especially as it would house
twice the number of people that Brent/
PCHA proposed.
H ow ever, representations to
Hartley Booth were unsuccessful. The
MP for Finchley declined to assist or
consider the Rutlanders’ application. It
would appear that Dr. Booth didn’t want
to get involved in a rabidly anti-squatter,
Tory-controlled borough, even though
the Rutlanders ow n 'Paint to Rent scheme’
is exactly what Dr. Booth was earnestly
touting before his entry into research

ware shop admits that he would quite
possibly have gone out of business had it
not been for their custom.
“Without doubt, had the Man
sions not been squatted, they would have
deteriorated beyond any chance of re
pair,” commented a representative of a
local Tenant’s Association.

(Emily Barr). No doubt, Tories would
rather see any ‘Paint to Rent’ schemes
carried out in a Labour-controlled bor
ough, as the scheme indirectly penalises a
local authority for leaving property empty.
A pilot scheme is rumoured to be aimed
at Hackney and, while Bent may not have
as many squatters as certain Labour-con
trolled boroughs, it certainly has its fair
share o f void, empty and derelict prop
erty. In terms of complaints registered
against local councils, Bent is the most
unpopular in Britain. In the last year there
were allegedly three times as many com
plaints registered against Brent than
against any other borough ever before. If
there was ever an ideally suited partner
ship for a ‘Paint to Rent’ scheme it was
Rutland Park Mansions and Brent Coun
cil.

Illegal Evictions
At about 7am on that Sunday
morning, the police vans arrived, along
with some 25 sheriff’s officers and two
ambulances, co-incidentally exactly the
same format as was used at the M 11 link
protests a week earlier (see page 13).
Streams of riot police, complete with
visors and shields, poured from the ve
hicles into stairwells. Suddenly everyone
was there; press, Brent Council officials,
housing officers, solicitors, police, pro
testers, squatters and representatives of
the local tenants association. Regular
police officers began to move everyone
on the streets back down towards the end
of the mansions where a cordon was set
up, 50 yards from the Mansions them
selves .
The squatters’ solicitor, Angus
Richardson, was heard alleging that the
sheriff’s officers were not obeying the

terms of the possession orders, one of
which failed to include the common parts
of one of the Mansions (a stairwell).
Loud protests were heard coming from
this stairwell informing police and sher
iff’s officers that they were in breach of
the possession order. The protesters were
ignored and forcibly evicted.

"Had the mansions not been
squatted they would have
deteriorated beyond repair"

At one point during the eviction,
two squatter representatives managed to
get behind police lines and attract the
attention of a Sky News camera crew as
well as half a dozen other reporters. They
made a plea to the cameras, telling their
version of events. A senior police officer
stood nearby throughout the interview.
As soon as the camera crew had finished
he dived in and asked to see press passes.
“If you haven’t got press passes
then you can’t stay here,” he said, anx
ious to get these articulate squatters away
from the further attentions of any camera
crews.

"Booby Trap Device"
Reports in the press of a boobytrap device found in one of the buildings
were untrue. The story had been set up by
the police press liaison officer who sold it
to journalists and photographers:
“In a minute we’ll go in and get
some shots o f the device,” he was heard
to say to the assembled journos, hungry

Upon entering the squats, some
journalists and police officers were sur
prised that people had been living an
ordinary/normal life there,
and that the flats were in a
"This delete button represents a marvelous
good state of repair
“ Yes, i t ’s fu r
opportunity' to curb the incidence o f
nished and there’s food in
hom elessness," exclaim ed Sir George.
the kitchen,” remarked
one police officer in reply
to a journalist’s puzzled
question.
“Pinned to the
wall, in one of the flats, is
a telephone bill indicat
ing that the squatters here
were on the phone,” com
mented another journal
ist. The surprise in his
voice indicating his ex
pectation of the squatting
media myth.
As is the case with
m ost sq u atters, the
R utlanders had spent
considerable amounts of
time and money renovat
ing the Mansions. The
owner of the local hard
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Rutlander's Last Stand ?
for a shock angle on which to hang their
stories and photos.
It is interesting to note that, while
some newspapers and radio stations re
ported that a device had been discovered,
no photos appeared to substantiate the
allegation.
“You know that it’s just a set of
shelves used for storage - it’s been there for
years - why are you setting this up?” asked
one squatter of the police press liaison of
ficer, completely frustrated at this turn of
events.
“Well, it could be used to push
objects on top of officers coming up the
stairs,” he replied, a grin spreading across
his face.
“This is a game to you isn’t it
You’re just playing a game,” said the
squatter.
“No different from the one you’re
playing,” came the reply, the grin spreading
wider.

there was that they had been unable to get
assistance from such agencies in the first
place. The squatters’ arguments were
dismissed as the council officer went in
search o f journalists to inform of his
humanitarian mission.
To this day, Brent council and
PCHA still have planning permission
only for demolition of the block. Since
the eviction, there have been two fires at
the Mansions. Localcouncilofficials have
allegedly tried to blame it on the angry,
dispossessed squatters. Many other peo
ple, including local residents and the ex
squatters themselves believe that it is
Bent and/or PCHA who are starting the
fires in order to ruin the building and so
justify total demolition. Of course, it is
also possible that it was just vandals who
target empty property for something to
do.

Sledgehammer Security

RutlandPark Mansions willremain
empty while some 70 of the original 150
inhabitants were thrown on to the streets.
Given that Brent have more than their fair
share of void and derelict properties the
question is raised as to why the £3 million
couldn’t have been spent renovating those
instead. The answer must surely be that,
given the Mansions had been squatted for
10 years, Brent desperately wanted an evic
tion to rid the area of the visiblesignsof their
incompetence in dealing with homeless
ness and empty property.
Local and central government are
slowly but surely digging their own
graves. The more out of touch with the
wishes and needs of local people they
become the more radical will be the reac
tion against them. The actions at Twyford
Down, the M1 1 Link and many others
show cooperation and mutual under
standing between previously unaffiliated
groups. Increasingly, squatters and radi
cal environm ental cam paigners are
finding support from local communities
and organisations. The more that local
and central government continue to ignore
the needs and wishes of the very people to
whom they are responsible, the more
cohesion there will be between these
groups. People are gradually understand
ing that the only bodies capable of realis
ing and meeting the real needs of any
local community are those people in the
communities themselves. The battle for
Rutland Park Mansions may be over, but
the war against political incompe
tence continues.

Brent's incompetence

The eviction took about an hour to
complete. During this time some members
of the press were busy speculating why
Brent Council and the police had chosen 7
and left uninhabit
able.

Bent A d
vice
Brent
Council had also
arranged for sev
eral of their hous
ing officers to as
sist and give prac
tical advice to
thoseleft homeless
by the eviction.
Much was made
of this by some
sections of the
media. The advice
consisted of a
small, photocop
ied leaflet with the
telephone num
bersand addresses
of a couple of local
hostels and shel
ters in the area. It
was pointed out to
him that the rea
son most of the
squatters were

The Sheriffs men, supported by police,
evict squats at Rutland Park Mansions
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Actors o f Parliament

G ypsy C ou n cil

continued
"TheGovemmenthave
no quarrel with the nomadic
way of life,” claimed David
MacLean in the Standing Com
mittee and Neil Gerrard (Lab
MP-Walthamstow)was "glad"
to hear it "Does the minister
then dissociate himself fro m a
leaflet used by the Hon. Mem
ber for Hereford and Stortford
(Bowen Welles) during the last
election,entitled'Conservatives
A gainst G ypsys?" asked
Gerrard.
”I do not associate or
dissociate myself with or from
anything that I have not read,"
retortedfieldmarshal MacLean.
I 'll show it to you," Gerrard
squeezed in before the Chair
man ruled the exchange irrel
evant to the amendment under
consideration.
However, the truth of
the Government benches' associaton

withblatantlyracist elec
tion material was demonstrated
at the end of the session when
Neil Gerrard crossed the floor
to hand MacLean a copy of the
leaflet before leaving.
F ield
m arshal
MacLean, unaware that anyone
was still watching (mostpeople
were leaving the committee
room), read the leaflet and
laughed out loud. He then
walked over to a group of four
lingering T o ry MPs (Nicholas
Hawkins, Derek Conway, Pe
ter Butter and Jaques Arnold).
In turn, each of them laughed
out loud except Arnold, who
blew his cheeks in a way that
recognised the leaflet might not
looktoo goodifit waspublished.
Printed originally in
SQUALL 5, it was decided
that a reminder was nec- A
essary.

is withdrawing the previous
guidance, which indicated that
it might be necessary to accept
the establishment of gypsy sites
in protected areas, including
Green Belts. Given that the
majority o f planning applica
tionsfrom gypsies are already
The Gypsy Councilfo r
ducation,Culture,
E
WelfarendC
ivl turned down, it will become in
creasingly difficultfo r people to
Rights has very grave concerns
buy land and obtain planning
regarding the implications o f
the
CriminalJustice and Public permission.
Order Bill (clauses 45 -61).
The second is to “encourage”
travellersinto permanent hous
proximately
A
40%o f travellers
ing.Those who have wished to
have no legal resting place. I f
do
this have remained on coun
the Bill is passed, they will be
cil
waiting lists fo r years, with
criminalised. I f vehicles and
no
success. Thousands o f oth
homes are seized, the men sent
ers
have no wish to move into
to prison, the children taken
brick. Even if they wished to do
into care, the cost in financial
so, however, where is the hous
and human terms will be hor
ing stock? With homelessness
rendous.
an increasing problem in this
Gypsy and traditional travel
country, does it make sense to
lers have travelled this country
contemplatecreatingthousands
for many centuries. The repeal
o f the
CaravanSitesAct (clause more homeless people?
We believe that certain aspects
61) will sweep away 25 years o f
o f the Criminal Justice Bill are
hard workby councils who have
raciallydiscriminatory.A t worst
complied with the Act, by trav
they constitute a form of ethnic
eller education services by
cleansing, at best cultural
various health agencies and by
genocide. We thereforeurgethe
organisations such as this one.
Government to think again be
It wouldmake muchmore sense
if councils that have not com fore implementing legislation
thatwillleadto the criminalising
plied with the 1968 Act were
of gypsies and travellers be
brought to taskfor breaking the
cause of the inequality o f re
law.
gard in which many hold us.
The Government plans include
two alternatives. One is fo r
travellers to provide their own
First appeared as a letter to the
sites. Yet Circular 1/94from the
Independent 9/2/94.
Departmentof theEnvironment

Charlie Smith, Chairman
of The Gypsy Council,
writes of the destructive
threat to a centuries old
way of life.

