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Up Agalnst the Law is a magazine by and for crlmlnals
defendants, radical lawyers and people like us who have
been “up again‘s‘t the law,”” who are pissed off with the
farce of British ‘justice,” and who are angry about getting
pushed around by cops and lawyers playing legal games
at our expence.. They can’t con us anymore with their
“fair trial’’ crap. You get a fair trial, a fair sentence, and
a fair after care service — everything'’s fair except for get-
ting nicked in, the first place.

We know a little bit about the law through our exper-
iences, and thought we’d spread the knowledge around
a bit, — try to hreak down the passive role of defendant,
and create a few "‘offendants(!)"’

The courtrodm is the gentle facade of the violence of
the state: the laws are meant to justify the bosses and
rulers having stolen the land, the resources and the pro-
duct of our labour from us. In that situation, they can-
not afford to have the people beating the state at its own
game — so they make the law complicated; they surround
it with mystery (and misery); they say only a lawyer can
know about the law — so everyone remains in ignorance
about how to fight the illegality of the law. We aim to
destroy that mystery, to spread the knowledge so that
peOple can fight it. The law holds us in chains — if we
can’t begin to see the chains, how can we begin to free
ourselves?

The class war is hotting up. . .the only time people are
likely to see justice is when society is cleansed of landlords,
speculators,; bosses banks and insurance rackets which the
law so jealously guards. THE LAW DEFENDS THE
THIEVING OF THE RICH AGAINST THE THIEVING
OF THE POOR. . .THIS IS WHAT CAPITALISM IS A—
BOUT...CALLING ONE SORT OF CRIME HONESTY,
— AND ANOTHER SORT OF HONESTY CRIME.

But our strdggle isn‘t limited to the courts. U.P.A.L.

is about more than defence — it is a part of people’s ‘crime,’

tenants groups, strikes, squats, occupations — a class of-
fensive against the people in power.

. Pretty sooh we're all going to be up against the law, if

we're not aﬂready The Tories are stealing from the Unlons

and from’ the tenants with their Industrial Relations Act
and their Fair Rents Bill. New picket laws are on the way,
gays blaéks, and kids are subjected to psycopathic cops

in maraudlng panda cars. . .it's time they got a boot In

the balls. - y

Durlng the dock strike when workers offered to give
away the cratés of food before they rotted on the whar-
ves, the: bosses saict no — every little bit of socialism and
aumanity is OPpO s mdde {‘illegal’” — it's their law, not
ours, and we ain’t 1 wng It mug:h Ionger| P

Sc .et’s get evergbody, achItted bring tears to the bench
and laughter and anger to the dock — jail t’he judges and
free the people!

5 on trial.

- PLAY DIRTY; get to know their previous if you're
Dig up as much stuff about the judge and the
courtroom lackeys as you can — what companles they own,

§ what clubs they belong to, their “’previous convictions,”

A"
e

ie. people they've kidnapped and locked up for years —
drag it all through the courts. Make sure the jury hear
it and then phone the press. Sod ‘em, they’'ve got the
cheek to steal from people every day of their working
lives and then put YOU On trial when you try to nick

a little bit back to live on. The best from of defence is
to attack the bastards and make them shit scared of put-

ting people on trial, because they know the tables will be

w—oaee—a  turned and it’s them who are going to be tried. This tac-

tic is a guaranteed recipe for bringing on their conorary
attacks and stimulating their ulcers.

What is to be done?

Organise meetings and groups in your area about U.P.A.L.

the courts and the law and ways of fighting back. Find
out about nicks and courts, pigs and judges that operate

in your area. Get copies of the mag around to people on
strike, on trial and in nicks — take a bunch down to your
local court and give ‘em away. Do research on the law in
your area and publish it. Write to us and keep us informed
and alive — tell us about your experiences. But remember
that all our mail will very probably be opened, photo-
stated and filed away for ““future reference’ by the law,

so if you're sending us something nice don’t put your
name and address on it!

Also we need money to produce more issues, sa if you
do a job, why not send us a couple of quid and support
the criminal liberation movement!

DON'T FERGIT T'KEEP A

SMILE ON YER LIPS AN'A
SONG IN YER HEART!

[ TV
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Dear Up Against The Law,

Where is equal treatment under law? Why does
the crooked policeman, Hale, recieve special treat-
ment? He must be crooked — Commisioner Mark
said the police do not arrest anyone that is not
guilty, (and one could almost believe him with re-
gard to policemen, since so few are ever brought
to justice for their crimes.)

