
§ '1 ¢.: :ii
—-.n -' I-"' "

‘"4.-.—r

AUGUST

i to section 58 of the Housin Act 1985

HELP ?
O THE 121 CENTRE is a cafe, bookshop,
meeting place and advice centre for those
interested in squatting, women's issues,
unemployment, the poll tax and other issues
of social concern. The people who run the
centre are squatters themselves and their
energy is their only fuel. THE 121 CENTRE
is there to use and be supported and can be
found at 121 Railton Road, Brixton, London
SE 24. Tel: O71 274 6655.

O The Advisory Service for Squatters (ASS)
advice line is; 071 3598814 (mon, wed, fri
'2-6pm).

I SQUASH "Squatters Action for Secure
Homes" meets every two weeks to organise
a reply to, and campaign against, the
Govemment's proposals for criminalisation.
They will have a new phone by the time
Squall No.3 hits the streets. Telephone
number in the next issue. (In the meantime
phone the ASS number for details of
SQUASH meetings.)

O HOMELESS OCCUPIERS PROJECT
(HOP) runs a daily advice service for squatters
in the Southwark area and also publish a free
HOP newsletter that contains up to date
squatting info. They can be found at 612 Old
Kent Road, London SE15. Tel: 071 277 7639
(mon-fri, 4-7pm).

GET INVOLVED
What can you do‘? Get involved with the

groups mentioned here. Write to your MP
and the media.

Write to SQUALL, we want to hear from
you, your experiences with the Law,
neighbours, the courts and other squatters.
We know you're out there - raise your voicc
and be heard because if we don't do it now we
may never have another chance, we need to
raise public awareness as to the importance
of squatting as a self-help housing option.

Until there are enough homes for all, until
there is a comprehensive, nationwide housing
policy, until central Government reoognises
that there is a housing crisis then squatting
must continue to be the safety net it has
become. The criminalisation of squatting will
probably have its own bill in Parliament. lf
so, MPs may well vote on their own initiatives.
It is therefore essential that they hear of the
positive side to squatting and it is squatters
themselves who are best equipped to do this.

Self-help - we house ourselves with it,
now we must defend ourselves with it, don't
assume that someone else will do it for you.

Write to;

SQUALL,
c/o 2 St. Paul's Road,

London N1 2QN

SQUALL NOW WHILE STOCKS LAST.
Created and Printed by C0-motion productions on recycled paper.
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i Every squatter is officially homeless according Magazinefor the Squatter-Homeless .
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WORDS, FAIR
AND RARE.
The Housing Committee of

the Association of Metropolitan
Authorities has told the Govem-
ment that it is not in favour of the
criminalisation of squatting.

The AMA,ewhich represents 30 pro-
vincial metropolitan district councils (Brit-
ish cities) and thirty London boroughs, has
just circulated its ‘consultation’ paper re-
sponse among MPs for comment. For a
council-based appraisal of the issue it is
remarkably balanced in its view of the sub-
ject

In its response, the AMA criticises the
Government’s approach to consultation. “It
is a matter of some concern that given the
often emotive nature of the subject matter,
there are a number of unsupported assertions
made about squatting throughout the docu-
ment. The fact that these views are
unattributed, with no way of gauging their
authority, or the evidence on which they are
based, seriously undermines the credibility
of the ‘consultation’ paper’s argument.”

The AMA further criticises the as-

sumption made in the ‘consultation’ paper
that “squatters are generally there by their
own choice, moved by no more than self-
appointed gratification or an unreadiness to
respect other people’s rights.” (Government
‘Consultation’ paper, Para 62)

The AMA points out that “squatting is,
by its very nature, unlikely to provide any-
thing more than extremely unsatisfactory
accommodation. It will almost invariably be
insecure accommodation. It will certainly be
temporary. It is more often than not in very
poor condition. It would therefore seem im-
plausible that, given affordable alternative
housing, many people would voluntarily
choose squatting as a housing option.”

The AMA accuses the Government of
not seeing the “wider social and economic
context” of squatting and calls the ‘consulta-
tion’ paper incomplete for failing to consider
“the influence of the general rise in home-
lessness”.

The large increase in homeless house-
holds resulting from criminalisation, it says,
will also produce additional housing demand
and require more tax-payers money to pay
for temporary accommodation.

The AMA concludes its response by
stressing the not often publicly visited core of
the issue - “the most effective and permanent
solution to squatting is to tackle its cause - the
lack of adequate affordable housing.”.
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9 Recent Department of Environment figures show
that the number of homeless families in Britain
has increased 25% in the year up to March '92.
The Advisory Service for Squatters (ASS) reports
that one in three calls for advice are from families. '
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Britain's Business Boots

“Booting out the squatters,” cried
the Confederation of British Industry in
its June news magazine.

“Britain’s Business Voice” as it
describes itself, ran the headline to an-
nounce that it had sent a response to the
Government’s ‘consultation’ paper sup-
porting criminalisation.

 “The CBI believes that there is in
principle no distinction between a shop-
lifter or a person who snatches a handbag
in the street and a person who squats in an
empty property,” said John Pollard, a
policy adviser in the CBI’s company
affairs directorate.