A M E SSA G E F R O M B O W E N W ELLS
- Y O U R C O N S E R V A T IV E C A N D ID A T E
CONSERVATIVES AGAINST GYPSIES
A r e yo u fed u p w i t h the f i l t h and ab u se
b r o u g h t b y t h e s o - c a l l e d g y p s i e s to a
o n c e g r e e n a n d a t t r a c t i v e a r e a n e x t to
S e l e F a rm?
B O W E N W E L L S is.
H e s a y s :* L a n d o w n e r s w h o il l e g a l l y e n c o u r a g e
g y p s i e s s h o u l d b e p r o s e c u t e d t h r o u g h the
courts.
* I pledge
to
introduce
a b o l i s h the G y p s y S i t e Act.

a

bill

* T h e P u b l i c E n q u i r y t o b e h e l d is
d i r e c t r e s u l t of m y r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s .

to
a

* The Conse r v a t i v e con t r o l l e d District
C o u n c i l a n d H e r t f o r d T o w n C o u n c i l have
led
the
fight
against
the
proposed
g y p s y site.
* Co me a l o n g and s u p p o r t B o w e n W ells
o b j e c t i o n s a t the P u b l i c E n q u i r y o n 28th
a n d 2 9 t h A p r i l at C o u n t y Hell, H e r t ford.

Romany or other Gypsys."
Nor "does the Govern
ment have any quarrel with the
nomadic way of life".
But in those Sunday
Post stories, does it ever get to
the bit where the travellers have
to park up for the night Is it
possible to eat sleep, give birth
to and educate children without
stopping somewhere? Accord
ing to MacLean they must per
form all these vital functions
whilst fixing their engine: "It is
notourintention thattheyshould
be harassed from land when

SUPPORT BOWEN W E L L S - The only Candidate
to m a k e a s t a n d o n t h i s i m p o r t a n t issue.

H O W E N W ELLS

T ory G y p
Considerable, and I
mean considerable, efforts were
made by David MacLean to
suggest that the clauses in the
Criminal Justice Bill "are not

aimed at the gentlemen of the
road who wander the highways
and bywaysof Scotland whom I
read about in my wife's Sunday
Post." Or at "the genuine
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they are forced to camp unlaw
fully through no fault of their
own - for example,if they suffer
from a genuine mech anical
breakdown."
In other words, the
message to all travellers from
field marshal MacLean, is that
he doesn'tmind your lifestyle as
long as you entertain his wife on
a Sundayand don'trestuntilyou
breakdown.
"He’s a nasty p i ece of
w ok," said one MP outside the
Committee room.

Hackney Electric Schem e(ing)
hack’ney; n .,

& v .t. m a k e c o m m o n o r tr ite th r o u g h r e p e t i t i o n .

Hackney are continuing their ma
licious campaign against squatters, cart
ing out all the old myths and creating
some new ones of their own. The borough
now has its own specialist teams known
as the ‘Voids Task F o rc e ' a n d 'T he
Tenancy Audit Team' who “Prevent people
jumping the housing queue through
squatting”.
“N ew procedures were developed
and tested” for the preparation of letting
empty homes to tenants. Hackney’s new
procedures for getting rid of squatters
involves illegal evictions and dodgy
dealings with London Electricity, who
also have a new policy for dealing with
squatters (see 'Re-Fused' page 35).
Aside from Hackney's usual ploy
of intimidating squatters into moving out
and breaking into squats when the occu
pants are out, the Council have been
liaising with London Electricity who are
informed of squatters’ addresses, and
told that electricity is being stolen. Lon
don Electricity representatives, accom
panied by bailiffs and Hackney Council,
then forcibly rem ove the squatters.
Hackney’s ‘specialist teams’ (read hired
heavies) then move in, change the lock
and board the property up.
“The main means by which the
council intends to improve the use of its
housing stock is through a reduction in
empty properties,” explains a report from
the Housing Department. Hackney cur
rently have a third of its empty homes up
for sale or demolition: “The groundwork
has been done to ensure substantially less
homes stand empty in the future.” It
seems as though the groundwork has
already been done to ensure there are
substantially more homeless people in
the borough as well. No new council
homes are being built and Hackney still
has one of the highest numbers of priority
need homeless awaiting housing, how
will Hackney meet their statutory duties?
Perhaps they will just hang on in there
and wait for the Government legislation
that promises to remove the statutory
duties to house people in priority need,
(see W e Lose', page 36).
Hackney Council are just as rabid
in describing squatters as certain sectors

of the Tory press are: “For the most part,
squatting in Hackney is not a casual ac
tivity. Entry to properties is often gained
by relatively sophisticated methods in
cluding the use of oxyacetylene welding
equipment.”(!) This preposterous sug
gestion is put in context as one reads
further: "Theyalsoindicatetheextent to
which the phenomenon (squatti n g )
isw
elbeyond the experience of most local au
thorities, and thus not susceptible to be
ing rapidly brought under control through
the use of traditional methods.” Ah....It’s
not Hackney being incompetent it’s a
new breed of super-sophisticated squat
ter - call the police, call the army, call
Michael H ow ard!
However, Hackney ’s recently ex'C hair of Housing, Linda Hibberd, has
said (SQUALL issue 4) that present laws
sufficient to deal with squatters. It
is as though Hackney’s policy of
dealing with squatters and homeless
people is just as two-faced and outra
geous as the Government’s.

place of a piece of glass. The Task Force,
presuming it to be a squat, tried to evict
the occupant in the same way as the other
squatters. Intimidatory tactics were used
against the tenant who attempted to con
vince the Team that he was, in fact, a
tenant. Apparently he kept his home by
the skin of his teeth and some very fast
talking. We hear that there may be pros
ecutions pending alleging illegal evic
tions, intimidation and harassment.

Hackney’s ‘selling off’ policy,
introduced over the last two years, has
reduced the number of properties vacant
and available for offer by half to around
250. Meanwhile, Hackney still has thou
sands of ‘priority’ needs homeless peo
ple on its books, housed in depressing B
& B or in completely inadequate tem
porary accommodation. Yet Hackney
consider their efforts to be “a major
achievement”. In light of the Govern
ment’s new proposals to eliminate the
rights of priority needs homeless people
to permanent homes, Hackney could be
In mid/January SQUALL re
well on the way to completely discharg
ceived reports
ofthe ‘Voids Task
ingForce’
itself of its housing obligations. The
in action. Sixteen squats on the Clapton
problem will become invisible, more
Park Estate were evicted early one morn
people will be forced to sleep rough or
ing. The Task Force came down with
stay in intolerable housing conditions
London Electricity on the premise of
but, on paper, Hackney will cease to have
suspicion that squatters were illegally
a homelessness problem having no statu
obtaining electricity. Tactics included
tory duties and no property empty and
smashing d o w n front doors and intimi
available for offer.
dati n g residents and squatters alike. John
Seddons, field worker with the Task Force
Finally, Hackney have recently
w
asallegedly found rifling through one
resorted to “disguising” their empty
squatters' personal belongings - we hear
properties: “Curtains are bought from
that a prosecution against Mr Seddons
outgoing tenants or installed. An experi
may be forthcoming.
mental project to fit light time switches
.... has proved successful and is being
O
neofthe squatters evicted that
extended across the borough at present.
morning has a history of mental illness
Discussion with the utilities (in particular
and had resorted to squatting as a result of
Thames Water) are also currently being
Hackney 's refusal to acknowledge his
held to explore the scope for making
existence. This squatter was awoken by
vacant flats temporarily less inhabitable.”
the sound of his frontdoor being smashed
This is good news for Hackney as
down and London Electricity removing
it will mean they will no longer have to
his meter. Apparently, this particular
resort to time-honoured ‘traditional’
squatter was paying for his electricity but
methods of pouring cement down toilets
was treated like a criminal anyway.
and hacksawing through gas and water
One tenant on the estate was mis
pipes to render them uninhabitable. Now
taken f or a squatter. The front door of his
they can get the water companies to
property had a painted piece of board in
do it for them.
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Out for a Duck

liberty go to European Courts
Liberty arc to go to the
European Court to protest
against
the
com puter
surveillance of New Travellers.
Operation snapshot,
co-ordinated from Wiltshire
and Cumbria, tracks travel
lers, recording their move
ments and details onto a na
tional police computer net
work.
"Targeting the whole
of the travelling community
goes well beyond the limits of
Article 8 (European Conven
tion of Human Rights)," said
John Wadham, Legal Officer
for Liberty.
"Just because some
one is a New Age Traveller
doesn't mean that they are in
volved in crime.”
Liberty have also re
cently published leaflets ex