Finally one policeman is arrested — and what hap-
pens? He is immediately released on bail.

Where are the police objections to bail? Serious-
ness of crime — certainly, with 10 counts involving
drugs. Likely to abscond — most probably consider-
ing the circumstances. Interfere with witnesses —
who knows better how!

And who stood surity? Has the surity been care-
fully ‘vetted” to see if he is worth £25,000? Did
the magistrate cross examine to make certain that
he understood his obligations? Did the police raise
the normal objections to surityY eg. too close to the
defendant: not close enough; a relative: not a rela-
tive: too old: too young: has the wrong political
thoughts: is involved in border-line activities. . . and
100 more illegal reasons the police put forth on
other defendants.

Why is this ‘man out on bail? If him — why not
thousands of others, equally worthy?

Dear Sir,

| wish to make it irrevocably clear through your column

that the person driving around the country in an inebriated

condition impersonating me. . .and deliberately bringing

the name of the Nabarros into disrepute has most certainly
no connection with myself. . .or with my favourite Daimler
N.A.B. 1. This bounder is nothing but a cunning and ruth-

less scoundrel.

It is quite clear from the way the law has picked on me
that some Commies have infiltrated even our fine British

police force. | wish it to be known that | have been
framed in the most dastardly manner. . .and although
your magazine is an obscene load of rubbish, | want you
to publish the truth about what can happen to just an
ordinary back-bencher like myself, who can't pull the
same strings as my ex-chum, Reggie Maudling. . . .

Yours faithfully,
Sir Gerald Nabarro M.P.

- Winchester Crown Court
Wiltshire.

’

FOREIGNER SUES JUDGE

For the first time since 1867 an English High Court
Judge is getting a dose of his own nasty medicine.

Judge Oswell Seawright Macleydid on March 7th
1972 cause Mr. Mike Sirros of Powis Square, Notting
Hill to be grabbed and held against his will by special
branch pig, Sgt. Michael Moore, outside the Crow

Court in James Square. |

Mike Sirros was at the court appealing aginst a de-
portation recommendation brought after months of
police persecution, phone tapping, following, and
spells in nick for overstaying his visa. All this hap-
pened because the law chose to believe he was some
sort of mastermind behind communist plots and
conspiracies everywhere. The appeal was to be
heard in front of Macleay on February 8. Mike de-
cided to defend himself; but Macleay decided that
he had no jurisdiction to hear the case, and told "
Mike to go away and get a lawyer. |

“March 7th was the date of the second attempt to
hear the case. This time Macleay told Mike to take
his appeal to the Divisional Court and dismissed his
court. Mike left to go home. E &

But outside, the police were waiting. Sgt. Moore
tried to grab hold of Mike and chased him down the
street; he was caught and dragged back to the court
room. In a totally unprecedented step, the court

was reconvined in the afternoon, Macleay changed
his mind, decided he would hear the case, dismissed
the appeal, and committed Mike to Pentonville pend-
Ing a deportation order.

Both Moore's kidnapping of Mike and the judge’s
approval of it were totally illegal. Yet these events
and similar ones happen every day to ordinary peo-
ple who don’t know the law and can’t fight back.

Mike does know the law. From Pentonville he got

a lawyer to appeal far bail on his behalf to the
Divisional court, and got it. At that court the judge
said that Macleay must have been ““confused’’ and
made the wrong order (tell that to the judge, Macleay!)

Then the Home Office gave the orders for Mike to be
dumped back in Pentonville. He was locked up there
under maximum security from May until September,
when he as deported to Algeria.

In his absence, he is suing Macleay, Moore and the
Commissioner of Police for assault and wrongful im-

prisonment.

The progress of the case of Sirros v Moore,Macleay,
and the Commissioner for the Metropolitan Police is
being hindered by Judge Macleay's written reply to the
writ. He claims that proceedings should not continue
because they are ’ frivolous’ and ““vexatious’” and he
was acting within his lawful authority, and anyway he
is Judge Macleay. Clearly Judge Macleay's frivilous and
vexatious accusations are nothing but frivilous and vex-
atious.