The CB1 quoted Mr. Pollard’s
words in a news release, published on
June lst, that attracted a small amount of
press and radio coverage but lacked any
balancing voice.

“While the loss of a handbag, in-
cluding cash credit cards and other per-
sonal belongings is serious, it is even
more serious to return from holiday to
find squatters denying you access to your
own home.”

Most squatters would not consider
depriving someone else of their home
but even if they did, the Criminal Law
Act 1977 has a ‘displaced residential
occupiers’ clause that renders it illegal to
do so. Quite evidently Mr. Pollard, as a
member of the public and as a spokes-
man for “Britain’s business voice”, is
grossly mis-informed.

But let us pretend that we might
use the CBI’s technique of employing

bad examples to generalise the whole.
Was not Robert Maxwell part of ‘ Britain’s
business voice’ and whilst it may be true
that certain pensioners still have their
hand-bags, it is also true that they have
no pension money to put in them. The
CBI might claim that, in general, busi-
nessmen are not all like Robert Maxwell.
Then might Squall also demand, with
full justification, an acknowledgement
that in general all squatters are not thieves‘?

Limpy and Dork last minute
rescue initiative for homeless
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A REVIEW OF RECENT
SQUATTING AND HOM E-
LESSNESS ISSUES REPORTED
BY THE NATIONAL AND LO-
CAL PRESS .

As it’ s summer we’ll begin with some
unusually positive coverage. A pull out sec-
tion of The Observer (5/7/92) called ‘The
Housing Report’ contained a piece entitled;
“Squatting: No remedy for the desperate”
and concluded “Legislation to criminalise
the homeless is not the answer”. After com-
paring rising homelessness figures with the
rising number of empty properties, the article
makes a brave stand stating: “It is easy to
understand the argument that squatting is a
solution, not a problem.”

At last, a national newspaper ac-
knowledged that: “Since the Criminal Law
Act 1977, it has been a crime to squat in
property where thereis a rightful occupier, or
which someone intends to occupy. This deals
with cases where a person’s home might be
taken over, and these happen so infrequently
that prosecutions are almost unheard of. ”

The majority of media/politician's ac-
cusations are that squatters move into peo-
ple’ s homes whilst the rightful residents are
either on holiday or waiting to move in them-
selves. The Observer article suggests that the

cases used to back up these accusations are
often more complicated than the squatter-
damning way they are reported. One skeleton
laid to rest. But will the voting public get to
know of this simple truth when tabloid
squatter-stories arise from rumour, are edited
for sensationalism and return to rumour‘?

The report also credited the zealous
Margaret Thatcher with having ‘declared
war on squatters’ , claiming that it was she
who, as former PM, had promised legislation
back in June 1990. An interesting point in-
deed. Perhaps it would not be too difficult for
the present Govemment, in view of the
pandora’ s box it is about to open, to withdraw
all its plans for legislation against squatting.
It could then blame the idea on the myopic
ravings of the former PM, an already tried
and successful method with the Poll Tax.

Among the contributors to the pile of
bad news stories about the May Bank Holi-
day festival at Castlemorton Common was
the Daily Telegraph (27/5/92) who, in the
front cover contents, announced “Guide to
I-Iippieland. How to tell a traveller from a
raver from a squatter. Turn to page 4”. On
page 4 the paper ran the headline “From
Ravers to Travellers: a Guide to the Invad-
ers” and followed it with a packaged dis-
section of the festival goers who had “in-
spired the loathing of the locals” - ‘The
Traveller’, ‘The Raver’ and ‘The Squatter’.

‘The Squatter’ was called Claire who
“lives in a squat in Stockwell” but what is not
clear is what Claire had done to inspire such
loathing and why carpenters, social workers
and teachers, who had also been at the festi-
val, were not also given their own category.

One group definitely in a category of
their own, for all the good it does them, are
homeless families. They are defined by law
as being in a ‘priority’ housing category and

yet Department of Environment figures,
published in June, show that there has been a
25% increase in the numbers of families still
without settled accommodation. The Inde-
pendent (I7/6/92) was the only broadsheet to
mention these statistics and even then it was
only a small article tucked into page 4 of the
newspaper. These figures make for a fine
irony next to the London Evening Standard ‘s
editorial column (22/6/92), in which the au-
thor announced with Thatcherite religiosity:
“the root of the problem is surely the break-
down in family life.”

“The age of permissiveness has its
price,” the paper opined “part of that price is
homelessness. Divorce, single parenthood,
rejection of adolescent step children, these
are the real reasons for the inexorable rise in
homelessness”. Try telling the record number
of homeless families this (still together in
spite of it all)!

But wait, Sir George Young, the
Housing Minister, has an answer to all our
problems (The Guardian 16/6/92 ). He has
told the Institute of Housing that Local Coun-
cils and Housing Associations could make

Advisory Service for Squatters (ASS) report that =
one in twenty calls for advice are from people .
made homeless due to mortgage repossessions. I
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better use of their homes if they tackled
under-occupation. Paul Johnson in the Daily
Mail (6/92) could not agree more - “At any
one time, half the bedrooms in Britain are
unoccupied,” he says aghast. As a result Sir
George proposes tax relief on renting out
your spare room. This new pack -’em- in
solution is supposed to convince housing
workers that the govemment is serious about
tackling rising homelessness.