Finesfor
Four
involvedin
ejecting
squatters
A group o f men who
allegedly wielded pipes and
sticks to smash their way in to
a derelict house in Fitzjohn's
Avenue, Hampstead, to evict
Squatters, walked free from
court last
Thursday
hefir s t noise the
"T
squatters heard was the sound
o f breaking glass as the men
smashed through the French
windows. There was some
punching and unpleasantness,
with most o f the squatters suf
fering slight bruising, but one
witness was taken to hospital
with a brokenfinger, Stephen
Dawson, prosecuting, told
Horseferry Road court.
"Some o f the men have
evaded justice completely but

plaining and condem ning
p ro p o sed re stric tio n s on
travelling, squatting, peace
ful protest, raves and out
door festivals. The informa
tion packs extensively quote
relevant sections of the Eu
ropean Convention on Hu
man Rights and are highly
recommended reading mate
rial.
If these proposals be
come law, Liberty will seek
to challenge them in the Eu
ro p ean C o u rt o f H um an
Rights and highlight them
before the United Nations
Human Rights Committee
when it reviews the UK Gov
ernment's record in 1995.
Information packs are
available from Liberty (see
contacts, page 42) at £1.50
each or £5.00 for the
set.

When Geoffrey Dick
ens (Tory MP - Littleborough
and Saddleworth) spoke to the
audience on live Granada TV
last December, claiming: “The
Government had consulted
widely on the squatting is
sue”, he received a surprise
response.
One o f his co-panelists
turned to him and asked: “If
S h elter, C H A R , SH A C ,
AMA, ALA, The Law Soci
ety, The Police Federation,
Institute of Housing and The
Association of Chief Police
Officers are against the Gov
ernments’ proposals, who ex
actly is in favour?”
“I have a big long list
of organisations right here,”
Dickens replied, waving an

envelope.
“No you haven’t” re
plied his co-panelist. “That
was the appearance fee cheque
all the panelists were given
just before we went on air.”
And indeed it was but, to the
disappointment of all those
who crave accountability, the
presenter quickly changed the
subject before it all got a little
too embarrassing for the enter
tainment industry.
After a recent national
opinion pole suggested that only
12% of the population thought
politicians trustworthy, it was
Geoffrey Dickens himself who
claimed that the population’s
impression of politicians
had been discoloured by
a poisonous media.

" M y mind was not at rest,
because nothing was acted;
and thoughts ran in me that
words and writings were
nothing and must
for action is the life of all,
and if thou dost not act,
thou dost nothing."

witnessesstate that the size o f
the group was at least 10. The
police arrived promptly and
although some escaped, it was
a credit to the defendants that
they allowed themselves to be
stopped by police," added Mr.
Dawson.
G errard W in stan ley 1649
The six men who ap
peared in the dock were origi
nally accused o f using vio
lence to obtain entry on No
move furniture. They deny
Barking, who both agreed to
vember 16, but this charge
being involved in any o f the
be bound over in the sum o f
was scrapped by the Crown
violence."
£200 to keep the peace fo r a
Prosecution Service. A lesser
All fo u r who admitted
year.
charge o f using threatening
the threats charge were con
M r. D aw son ex 
and disorderly behaviour was plained:
ditionally discharged fo r 12
"Difficultarose
brought instead.
because o f the number o f peo months. Funnell and Ali were
Four pleaded guilty to ple entering the house and it
each ordered to pay £20 costs
using threatening behaviour:
and Livesey, £50.
was difficult to pinpoint ex
ex-soldier James Russell, 22,
actly where the violence came
This article appeared
o f Chiswick: sales manager from.
in the Ham & High. New
Andrew Funnell,29, of Hemel
"But even arriving at
clauses slipped in to the
H em pstead; jo b less Alan
the house in such a large group
Criminal Justice Bill on Feb.
Livesey, 32, o f Leicester, and
was likely to cause distress.
8th will sanction violent en
Amin Ali, 29, unemployed, o f
That is not the way to go about
try. We will undoubtedly see
G rea t T itc h fie ld S treet,
such an activity.”
more of the above behav
Marylebone.
Defence lawyer Mar
iour as the new clauses give
No evidence was of
tin Lewis told the court: "My
tacit consent to vigilante
fe r e d against driver Sean
clients had their visit organ
bailiffs and licensed
Gane, 23, o f Farnham, and
ised by a Mr. Nash, who of
heavies.
jobless Stewart Garvin, 29, o f fered them all £50 each to
32

News Shorts & Other Busyness

M ental H ealth & One Young’Offender
Among a multitude o f
social malaises we are being
led to ignore recently, are the
results of a Samaritans Report
published in November last
year. It informed the nation
that the last ten years has seen
a staggering 80% increase in
su icid es a m o n g st young
males.
A recent BBC Radio
Four programme reported on
Government suggestions for
tackling the problem. This
consisted of increasing the
number o f guards stationed
on ’favourite' bridges as a way
of curbing the number of peo
ple who jump off them. The
Government also claimed that
a reduction in the toxicity of
car exhaust would help re
duce the incidence of the most
popular form of suicide - gas
sing yourself. The issue of
what has actually led to such a
manifestly rapid increase in
desperation over the last 10
years remains devoid of offi
cial comment.
Perhaps the dramatic
increase in suicides is due to
the "New British disease" that
Michael Portillo (Chief Sec
retary to the Treasury) talked
of in his speech to the right
wing W ay Forward' group in
mid-January.
"The disease shows
itself in a readiness to deni
grate our country and praise
o th ers; to d e v a lu e o u r
achievements, and envy oth
ers; to hold our national insti
tutions in contempt and look
with approval on other peo
ple's; to deride everyone of
our national figures. A poison
has been spread by pessimists.
The nihilism has transformed
every British institution into
an object of ridicule."
Although Conserva
tive philosophy places great
emphasis on earning your liv
ing, Mr Portillo obviously

does not consider that this
extends to earning your re
spect. A recent national opin
ion poll (O bserver/IC M )
found that only 12% of those
questioned actually thought
that politicians were trust
worthy.
But, claims Portillo,
"Britain’s House of Commons
remains the world’s foremost
debating chamber" and invites
the nation to respect it as such.
And all this despite the fact
that the Government's use of
the 'guillotining' technique to
rush legislation through with
out a debate - most recently
implemented for the budget has been a regular parliamen
tary feature. The existence of
an effective Government op
position is necessary for a de
bating chamber to operate, and
it is something we do not have
in this country.
Perhaps then it is each
individual's personal frustra
tion with an unaccountable
and unrepresentative political
system that contributes to such
pessimism. But, for those who
haven't given way to such un
derstandable pessimism, still
seeking to have their voice
heard in this 'democracy',
Portillo reserves little respect:
"We should not allow
the nationaldebate to be driven
by the agendas of a tiny mi
nority. We don't see pressure
groups for what they are: one
dimensional. Other countries
are more alert to the self-seek
ing nature of lobby group ar
guments."
".... othercountries"....
What? .... Didn't you just say
that part of the disease was to
"denigrate our country and
praise others"???
So what is Michael
Portillo's reason for this in
crease in pessimism?
"I believe the princi
pal reason is because for dec
ades we have allowed our
selves to fall prey to cynics,
egalitarians and socialists."
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And his solution?
"W ith s e lf-c o n fi
dence and self-respect we can
add to our national achieve
ments and revive our national
pride."
Hence to rally the flag,
a multi-million pound D-Day
anniversary celeb ratio n
planned for this June and the
closure of Guys Hospital in
London due to a lack of funds.

Suicide is a perverse
way to change your environ
ment - but the dramatic in
creases shout out the desper
ate need for change in our
collective environment, both
political and psychological.
The present Govern
ment is 14 years old and ripe
for a stretch in a penal insti
tution for juvenile de
linquents.

S u rpriseSurprised
When HowardGoodie,
regional consultant for the
Empty Homes Agency, got up
to speak on a recent Granada
TV debate, he surprised all in
the studio by supporting Government
plansto legislateagainst
squatting.
In SQUALL Issue 3,
Bob Lawrence at the London
HQ o f the Empty Homes
Agency had this to say about
squatting:
"The law is quite ad
equate already. The squatting
issue is not about young people
climbing into empty property
through open windows, it's
about the sheer overhang of the
numbers of empty properties
doing nothing. Why change the
law? It's not going to make peo
ple less in need of housing.....
We've been heartened by the
behaviour of some people who
have approached owners and
said- 'T hesebuildingsareempty,
they'rea waste to you, they're an
eyesore to the community,
would you join us in a partner
ship'." (see SQUALL letters
page 40.)
In fact, past issues of
SQUALL have paid much re
spect to the Empty Homes
Agency for its work in negotiat
ing the use of empty properties.