Meanwhile the legal bullshit continues. . . and the high-
er judges have not yet decided the issue, which is whether
their contempt for the blunders of Judge Macleay is less
important than the need for all judges to stand together
aqgainst attacks bv the neonle



fighting from il

- ®Tell him obout my lack of
 confidence, deprived childhood,
ecute sensitivity . . .

The impression the majority of people in this
country have of our Police Force is one of honesty
and uncorruptability. This too was my impression
until, at the age of 17, | was ““fitted up’’ with a set
of burglary tools and was subsequently convicted
of an attempted gararge break-in. | was deeply

shocked at this at the time. | remember telling
friends of mine what the Police did, but even
though they nodded in sympathy, |'m sure they
never believed a word | said. | wrote to the com-
plaints department of Scotland Yard and demanded
an investigation. | got my “investigation” a couple
of weeks later. It consisted of a letter saying that
there was “insufficient evidence’ to substantiate my
allegations. That was nearly 9 years ago now, and
in those days it wasn’t the done thing to accuse the
police of lying or planting — kut I'm happy to say
that that situation is changing. | believe that more
and more people are becoming aware of police
corruption in this country.

.~ This article has been sent in by a militant defen-
-dant who was recently in custody on several charges.
‘He has now been acquitted in 2 seperate trials within
‘the last._ few months, and has used information about
the “corruption affairs’’ of police witnesses in order
‘to discredit. their evidence. This is what he has to
-say about being up against the law.

If you have the misfortune to be arrested, all you
have to remember is this:—

YOU REFUSE TO ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS
(HOWEVER FRIENDLY OR INSIGNIFICANT THEY
MAY SEEM) UNTIL THERE’S A SOLICITOR
PRESENT. AFTER YOU HAVE STATED THAT
YOU WANT TO SEE A SOLICITOR DON’T, UNDER ¢
ANY CIRCUMSTANCES, UTTER A WORD.

Ask to be allowed a phone call, — but don’t -
be alarmed if you are refused it. | have been
arrested at least 10 times, and | have never been
allowed one even though it is your “right.”

Another very important thing to remember —
don’t, and | repeat, DO NOT MAKE A STATE-
MENT, to the police, even if you feel you are
guilty of the offence that you have been arrested
for. Wait until you see your solicitor, and if you
want to make a statement, make it to him.




Whenn you make your appearance in court ask
for ““Legal Aid.” The chances are you will be
granted it. But remember, just because the court
allots you a firm of solicitors, it doesn’t mean you
have to engage them for your trial. If you feel
he’s not handling your case properly sack him. It's
better to have no solicitor than to have one that's
making a hash of your case.

Another thing to remember - WHILE. YOU ARE
MAKING YOUR FIRST APPEARANCE IN THE
MAGISTRATES COURT, ASK THE OFFICER IN
CHARGE OF YOUR CASE WHETHER THERE
ARE ANY VERBAL OR WRITTEN STATEMENTS
OF ADMISSIONS’ THE CHANCES ARE THAT HE
WILL SAY THAT THERE AREN'T ANY WRITTEN
ONES, BUT THERE ARE VERBAL ADMISSIONS.

IF HE SAYS THIS, ASK HIM TO READ THEM OUT
TO THE COURT. THIS IS A GOOD TACTIC BE-
CAUSE THEY HAVEN'T USUALLY HAD-ENOUGH
TIME TO MAKE THE VERBALS UP AND IT
CATCHES THEM UNAWARES.

If you are remanded in custody, tell your solici-
tor that you want to see him the following day In
prison as you will have the facts more clearly In
your mind. The important thing to remember Is

+to get your case together as qu.ic.kly as you can af-
ter your arrest. Make your solicitor see all your

witnesses -and obtain statements from all of them:.
Don’t let your solicitor dictate the case to you.

| of my case.

5

If you are committed to a higher court for trial
ie. Crown Court, don’t let this worry you. You will
have plenty of time to prepare your case. Your so-
licitors will appoint you a Q.C. or a barrister to

defend you. But remember, if you feel he’s not
getting your case over well and that he’s missing

out a lot of your points. don’t hesitate to sack him.
| had this trouble with my counsel and | asked him
why he wasn’t mentioning what | thought were vital
points in my favour. His only reply was that he
would cover the ground in the summing up. Don’t
fall for that yarn, as 9 times out of 10 it's forgotten
by them, and even if it is mentioned in the summing

| up, it doesn’t make the same impact as it would

| if brought out at the trial.