Going local for a moment, Hackney
Council come in for a slamming from mother
of three, Cheryl John (Hackney Gazette 1216/
92). Cheryl had been asked to sign a tenancy
agreement for a flat so that the squatters
occupying the property could be removed by
the council using a ‘protected intended occu-
pier’ ruling. Nine months after the flat was
vacated they still had not allowed Cheryl to
occupy the place. “lt’s a complete waste of
time and money,” she said “and has made
most squatters homeless needlessly”.

Meanwhile Islington’s Housing Serv-
ioe announces (Islington Gazette 11/6/92.) that
as part of its “better deal for tenants and
homeless families”, “it is to reduce the number

 

I A survey in the June issue ofShelter ’s magazine "
‘ROOF’ has shown a dramatic increase in mort- ,
gage repossessions. A total of47, 940 occurred in *
the year upto March I991 and 68,600 upto March
1992, an increase of 20,060 in one year! The '
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of squatted properties (in its area) from 26 to
a maximum of 24”. How the creation of 2
more homeless households, in an area with
more empty properties than squatters, is go-
ing to help the situation is un-clear.

What is also un-clear is why the heav-
ies that “allegedly wielded pipes and sticks to
smash their way into a derelict house in
Fitzjohn’s Avenue, Hampstead to evict
squatters, walked free from court.” (Ham
and High 15/5/92). Only six out of the ten
heavies were caught by police -and, despite
the. bruising and a broken finger suffered by
the squatters and onlookers, they escaped
any charges of violence. Four walked off
with conditional discharges and the other
two were ordered to pay costs of £20 and £50
for disorderly conduct.

A letter from the Campaign for Bedsit
Rights (The Independent 1/6/92) put into
perspective private rented accommodation
as an option for the homeless. “The 1988
Housing Act which the government claimed
would revive the private rented sector (PRS),
merely reducedsecurity of tenure and in-
creased rents,”the letter stated. This law en-
sured that, very often, landlords can evict
tenants or raise the rent after only 6 months.
“Apart from the inability of many low-in-
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come households to raise large sums for rent
in advance and security deposits and so gain
access to a tenancy, when they do they are
given such limited security that they are
placed on a treadmill of homelessness.” Op-
tions for the squatter-homeless‘? What op-
tions?

And finally, if you are thinking of
getting out of town and into the countryside,
the Rural Development Commission
(Guardian 3/6/92) reports that the number of
rural homeless is also rising fast. “The chief
villain,” it says, “is Govemment policy aided
and abetted by long distance commuters,
second home owners, holiday lets and the
hardening hearts of British Landowners”.
Hardened hearts seem to be official policy
these days, but rather than sitting around
waiting for them to soften, the Commission
reports that some rural homeless have “re-
sorted to sleeping in woodlands, cars and the
back of a local leisure centre. Two youths
even set up home in an electricity sub-station”.
Well, necessity does breed ingenuity. But
wait for it, coming up soon at a Political
Arena near you are amendments to the Cara-
van Act aiming to ban sleeping in cars, vans,
benders, tents or caravans anywhere except
on limited official reservations.
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ltil U MA N Z O O S
(and other exhibitions)

These days, passers-by looking
through the cages of the Milan City
Zoo are not gawping at the elephants
and lions that once paced restlessly in
its confines. A year ago, after com-
plaints from animal rights organisa-
tions, the beasts were moved to other,
more spacious zoos. In their place
have arrived homeless people who,
lured by the prospect of a roof under
which to shelter, have squatted the
zoo’s animal houses.

Embarrassed by the multitude
of obvious ironies that these ‘home-
less on display’ have created, Milan
City Council have decided to level
the animal houses and build a public
park instead. Reports that the one
hundred or so people consequently
evicted from the site may be on a
world tour with the second leg at the
London Branch, are unconfirmed.

What is known is that London
already has its display case for the
homeless in the form of Lincoln’s Inn
Fields.

Surrounded by several top law-
yer firms including the Queen’s QC,
as well as the Royal College of Sur-
geons and the High Court of Chan-
cery, Lincoln’s Inn has been an obvi-

ous target for the media and conse-
quently an embarrassment to the
Government. The Police who patrol
the area have refused to become in-
volved with official suggestions that
the homeless people should be har-
assed into moving on.

Plans are now afoot to shovel
the whole homeless population of the
Georgian square into an ex-police
residence block off Tavistock Square
near King’s Cross. This building is in
good condition but local housing
workers are up in arms that the hard-
ened street sleepers, including some
alcoholics, are to be dumped in the
building with no back up services to
habilitate them into their new situa-
tion.

Lincoln’s Inn Fields meanwhile
is to be fenced off according to the
plan, and the media will have to find
a new, visually blatant example of
homelessness. Lincoln’s Inn is cer-
tainly a juicy one, but with rising
homelessness figures it should not be
too hard to find others especially if
the estimated 30,000 squatters that
live in London are forced ‘onto the
streets by the impending
criminalisation.