Previous conversations with
workers at the agency havebeen
met by an acknowledgement
that, with 868,000 empty homes
in Britain, 20,000 squatted
properties are hindering no-one
and helping 60,000 homeless
people at the same time.
However, Mr Goodie
stood up on live television to
support the Tory MP Geoffrey
Dickens (playing the part of
'rabid Tory' on the show).
"Squatters have hindered the
work of the Empty Homes
Agency and Isupport the crimi
nalisation," he charged.
Although the assem
blage were surprised that he
was taking such a view, none
was more surprised than Mr
Goody himself when a member
of the panel stood up to query
him.
"Are you aware that the
photographerusedby theEmpty
Homes Agency to collate its
publicity material, is herself a
squatter?" asked the panelist
"Er yes," came the un
sure reply from a reddening Mr
Goodie.
"And would you like
her criminalised too?"
"Yes," he bluffed and
sat down abruptly to contem
plate how the hell anyone knew
more about his own or
ganisation than he did.
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W estmaladminister
Council
So, a recent national
opinion pole suggests that only
12% of the population believe
that politicians are trustworthy.
Some MPs immediately sought
scapegoats, suggesting that it
was the cynicism of the media
that was leading people to lose
respect for MPs and their politi
cal representatives.
Unfortunately for these
apologists, the district auditor
released a provisional report on
Westminster Council’s Hous
ing Policy only a couple of
weeks later. The report accused
the council of "improper and
disgraceful" manipulationof the
sale of empty council houses to
potential Tory voters.
"Westminster is one of
the Tory's stunning successes.... a
source of cheer for every con
servative," proclaimed David
Hunt, the Employment Secre
tary in 1990. No one is lining up
to support them now however,
as the shit will be hitting the fan
when the full rep o t is published
soon. It will almost certainly
surcharge the 10 council offi
cials responsible for their "un
lawful" activity, to the tune of
£21-25 million. The majority of
this surcharge may end up on
the shoulders of Tesco heiress
Dame Shirley Porter, leader of
Westminster Council, who has
£60 million stashed in her bank

account According to the pro
visional report Barry Legg,
Tory MP for Milton Keynes,
will also face a surcharge for
helping to devise the scheme
that "removed homeless peo
ple from Westminster" and sell
ing council houses cheaply to
people in return for votes.
Since thepublicationof
the auditor's provisional report,
two members of the incrimi
natedofficialshaveresignedand
one has committed suicide. The
remaining seven officials, in
cluding Shirley Porter, claim
that the independent auditor is
biasedand is not telling the truth.

Hackney's Homeless
Steam Ahead
RE: The Hackney Homeless People’s Festival 1994
incorporating the Alternative Ideal Homes Exhibi
tion - A free day out for everyone at Clissold Park,
London N16, Sunday May 8th.

Wandsworth, another
Tory flagshipcouncil,havebeen
similarly accused of manipulat
ing the vote with council house
sales and are now the subject of
another inquiry by the district
auditor.
In fact, it is a wonder
that even 12% of the population
still trust politicians after this,
the latest example of our great
hypocrisy.The backbench MPs
who bleated that the public per
ception of the integrity of politi
cians had been poisoned, the
media have been silenced.
Michael Portillo, the Treasury
Minister, tried to have us be
lieve that a "cynicism" and
"pessim ism " spreading in this
country was mistakenly
leading us to "ridicule of
ournationalinstitutionsand
the House of Commons
debating chamber." The
sourceof thisdisatisfaction,
according to Portillo is that
we "allow ourselves to to
fall prey to cynics, egalitar
ians and socialists."
The source of the
pessimism, according to
reality, is more and more
evidence of creeping ma
nipulations that have had
14 years to refine them-

After its phenomenal success last year, the Hackney
Homeless People’s Festival is going full steam ahead.
This year will feature an Alternative Ideal Homes
Exhibition and we would like to involve as many different
groups and individuals as possible in this essential event.
At a time of increasing marginalisation of homeless
people, from closing hostels and reduced housing association
grants to the legislation against squatters and travellers, it is
important to show how ordinary people can change their
situation and help build themselves a decent home.
HHPF want to hear from you if you would like to
display your alternative housing ideas to a potential audience
of 15,000 visitors (last year’s figures), plus any press and TV
who may choose to feature the event. Architects, designers,
housing groups, students, charities, in fact anyone who can
display their ideas on shelter, eco-design, traditional housing
etc, on a voluntary basis for one day; Sunday May 8th. There
will be access to the park for the whole day before to prepare
the site - please note that the park usually closes at dusk.
HHPF would also like to hear from anyone who can
help us physically with preparation on the day and are
especially interested in any groups of students or lecturers
who may wish to involve themselves via their courses.
So, the door is open! Please help show the huge
variety of ingenious solutions there are out there to the present
day ‘housing crisis’.

For general information, music/technical offers &
assistance please contact Chris on 071 275 7220. For the
Alternative Ideal Homes Exhibition contact Glyn on 0 8 1 802
3135 Anyone interested in theatre or circus contact Pam on
0 7 1 275 7220, film and artworks contact Finnoula on 0 7 1 249
5230.
Hackney Homeless People ’s Festival can be written to
at; 123 Stoke Newington Church Street, London N16.
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R e-F used
T h e Leccy C old W ar
In June 1992the Electricity board
changed its policy towards squatters.
Previously squatters could get connected
unless the Electricity Board had specific
orders to the contrary from the owner.
However, this policy was reversed in
June ’92 and squatters are now refused
connection unless they have authorisa
tion from the owner/landloid. SQUALL
contacted London Electricity to find out
about this change in policy.
“W e do connect squatters who
have a licence to be in the property,” said
a M r Kirkwood of Head Office, London
WC1..
“But when squatters obtain a li
cence they cease to be squatters and be
come licensees. So what, in effect, you
are saying is that you do not connect
squatters.”
“No, we do connect squatters, but
only at licensed squats.”
“Why don’t you connect unli
censed squats?” asked SQUALL.
“W e have had a big problem with
squatters running up large debts and
disappearing after they have been
evicted,” replied M r Kirkwood.
“But isn’t it true that London
Electricity’s policy towards squatters has
been to fit budget meters?”
“Uh, I don’t know about that.”
Before June 1992 any squatter
could be connected to the electricity
supply by simply making an application
to their local showroom for a budget
meter. Operating on a pay-as-you-use
system they were specifically brought in
by the electricity companies several years
ago for people who had difficulties in
paying large quarterly bills.
“You must know that, with a
budget meter, it is impossible for any
consumer to go into debt. When you run
out of credit, the meter cuts the supply to
the house.”
Mr. Kirkwood refused to com
ment on the use of budget meters and
became fairly icy over further questions
put to him. When further pressed as to the
reluctance of London Electricity to con
nect squatters M r Kirkwood passed the
buck down the line:
“It’s up to the discretion of indi
vidual area offices and showrooms to
decide whether or not to connect squatters,”

he evaded but SQUALL pressed
on:
“If that is the case, why then was
there a change in London Electricity’s
Staff Instruction Manual in 1992 advis
ing staff that they were no longer to
connect squatters? That sounds like gen
eral policy not an acknowledgement to
discretion.”
Mr Kirkwood couldn’t answer
this question and became unresponsive
to further probes. He eventually prom
ised SQUALL documentary information
backing up this new policy and reasons
for the change in tactics, but none was
ever received.
After several calls to the electric
ity ombudsman and other concerned par
ties SQUALL discovered that the Lon
don Electricity are under no legal obliga
tion to connect anyone. There appears to
be little that can be done to fight this
blatant discrimination against homeless
people. One method that may help squat
ters avoid criminal proceedings is proof
of ‘intention to pay’. If you are refused
electricity it is a good idea to send, by
registered post (so you have proof of
postage), a cheque or postal order for a
reasonable amount of money (£20) along
with a letter requesting connection. You
have then shown an intention to pay for
your utilities which will be very valuable
should London Electricity take you to
court. London Electricity, having ac
cepted your money, will then find it very
hard to prosecute (if not impossible).
If anyone has knowledge of any
other method or route by which squatters
can legitimately obtain electricity please
write to SQUALL. Also, if any readers
have directexperienceof this change
inpolicy, w e want to hear from you.

Brent Council
BentTruths
"A Council housing officer is al
leged to have lost her temper and tried to
grab the camera off a press photographer,"
claimed the Willesden and Brent Chronicle
alter an incident outside the Rutland Park
Mansions Squat at the end of last year.
"He (the photographer) claimed the
housing officer lunged forward and tried to
grab his camera but he swayed back. The
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leads to the flashgun were ripped off," the
article continued.
What makes the words "alleged"
and "claimed" such polite journalism, is the
fact that the photographer was none other
than Willesden and Brent Chronicle's own
Damien Horan.
So, why so much reservation from
the newspaper, when a member of their
own staff was an eyewitness/victim of the
assault?
Ken Livingston (MP-Brent East)
recently submitteda complaint to the House
of Commons alleging that Brent Council
had threatened the Chronicle's sister paper,
The Kilburn Times, with the withdrawal of
advertising revenue if it published articles
hostile to the Council
Livingstone's claim was further
substantiated when his complaint went
completely unreported in The Kilburn
Times. As a local MP, Livingstone's words
usually command assured coverage in the
Times.
The story goes that the Chronicle's
photographer was actually kicked by the
Council official, who reportedly mistook
him for a squatter.
Both theChronicleand The Kilburn
Times are owned by Capital Newspapers,
which in turn is part owned by businessman
Ray Tyndall. MrTyndall is known to be a
contributor to Tory party coffers, lastyearto
the tune of £100,000). Whether this had any
bearing on the Chronicle's watered account
is of course not provable. Buta combination
of this and Bent Council's undercover
blackmail ensured the story remained very
much a suppressed tale.
When SQUALL attempted to get
the horses-mouth story from Damien Horan
himself, we were told: "He doesn't want to
speak to you, he doesn't like talking to
reporters." Which for a staff photographer
on a newspaper has to rate as a
suspect excuse.