Even if your case has started, you can still dismiss
| your barrister. Always remember, you only have one
chance to prove your case, and that’t when you
get to trial. Don’t let all the officials and wigs
frighten you. Remember, it's you that’s on trial, so
don’t hold back anything that you feel will help
your case, | have just spent 2% weeks at the Old
Bailey on trial and the impression | had before | went
there was that | would get a fair trial. But | soon
found out that | was wrong, even though | was
found Not Guilty. It was no thanks to my barris-
ter, who from the beginning made a complete hash
If | had allowed him to continue |
feel sure | would have been found guilty¢ Even if
you dismiss your barrister, you can still keep the
same firm of solicitors.

As regards juries, | have found in my experience
that the best jurors to have are: 1) All male
¥ 2) People in the age group of 30—40, definately no

1 older; 3) | have found through talking to other peo-

know
some

ple that immigrants make good jurors, as the
what the police are like and usually have ha

- experience with police harrassment.

You have a right to object to 7 jurors. You
don’t have ro have any grounds for objecting. All
you have to say is, ‘““challenge.”

If you feel that your barrister hasn’t questioned

l a witness of yours thoroughly enough, and the full

facts haven’t been made known because of this, you
may, if the judge allows, HAVE THE WITNESS RE—
CALLED. You will find that barristers don’t like
doing this, as it annoys the judge and upsets the
running of his court. But if you feel it will help
your case, INSIST ON RECALLING. The judge

will usually allow it, as he doesn’t want the jury to
think he’s unfair. ‘

Remember when you’re in the dock, don’t have
the illusion that everything will be dealt with fairly,
or that just ‘cos you might be innocent of the charge
you will be acquitted. You have to fight every inch
of the way if you are to be found not guilty.

Remember who you are fighting — the police —
who are professional liars.

VDIDD



When we stumble into the courtroom nightmare,'

designed as it is to baffle and confuse you, it is no
wonder most of us are scared and timid, and do

"~ whatever the old dinosaurs in wigs and gowns ad-
vise us to do. Lawyers are so buried in all this
legal bullshit that they have a fine record of sell-
"mg our interests down the river and conning the
‘innocent into pleading guilty. 1n the courtroom
‘'the defence is heavily leant upon to play the game
the way it has always been played. This makes
your lawyer suspect, so don’t take what he says
for gospel.

Do you léave everything up to your lawyer,
putting blind falth in his shakey hands? Are you
playing blind man’s bluff with your life? '

MAN'S BUFF

WiTH YOUR
LIFE?

Lawyers are, in general, ill—equiped, unprepared

and incapable (for reasons of ambition, fear and
incompetence) to challenge 1 the tyranny of the

Sl I N, PRI S -

‘bench. A judge can interrupt with impunity, hum-

iliate defence lawyers, insult witnesses, and intimi-
date defendants: they often make every effort to
shield the worst blunders of the prosecution.” All
this can be achieved with little or no opposition
from defence lawyers, who in the final analysis
always have their careers to think of. When there
is a conflict of interests, as there often iIs in agro
trials, they normally defend themselves as honor-
able gentlemen at the bar, rather than defend the
full interests of -their clients.

This means that any real expression of conflict
between the prosecution and the defence in terms
of emotionally charged heated exchanges are care-
fully prohibited by common agreement, and the
defendants are left on their own in the dock to
stew Iin their own feelings of resentment.

The courtroom is the ultimate area of concealing
the class struggle; such that even the drama of a
riot case can be reduced to a tedious bore in front
of a jury. Lawyers argue around remote Iegal
technicalities and procedures and around points of
law, and the real concerns of defendants are either

hopelessly confused or ignored. Every trial is a
consplracy to silence the real life interests of the
people in the dock.

Even the most devastating cross—examination by
the Perry Mason professional — by the really good

low Jo Handle [awyerc

Q.C. — can be c¢ontained by the courtroom and the
judge. The judge can do much to repair the damage
' you do to prosecution witnesses in his final address .
. to the jury. He can make your strong points seem
trivial or irrelevant, and give credit to the prosecu-
.tion’¢ lies. In fact, THE JUDGE PLAYS A MORE
JMPORTANT ROLE IN GETTING A CONVICTION
THAN EVEN THE PROSECUTION.
‘the judge, as the expert among experts to sum up
‘tagamst you. Judges are above all experts at twist-

4ing the facts and getting convictions.