Government's Homelessness Review - Green Paper

W e L ose

T o n g u e T ied

In one o f the m ost socially careless policy
statem ents this G overnm ent has pub
lished, priority need hom eless people are
to lose the right to perm anent housing.

The response to the Homelessness Review
has been muted by the offer o f carrots

According to a Gov
ernment Green Paper there is to
be a major shake up in the way
public housing is to be allocated
to homeless people.
In the words of the
document:
"The Government's aim
is that a decent home should be
within the reach of every fam
ily."
So far so good and then:
"Thisdoesnotmeanthat
everyone seeking rented ac
commodation shouldexpect the
state to provide for them on
demand."
Oh, so how should a
family with no home house
themselves?
"Establishing a home particularly as a place in which
to raise a family - is a matter for
which married couples want to
feel personally responsible."
So the Government is
now saying 'do it yourself,
whereas previously there was a
statutory duty for local authori
ties to house homeless people in
'priority need'eg. families. What
kind of a policy for homeless
ness is this?
"The role of govern
ment is to ensure that a range of
housing opportunities are
available, with supportfor those
who need it; to ensure that
everyone is aware of the range
of opportunities; and to provide
a safety net in time of crisis.”
Yes, yes, yes but where
are these opportunities and
safety nets? One of them was
squatting, another was buying a
van and living on the road!
But the Government
evidently believes that some
one somewhere will be able to
reap the marvelous opportunities

talked about but seldom
seen. The Green Paper has the
audacity to suggest:
"Within this framew
ork,
individualsshouldbe free
to choose between the alterna
tives available, and should en
deavour to meet their own
housing needs."
And what are we free to
choose? Listedbelow is a precis
of theGreenPaper's cornucopia
of housing opportunities.
1. To remove the statu
tory right of priority need
homeless people to permanent
accommodation. The Govern
ment claim that priority need
homeless people are jumping
the housing waiting list
2. To offer temporary
accommodation (perhaps 6
months only) to priority need
homeless people only if they
have no roof whatsoever. This
means that if your family is
about to be homelessin a week's
time, you have to wait until that
time to apply for emergency
accommodation. The homeless
family will notbe entitledto any
accommodation until their pa
perwork has been entered on
the day they no longer have any
roof and then processed by the
local authority.
3. Local Authorities
must start using private rented
accommodation to house any
of the families that satisfy the
above criteria. They may now
do so by housing the homeless
out of the relevant borough,
something that Westminster
Council were called "unlawful
and improper" for doing in the
late
eighties
(See
'W e s tm a la d m in is te r
Council’ on page 34).
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The G overnm ent’s
Green Paper Homelessness
Review is undoubtedly the
worse thing to hit homelessness
for many years. But in order to
subdue any opposition from
housing charities, the chess
players in the Tory policy de
partment have come up with a
corking middle-game plan.
At the same timeas pro
posing the removal of the right
of permanent housing forprior
ity need homeless people, the
Government have also an
nounced its intention to estab
lish a “comprehensive network
of housing advice centres”. The
cleverness of this move is two
fold
Firstly, it provides
something positive to be seized
on; something to be reported by
the media other than the dire
consequences of the homeless
ness review itself.
Secondly, because this
“comprehensive housing net
work” is to be given to just one
single housing agency, it has
silenced potentially severe
housing charity opposition by
inducing a situation where the
charities have been set in com
petition for the ‘new network’
contract
Consequently
the
SHAC press release written by
Bob Widdowson, the Director,
(20/2/94) drew back from con
demning the Green Paper out
right Instead, their most defi
nite statement was that they
“welcomed the proposal to es
tablish a ‘comprehensive net
w o rk of housing advice cen
tres’ to help prevent homeless
ness.”
An even more obvious
example of their intentions was
demonstrated at the end of the
press release. “SHAC is Brit
ain ’s leading independent
housing advice and information

charity,” it stated
Although it is undoubt
edly a quality housing organisa
tion, SHAC operates o nly in
London, making its claim to be
the “leading” agency in this
country, a might extravagant
SHELTER have also
been caught compliant in quest
of the carrot. Their lame re
sponse to the Green Papier was
also announced via a press re
lease.
“Housing organisations
today sent a letter to environ
ment secretary John Gummer,
welcoming a review of home
lessness legislation as an op
portunity to ensure that social
housing is allocated on a fair
and objective basis. We wel
come your intention to consult
us in the near future on home
lessness and access to social
housing. We see the consulta
tion as an excellent chance to
examine whether the supply of
decent housing is adequate to
house the homeless and others
in housing need.”
The furore over SHEL
TER’S latent position blew up
after Sir George Young, Min
ister of Housing, claimed that
SHELTER supported theGreen
Paper. In the past Sheila
M acK echnie, D irector of
SHELTER, has been at great
pains to pa int Sir George as a
“fair and reasonable” man.
However, the continuing lack
of effective housing po licy and
Sir George’s damning words
on single mothers (see’News of
the Sqews',page9),have shown
that her tongue is on the wrong
bottom.
This was most undeni
ably demonstrated when Sir
G eorge Young translated
SHELTER’S‘nice’responseas
being in support of the Gov
ernment’s measures.

Continued------ ^

Government's Homelessness Review - Green Paper
In the letters pages of
Housing Association Weekly
(21/1/94), M acKechnie at
temptedto defend SHELTER’s
position by suggesting that “the
difference between our letter
and John Battle’s (Shadow
Minister of Housing) call for a
halt to the review of homeless
ness legislation is more appar
ent than real.”
Sheila MacKechnie of
course has a well known a ware
ness of the power of media in
politics and cannot claim to be
innocent of actively supporting
such a disparity between the
apparent and the real. As a con
sequence, she is hardly in a po
sition to complain, as she did to
Housing Association Weekly,
about the consequences of such
a two-faced stance.
It certainly seems to be
the case that funded organisa
tions are, at present, in a state of
compromised silence with a
carrot dangling in front of them.
What is not fully realised, is that
the Government is an extremely
effective chess player, control
ling the carrots that persuade
compliance from organisations
that ought to be voicing more
opposition to the underhand po

here, the shame rests with the
Conservative Party? Will the
Secretary of State, instead of
scapegoating single mothers,
and now the homeless in gen
eral, and rubbing out people's
right to a secure home by offer
ing only a short-term break of
six months in a private rented
bedsit, cancel this uncalled-for,
unwanted, back-to-basicstainted review of homelessness
legislation, which is crudely
geared to fiddling the home
lessness figures - doing to the
homeless whattheGovemment
have done to the unemployed
and doing absolutely nothing to
tackle the real housing and
homelessness problem, which

SHELTER,CHARand
SHAC have, in fact, gone on to
Red Alert in order to mobilise
opposition to theworstand most
blatant Government disregard
for homelessness in at least the
last 14 years. The closing date
for the consultation period on
the Homelessness Review was
March 14th and if other Gov
ernmentconsultation processes
are anything to go by, the con
clusions will be unreflective of
the input (see 'Consultation
Exorcise' on page 24).
John Battle, Shadow
Minister of Housing:
"On the subject of
shame, is not the reality that

the Government aredeliberately
turning into a crisis?"
John Gummer, Sec
retary of State for Environment
(reply):
"I do not think that it is
acceptable that a family with
children livingin very bad hous
ing should wait and wait and
wait while people who are
statutorilyhomeless,even though
they have a betterroof over their
heads, jump the queue." Hy
pothetical, em otive and
unreflective of reality - A Tory
Orator.
(from oral an
swers - Hansard 16/2/94)

SHELTER
NIGHTLINE
Phone Free on

0800 446 441
Emergency Housing Help outside office hours

liticalmanoeuvresso nega
tive to their original brief.

A free telephone housing advice service operating
outside office hours:
e v er y w eek d ay night betw een 6pm and 9am
and round the clock at w eek en d s.

Tory Ho
Shelter Nightline

B ut beneath the
m edia surface....

helps homeless people find emergency accommodation for
the night
assists people with other emergency housing problems
(such as illegal eviction, harassment or emergency
repairs)

The above article dem
onstratesjust how media tongue
tied the officially funded chari
ties are. However, it is unrep
resentative of the body of work
that the likes of SHELTER are
doing. Word has it that Sheila
M acKechnie was a m ight
miffed with Sir George Young
for misusing her rather polite
response to the outrageous
proposals in the Homelessness
Review Green Paper.

gives telephone advice on a wide range of housing issues
from avoiding mortgage repossessions to letting a room in
their house
refers non-urgent cases to the most appropriate local
day-time sources of help

M inicom u se rs call:

0800 628410

SHELTER NIGHTLINE RECEIVES FUNDING FROM THE DEPARTMENT OK THE ENVIRONMENT
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The State It's In
continued
There is a group within
the Labour Party called the
Labour Travellers Campaign,
which includes John Battle,
Shadow Housing Minister,
amongst its active members.
But as Battle him self told
SQUALL: "It's whether peo
ple will stick their necks out
when it comes to the crunch
that is really important." And
there's not much sign from
Tony Blair, Shadow Home
Secretary o r Jack Straw ,
Shadow Environment Minis
ter, o f any front bench stance
on the issues.
The Tory MPs on the
committee were allowed to
get away with some blatantly
ra c ist sta te m e n ts a b o u t
Gypsys, without verbal chal
lenge from the opposition
benches. Neil Gerrard (Labour
- Walthamstow) did tell the
committee about the 'Con
servatives against Gypsys"
leaflet used in the '92 election
and reprinted on page 30. He
was ruled to be out of order by
the chairman for not sticking
to the written am endm ent
sheet
The fence is now a
position synonymous with the

Squatters Estate
Agency
continued
won blanket coverage in the
local media and regional TV
an d a lso c o n trib u te d to
B B C 2's F irst Sight p ro 
gramme on squatting. Lack
ing a strong squatting com 
munity, SEA has been forced
to lobby the local Labour MP,
Andrew Smith, who is wellaware that existing law is

official Labour Party line on
issues we were at one time
assured, would be "fought all
the way". The angle appears
to be - let the Tories eat them
selves and in the meantime
we mustn't provide any rea
son for them to make us look
bad. There is even some con
cern amongst more principled
L abour backbenchers that
their own front bench will
decide that the party should
abstain on the third reading of
the Bill.
Peter Pike, Shadow
Environment Minister, an
nounced that he intended to
introduce amendments on the
traveller legislation in the re
port stage of the Bill (the proc
ess by which the Standing
Committee report back to the
main house).
On a positive note,and
there’s not many of these in
the cacophony, the press and
audio-visual media coverage
on travellers and squatters has
improved considerably (See
N ew s of the Sqews'). Old im
pressions die hard however,
and the timetable is urgent all stops o u t If squatting is
criminalised now,it is unlikely
ever to be legal again at any
time in the future. If travelling
is criminalised and provision
for G ypsys disappears so
quickly and with such little
fuss, who will ever re-estab
lish the political respect for
the right to travel and
live on your own land?

Law is a Cabaret Old Chum
they rescued a fox
from a pack of hounds.
•
Police arrested a mem
ber of the Brocklesbury Hunt
after he threatened a protester
with a flick knife. A member
of the same hunt had attacked
protesters with a pick-axe han
dle the weekend before.
•
A protester received a
broken nose courtesy of the
Vale o f C hettw r Hunt in
Dyfed. He and another pro
tester were taken to hospital
for treatment.
•
Two terriermen with
the Essex Farmers & Union
Hunt convicted of violent af
fray for their attacks on pro
testers.
•
Three protesters hos
pitalised after being battered
by a member of the Old Sur
rey & Burstow Hunt. They
had attempted to intervene
after the hunter had whipped
his horse across the face whilst
pushing it into a horse box.
Two suffered severe bruising
to the arms and heads while
the third required 5 stitches to
a head wound after the hunter
ran amok with a hammer. He

continued

was arrested by police.
In fact it is revealing to
note that in the last few years,
the clear majority of criminal
convictions or civil awards for
acts o f violence associated
w ith hunting, have been
against hunt supporters and
not saboteurs. (Information
courtesy of Private Eye - not
one of the above stories ap
peared in the D aily Tel
egraph.)
The two clauses de
signed to remove the rights of
people to protest against ac
tivities they consider unethi
cal, are just two of the 117
clauses that make up the
Criminal Justice and Public
Order Cabaret.
O ne h u n d re d and
Seventeen punch-lines pre
sented to a prepared audi
ence and delivered without
investigation. It is to British
Political theatre w hat Jeffrey
Archer is to British litera
ture, a superficial panto
mime masking a lack of sub
stance, integrity and ideas and delivered with a veneer
o f tra n sp a re n t selfconfidence.

"Her di gs .
.
.
were unspeakable so we sa id
'Sod it' a n d went a n d bought a house a n d
p u t her in that an d she w as much happier."

Sir George Young, Housing Minister, on
how his daughter Sophia found a home.

adequate to protect residen
tial occupiers despite Eddie
D uller's m edia m anipula
tions.

effect and it’s there that peo
ple have to show that the law
can't be implemented. If a
law can't be implemented,
the legislators will listen to
the good arguments being put
forward for it not wasting
their time creating it in the
first place - that way they can
back down without losing
face. W hat's going on in
Leytonstone over the M11
(see page 13) is a model we
can all learn from - it takes SO
cops to break the barricades
and no-one’s been busted for

The Future
No doubt, SEA will
contribute further to resist
ing the Criminal Justice Bill,
perhaps organising stunts,
media briefi ngs and lobby
ing.
It's in big cities like
London where any new laws
are going to have the biggest
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obstructing the Sheriffs men
yet. Squatters need to coor
dinate across the country to
defend each other if they're
prepared to resist like this.
W e should coordinate
with other groups due to be
hammered by the Act as well
as each other - travellers,
ravers, ramblers, sabs, ecoactivists. The Government's
w hole ragbag attem pt to
criminalise trespass has to be
confronted - we may lose out
for want o f solidarity.

SQUALL’Seditors also points
have received in the national
press these last few months.
out in the article that "the
political climate here makes
it very difficult for (cultural)
The sheer size and di
versity of the Bill means that a
groups like that to operate."
Brooker's piece goes
wide range of issues are com
on to describe the legislative
peting for media time. This
will mean the case against the
missiles targeted on squatters
and concludes: "I can't help
criminalisation of squatting
feeling that London will lose
and the anti-traveller legisla
tion may be heard even less
out if the kill-joys in the
Home Office get their way.”
frequently over the coming
Since the last issue of
months.
SQUALL there has been very
However, it does also
little national press on travel
have to be said that as well as
lers. A few articles alluded to
the notable improvement in
the treatment of squatting by
'aggravated trespass' propos
als but seemed to stress its use
the press, the audio-visual
media have been even better.
more against hunt saboteurs.
Perhaps by moving so quickly
H ence: "Howard set to
from slating squatters and
crackdown on travellers and
travellers onto single parents
hunt saboteurs." (Evening
and then all 'priority need’
S tandard 5/11/93) and
homeless people (in a new
"Howard backs hunters
green paper - see W e Lose',
with new law." (Independent
page 36), the Government
on Sunday 7 / 1/93) (see 'Law
is a Cabaret Old Chum', page
have demonstrated undeni
ably (again!) that what they
4)
are after is still the old cliche
One local piece sent to
SQUALL by a traveller from
of scapegoats and not solu
Totnes had Anthony Steen,
tions ......and lets just say they
have a rapid turnover. News
Tory MP for South Hams,
trumpeting for local populism
o f this m ed ia-p o litic is
spreading, and more and more
with: "The money spent le
people are witnessing it for
gally aiding travellers could
themselves.
have built them a massive
block o f flats" and that
There are at present a
fair number of Documentary
travellers had a "very selfmakers from the BBC, ITVand
centred view of life which
some independents, research
decent honest members of
ing and developing p ro 
the community have to pay
for."
(WM News 12/11/93) grammes on squatting and
travelling. There is also an
In the parliamentary
expression o f frustration
guide to MPs, Steen lists his
amongst journalists who have
special interests as ’’the envi
spoken to SQUALL, that edi
ronment, community, youth
torial briefs on what can or
work and conservation", all of
cannot be published are seri
which are features of travel
ously affecting their ability to
ling people, were they only
report exactly what their in
allowed a moment of un
vestigations uncover. Whether
evicted peace. But we do have
or not the pressure of this frus
to remember that no 'special
tration will result in consist
interest' usurps vote-hunting
ently
better coverage and less
as an MPs favourite hobby
regurgitation has yet to be
(For an idea of how the South
seen. As already mentioned,
Hams voters view travellers the unopposed passage of this
see "Landowner Battles for
part of the Bill depends en
’U nderdog' Travellers" in
tirely on die hard anti-squatter
SQUALL Issue 5)
and anti-traveller myths. Only
Certainly the volumi
consistently different cover
nous 15 pages of land and
age can hope to affect this.
anti-traveller clauses in the
Criminal Justice Bill, far out
weigh the coverage travellers

NEW S
OF THE

SQEW S
continued

"Many people in
Britain feel disen
franchised"
The Guardian
The Guardian have
also published a couple of
tribal Britain articles recently,
the largest of which was enti
tled " Rave New W orld" (12/
12/93) and is the winner of
this issue’s Jewel-in-the-Mud
Award on Page 23. The other
piece was another excellent
feature on the indigenous
tribes of the world written by
G eorge M on b io t, a w ell
known author of anthropo
logical books. He saves the
conclusion of the article for
his concern for the indigenous
British:
"M any p eop le in
Britain feel disenfranchised:
they believe they have no
means of influencing the
people who govern their
lives. The response of thou
sands is rational: they have
withdrawn from the state to
form tribes.
The clothes, customs
and m usic o f N ew Age
Travellers, the Dongas, rave
and art tribes are the cul
tural symptoms of an at
tempt to leave the nation
and recover the means to
self government. In many
cases their efforts are con
fused, half-hearted or short
lived, but they reveal a real
desire for some of the au
tonomy we have lo st By
taking to the road or movin
g

into the woods they are
making what amounts to a
unilateral declaration of in
dependence.
The Government, for
which - like most govern
ments - withdrawal is little
short of revolution, has re
sponded with new laws. The
Criminal Justice Bill effec
tively prohibits Britain's
current forms of tribal or
ganisation. This is unwise.
As examples from all over
the world show, people will
fight to the death to pre
serve the right to govern
themselves." (Guardian 7/1/
94)

"Riot is the language
of the unheard."
The Evening Standard
Another bizarre ex
ample of a supplement sec
tion completely contradicting
the stance taken by the main
part of the paper, came in the
form of Emma Brookers' arti
cle in The Evening Standard
Magazine (21/1/94). The arti
cle, a colourful three pager,
described how the "squatters
occupying Brixton's Old
Dolehouse are standing up
for arts and entertainment".
Shane Collins, the Green Par
ty’s Euro candidate for Inner
London, who works down at
CoolTan is quoted: "In an
area where there is high un
employment and few public
resources, we give ourselves
something positive to do.
Without that, people are go
ing to get more and more
frustrated and, at the end of
the day, riot is the language
of the unheard." One of
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The Post Bag
- letters to SQUALL
The Earth
& The Tribe
Dear Squall

fo r them to use us?
No masters, no religions, no gods.
Icare fo r my loved ones, the Earth and
the Tribe, that's it.

A Success!
Dear all at SQUALL,

As there's not much news o f success at
Andy,
the moment fo r squatters I thought I'd
I 've ju st read your issue 4 and it was
Derby.
write and let you know that we had a
excellent. I ’ve ju st moved to Derby
bit. I've been squatting now fo r ten
after spending the last two and a half
years and have lost count o f all the
years on the road with various groups
roofs I have stayed under. In every case
o f travellers. Before that I squatted in
we have gone to try and talk with the
H a c k n e y ,N ew
ros,Peckham and
C
owner and show them we're not the
Dalston. I was impressed with the mag
parasitic vandal arsonists from hell
as it covered national squatting issues
that we are portrayed by the ulterior
and legislation concerning travellers.
Dear Squall,
motive
brigade. We've had little bits o f
The new laws affecting travellers were
success
in ten years - a fe w open ears
one o f the reasons
I decided
to so
quit
my to get your mag and
It was
good
but
mostly
deaf. One owner said he had
van. A lot o f people I used to be with
know that people somewhere are
"every
sympathy
with our case" and
taking
some
sort
o
f
action.
As
someone
have either
g o n e ,or are planning to
who
was
involved
with
early
squatting
then
evicted
us
within
two days and left
go, abroad, mostly to Spain or Ireland.
attempts
in
Brighton,
and
who
has
the
place
empty
fo
r
the
next one and a
I t s getting so authoritarian and
suffered
periods
o
f
homelessness
with
half
years.
intolerant o f other peoples lives over
two children
-the last when I was
The place I'm in now however, is the
here, it reminds me o f the break up o f
pregnant with my third I have some
best
triumph we've had in the efforts to
the GLC and how that effected us in
idea o f the feelings and difficulties
communicate
with owners. We're one
London at the time. The Tories look
involved. I have a great many friends
o
f
the
very
fe
w
squatters in private
upon us now (as then) as good scape
on the road and I have a great deal o f
property
at
the
moment and live there
goats fo r why their social policies
love and respect fo r this nomadic
with
the
agreement
o f the owner. He
aren't working (and is in fa ct making
culture that the Tories are intent on
owns property in New York, Dublin
society harder, less caring and more
destroying. I am also quite terrified
and London and when he met us he
about the way things are going;
ignorant). How we can be blamed fo r
fascism is upon us in this country and
said he would give us a fa ir hearing.
the rise in homelessness and the fa c t
people are sleeping through its birth: I
Four hours and double figure cups o f
that more and more people are trying
don't know if you realise this but a
tea later, he agreed to let us stay there
to evade a corrupt society I don't know.
great many 'ordinary' people
till he needed it, saying it would
Politicians o f all shades seem to think
travellers and either wish them well or
actually help prevent the place from
they can lay the blame at our door as a
at least wish them no ill. The most
becoming damp or vandalised. Since
distraction fo r all their failings. guess
common sentiment I've come across is:
then we have forwarded him any post
it's easier than looking fo r the truth or
"let them be, if they aren't hurting
and
let him know about any enquiries
trying to combat the errors and
anyone why shouldn't they live as they
concerning the place. We've now been
uncaring policies that are destroying
choose". But these are not (unfortu
here fo r over a year and the owner
much that is valuable and worthwhile
nately) the sort o f people who will
recently visited us to say hello and
make their voices heard. I think it will
in our lives. People wonder why I (and
be the day when oppression has the
inform us that the builders may come in
so many others) want nothing to do
absolute upper hand, when the day
March, but then again, maybe not. This
with them or their ideas o f what's right
comes that people are forced into the
sort o f thing could happen a lot more
and wrong, good or bad, corrupt or
'tidy' lifestyles the Government want
were owners willing to listen.
honourable, when the only thing that is
them to live. Without exploration and
Good Luck,
plain is the stink o f hypocrisy which
invention, how is anyone to fin d a
pervades everything, particularly
better way o f life? The vast majority
Tobias
Till,
where money and power are involved.
now accept that this must happen.
London.
All
I can say is fu c k 'em all, why should Good luck to you and your mag.
I care about them when they obviously
only care fo r us when it's convenient
Synde, Devon.

Exploration &
Invention
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Tony Benn

is just not the accommodation avail
able.
When even sympathetic landlords are
Dear Editors,
refused permission to let them stay on
their land, where are they expected to
Thanks fo r sending me a copy o f Squall
go?
which
I really enjoyed and fo r your
How fa r down the road o f mindless
lovely letter.
discrimination are we too go in this
I am enclosing a copy o f a speech that
country before we realise that it is
made in the House o f Commons a fe w
present government policies that have
months ago which
I thought you would
driven the homeless onto the roads,
like to have and which you could
where they have discovered a lifestyle
reproduce in part if you wanted to.
they like and wish to preserve. They
with best wishes,
need and deserve help, not persecution.
I wonder how many people who
Tony Benn,
enjoyed Totnes carnival this year
House o f Commons.
realise that many o f the travellers
worked very hard fo r very long hours,
(Extract - "I am a democrat... I will tell
lending their skills and creativity, to
the House what I think, and I think it with
make the event so colourful and
great regret. I think we are witnessing
the death o f democracy in B r ita in ”)
successful?
I would like to point out that I am a 46
year old mother o f four, with a 20 year
marriage plus two grandchildren and I
live in a council flat. I have never been
a traveller, nor have I felt moved to
write to anyone before, but seeing
those young people work so hard fo r
Totnes and then get thrown out has
Dear Squall,
sickened me.

C o f Eviction
Dear Squall,
High Court eviction 17-1-94 fro m an
ex-vicarage house, evicted by
DIOCESAN BOARD o f FINANCE,
acting fo r the C o f E through a
solicitor.
Stated a new vicar was moving in but
could give no date. Since fo u n d out
to be bullshit - perjury in court ?!
Will probably sit empty fo r months if
not years.
Have had loads o f local support fro m
Holne villagers, Dartmoor, resquat
it?
A shame moral issues like Christians

housing the homeless doesn't really
mean a thing, particularly in court.
Gaby Lovatt,
Devon.

A Place to Park

I was horrified to hear the news that so
called
'N ew age
travels'nMargaret
ot only Cartman,
(address supplied).
have to leave their site at steamer Quay
in Totnes, but worse still have been
denied gypsy status, a ruling which has
undertones o f racism.
All these people want is a place to park
their vans and live their lives without
constant harassment, their only ‘
is that they look a little different and
have chosen a different lifestyle. fe e l
Health People,
ashamed to live in a country that
allows the British National Party,
We script you o f radio
whose views, attitudes and incitement
bronka, a free radio o f
to cruelty and violence are well
barcelona we read something
documented, and then denies any rights
o f criminalisation law o f the
to these inoffensive people (travellers).
squats in england. We wild
Where does the Government, with its
solidarity with englands
present attitude o f persecution, imagine
skuters, give difusion o f this
they will go? Are we to have more
law and the way o f live's
" cardboard
c i t i e s inour
" towns?
It is in UK.
skuaters
obvious that there is no likelihood o f
Please, give we every
these people, o f whom there are a great
information o f skuats in
england.
number scattered around the country,
Thank you very much,
being rehoused.
health.
I f they all applied fo r their right to
pd.
sorry
fo
r
the bad write.
council housing as homeless people,
councils throughout the land would be
RADIO BRONKA
faced with even more insurmountable
PROGRAM=NO FUTURE
problems in the housing sector. There

Radio Bronka
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Letter m
orf

K arelia

(NFA)
Dear Squallers and Squallees;
Each day this Earth dances a revolution
(There's more than 2 sides (a coin has 3)
(Don't say “The Law is" but "Westminster Law is"
(thoseminority MPs claim absolute authority
in Britain (see OED): but there's also
International Law, Common Law, the Law o f the
Jungle (dogs, gangs), Moral Law (Mandela),
God's Laws(says who?) and the law o f love))).
Each day is a N ew Age.
(Ideally I'm a very liberal Republican,
but now admire unlucky Charles III's humanity
and despise the greedy grey men pulling
Lady Belgrano and Rubber Johnny).
from your cousin; (dice) george.
(PS We love Stonehenge! Namaste!)

CONTACTS

Fighting the proposed criminalisation. In
formation, advice & meetings. Mon-Fri 47pm at 612 O ld Kent Rd, London .
Tel: 071 2717639.

Squatters Estate Agency (Oxford) -

Most of the groups listed below are run by volunteers on
non-existent budgets, if you want information or any of the
publications m entioned make sure you send the required
m oney plus as much extra (donation) as you can afford.
Give m ore - Get more.

Support for squatters in Oxford, keeping
track of the media and the police (see page
25). Box A,
111 M agdelen R
d,O xford OX4
1RQ.

M-11 Link Road Campaign - NVDA
against the M11 extension now moving on
Leytonstone. Successful, very active group,
currently getting lots of media attention
(see page 13). NEW OFFICE: 211 The
Arches, off Grove Green Rd, London E11
4AJ. Tel: 081 558 2638.

Advisory Service for Squatters (ASS) Openfor advice and assistance at 2 StP au l’s
Rd, London N 1 2QN from 2-6pm. Tel: 071
359 8814.

121 C E N T R E

SQUASH, Squatters Action for Secure
Homes - Voluntary group set up to oppose
the criminalisation of squatting. Action,
lobbying &meetings.
2 St P au l’s
Rd, London N1
Tel:
2Q
N 071 226 8938.

121 R A IL T O N R D .
B R IX T O N
SO U TH LO N D O N

liberty - "National Council for Civil Liber
ties." Campaigning against Criminal Jus
tice Bill, fortravellers’rights (amongst many
others), mainly media, lobbying & parlia
mentary (esp. European). Liberty, 21 Tab
a rd St, London SE14L4. Tel:071403 3888.
Save the Children - "Working for a better
world for children.”Do lots of behind the
scenes work for traveller’s rights. Liaise
with large numbers of local traveller sup
port/action groups across the country. Can
putyou in contact. Save the Children Fund,
17 Grove Lane, London SE5 8RD. Tel: 071
703 5400.
Freedom Network - Coordinating op
position to the Criminal Justice Bill. Meet
ings, networking, information, actions. The
Freedom Network, c/o The Green Office,
The Old Dolehouse, 372 C
oldh
arbu
L
n
e,
Brixton, London SW9. Tel: 071 738 6721.

Liberty

Advance Party - 'The Right to Party?"

O PE N
Representing ravers, party-goers, festies &
W ed-Sat 1p m -5 p m
organisers. Campaigning against Criminal
Justice Bill, information, action, 'rights
cards', meetings. Advance Party, PO Box
3290,
London
NW23UJ.Tel: 0819597275.
Tottenham Squatters - Ground support
for Harringey and based at the Unwaged
Centre, 72 West Green Rd, London N15.

Road Alert - Coordinating anti road pro
tests across the country. Opposition to
Criminal Justice Bill. Information, latest
news, actions, networking. Road Alert, PO

Bristol Housing Action Movement -

Box 371, Southampton, Herts SO9 7BS.

‘Homeless? Don't be - Squatting is still
legal!’- Acollective of squatters and friends
who advise and assist wherever possible
to ensure thatyou have somewhere to live.
Sessions every weekday afternoon be
tween 12 &4pm. BHAM, 2 Sussex Place, St

Tel: 0703 237809.

P au l’s, Bristol.

Friends and Relatives of Traveller's
Support Group - "All citizens of a free
society should have the right to travel and
the right to stop without fear of persecu
tion because of their lifestyle.” SAE for
information: Steve Staines, 33 Bryanston

Hackney Squatters Advice Service -

St,

Open sessions between 6.30 &8.30 on the
first and third Tuesday of every month at

Tel: 0258 453 695.

The Colin Roach Centre, 10a Bradbury St,
D alston, London N16.

121 Centre - Cafe, bookshop, meeting
place, advice centre for those interested in
squatting, women’s issues, unemployment
and the state of the nation. Run by squat
ters at, 121 Railton Rd, Brixton, London

Homeless O

ccupiers Project - South

wark’s advisory service for squatters.
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B landford Forum,Dorset DT11 7AZ.

SE24. Tel: 071 274 6655.

The 56a Info Shop - News, action &

POD- "Counter culture ’90’s style." Un
derground mag. documenting DIY cul
ture; Dongas, travellers, squatters, clubs,
networks, sound systems, news & "Fluffy
love protests". £2 gets you on the mailing
list: POD HQ, PO Box 23, London SE4

meeting place, books, teashop, records,
comics. Squatting, counter-culture & lots
of small press stuff. Open Mon, Thurs, Fri
3-7pm. 5 6 Crampton St, London SE17.

Cool Tan Arts - A collection of artistically
active squatters who run regular cafes, lots
ofworkshops, informative cinema &video,
events & music. Contributions, ideas &
help welcome. For more information con
tact Cool Tan Arts, The O ld Dolehouse, 372
Coldharbour Lane, Brixton, London. Tel:
071 737 2745/0100.
Rainbow Centre - Networking point
for tribal issues, squatting, travelling,
festivals, dongas, anti-roads, eco &
Criminal Justice. Arts space, workshops,
meetings Information. Rainbow Centre,
c/o The Olde Church, 23 Highgate Rd,
Kentish Town NW5. Tel: 0831 195 223.

1SW.

Contraflow - Part of the European Coun
ter Network. Radical mag with occasional
articles on squatting and travellers. Avail
able from the 56 Info Shop (Address
above).
Monolith - Magazine for travellers of
the New Age and all interested. News,
reviews, Stonehenge campaign, festivals,
environment. A5 SAE + 50p for each back
issue, £1 + A5 SAE for bumper issue 13.
Monolith productions, PO Box 4, Syston,
Leicestershire LE7 4RD.

Tribal Messenger - Magazine for travel
FIN(Free InformationNetwork) - Newsheets
published as and when containing up to date
information, festival news, events etc. SAEto
your local branch (** Indicates group may
have ceased.)
AberdeenFIN

3 6 Buchan Rd,
Torry, Aberdeen AB1 3SW
DoleFIN*
*
c/o 32 Hill Rd,
Pinner, M iddx H A 5 1JZ
EFFIN
c/o York, The Coffee
Bar Grassroots, 5 8 CharlesSt, Cardiff
GuilFIN
PO Box 217, Guild
ford, Surrey.
IsisBrumFIN
c/o 29 Silverton
Cresc, Moseley, Birm B13 9ND
LondonFIN
c/o 99 TorrianoAv,
London NW 5 2RX
MerseyFIN**
PO Box 110, Liver
p o o l L 69 6AU
MoorFIN
3 Church St,
Calstock, Cornwall
NeverNeverFIN
8 Campbell Rd,
Southsea, Hants
NottFIN
c/o The Rainbow
Centre, 180 M ansfield Rd,
Nottingham
OXFIN**
21 CaveSt, Oxfo rd OX4 1BA
ShefFIN
TheEcology Co, 199 Crookes
Valley Rd, Sheffield
WalsallFIN* *
c/o 17 Newhall
House, NewhallSt, Caldmere, Walsall
WS13D Y
HIFIN
Box 1 5 ,138 KingslandHigh
St, London E8 2NS

lers. Massive, A4. News, interviews, festi
val guide, Gypsies, photos, New Age,
history, criminalisation, press cuttings,
letters, comment. £1 + 80p P&P from;

ByPass - "Cross currents in under-thecounter culture". Mag review and listing
over 100 small press zines, pamphlets,
books & whatever. Excellent production
from Oxford activists connecting you to
"awhole chunk of the independent, alter
native and dissident underground". £1 +
A4 SAEto: ByPass, c/o 21 Cave St, Oxford,
0X 4 1BA.

Mother Clan - "The re-emergence of the

Tribal Messenger, Box 21, 118 Grovenor
Rd, St P auls, Bristol, BS2.

Goddess." Part of the FIN network. Trav
ellers, festivals, healing, 'toons, news
clippings, articles, eco-activists, poetry and
contacts. Free (donation), SAE to: Mother

Festival Eye - "
Stand up for your rights."

Clan, 2 9 Silverton Crescent, Moseley, B ir
m ingham B13 9N H .

A4 format for travellers featuring mind
food, Glastonbury, new archaeology,
Stonehenge campaign, Liberty, Travel
lers’ Tales, what the papers say, festival
listings, photos, cartoons. £1 + 60p P&P
from; Festival Eye, BCM, Box 2002, Lon

London Psychogeographical Asso
ciation - Newsletter documenting Ma
sons, Dongas, Eco-activists, festivals,
travellers, astrological influences, ley &
power lines. Send SAE to: LPA (ELS), Box
15, 138 K ingsland High St, London E8
2NS.

don WC1N 3XX.

Stonehenge Campaign - Stonehenge
belongs to you and me. Newsheets, infor
mation & meetings. SAE + donation to;
Stonehenge Campaign, 99 Torriano Av,
London N W 5 2RX.

Green Whig - "The Information and Net
working Magazine for Greater London."
Monthly mag with news, dates, contacts
and green features. Articles on squatting
&travelling. 50p +A5 SAEto: Green Wing,
The Green Office, 20 0 Cambridge Heath
Rd, Bethnal Green, London E2 9PA.

Greenleaf - Mag published by Robin’s
Greenwood Gang. Emphasis on lack of
access to land, pagan, travellers, Stone
henge, camps and festivals. 60p + SAE to:
Greenleaf, 9 6 Church Rd, Redfield, Bristol5.
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j BOOKS. 'ZINES. DISCS. T-SHIRTS!
FOR A MEGA-ANARCHO-PUNK
MAIL O RDER CATALOGUE

There is a need to dance
There is a need to travel
There is a need to squat
There is a need for protest
There is a need for open spaces
There is a need to celebrate
There is a need for com m unity
There is a need to com m unicate
There is a need for tolerance

There is a need
to be heard