I W“

JUDGES
ARE ABOVE
ALL EXPERT

AT TWISTING
THE FACTS

"*" Il T,W

Many defence lawyers have been shocked by the
number of times the prosecution has offered an ab-
surd lack of evidence, yet gamed convictions. In
most trials the real evidence is hushed up, the de-
fendants are gagged by their Iawyers and every law--
ver from the defence side trles to lick the judge’s
ass.

“A defence lawyer is as much a part of

the court furnatufe as the clerk; the
magistrate, or the-judge.”
— a McKenzie quote
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A EFENCE
LAWYER IS AS
MUCH A PART OF

THE coUAT FUAN-
ITURE AS TME
CLE&K,MAGIS-

AATE OR
JUDGE
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If a sister or brother is in doubt about taking on
the full burden of cross examination, they should
‘ -kick off the case with the most sympathetic law-
.yer they can get, reserving for themselves the right
| ito take over.

The first and one of the most basic decisions in
fighting a charge is whether you want to attack. An
attack is usually the only means of defence. Law-
yers advise against this because it means a direct con-
frontation not only with the prosecution, but also
with the judge. When your lawyer says, “| know

best, | know the court, | know the judge. Play it

my way,”’ be suspicious. Don’t accept the legal

Always expect the'




bullshit. Remind your lawyer who is on trial, YOU
not him. t

GETTING YOUR LAWYER TO TOE THE LINE

IF YOU'VE DECIDED TO HAVE SOME CON-
TROL OVER YOUR CASE’ THEN THIS IS WHAT
YOU SHOULD DEMAND FROM A GOOD SYM—
PATHETIC LAWYER: =

From your solicitor:

secuton and police witnesses. Know your eni-

a) that he seriously note down your suggestions : mies, and then you get to kn(?“::l theirr‘ weak-
b) accept that you, the defendant, after listening | nesses. Most magistrates and judges have a

to his advice and weighing up the various ar- record as long as your ar f!\_fl’O reactionary
guments, will take the final decision, ie. in- comments, scandelous decisions, abuse af the

structions from you law, outrageous sentences and indiscreet out-

¢) ‘that he will co-operate with other defence law- | bursts. The time has come for us to bring
yers in the case if you are in a joint trial. - -JHEIR previaus, remind them of their ob-
~ scenities, embarrass .them and shake them.

IF THINGS GO WRONG, YOU CAN SACK YOUR

From your barrister: | | LAWYER AT ANY TIME.
a) a pre-trial conference where he agrees to run - Get these things together, and-you can walk into
the case your way , , ; the dock with confidence. If you do it really well
'b) an agreement that he will not ‘get you off " at ou can make the prosecutor the nervous one in-

somebody else’s expense; and that in group it
trials he will co-operate with other defence 21
council (solidarity of all defendants is crucial; -
no sell-out to the cops! no deals which injure
other defendant’s interests.)

EEEEEETEEEE R EEEEEE R E R E R E R B B K R R E K E B R R L E S B &
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\SOLIDAR(TY
OF OF ALL
DEFENDANTS
IS
CRUCIAL

. « o« If your lawyer
doesnt show. . . .

c) always get advice on the case from your friends |
and defence groups as well as lawyers. Lawyers! |
are trained to ignore the less legal points in the '
case. Your lawyer rpust agree to work with '
any defence group involved.

d) that no deals will be conducted with the pros-
ecution unless there is full knowledge b¥ all
the defendants of the details and full agree-
ment of all the defendants. No secret diplo-

- . macy behind your back with the prosecution

- (eg. in the Prescott and Purdie trial the de-
fendants did not know that their lawyer had
done a deal with the prosecution not to call
~Robert Carr or tory ministers as witnesses.)

e) demand that in a case involving heavy police
verbals that your lawyer must not be squeam-

for a jury trial you should carefully choose the
sort of barrister you want. All solicitors have their
favorites. Having got the barrister of your choice,
If he is any good he will have many other cases
on his plate. Sometimes he will end up with two
cases on the same day, and you may be the un-
lucky defendant who is landed with any old sub-
stitute. |

Beware. . .do not be conned into accepting a
substitute. If you sack the substitute lawyer, the
court cannot force you to defend yourself. But

Ish about seeing their evidence as a pack of - g e

. o you can only get away with insisting on the lawyer

L'es 38’;? f:tb"; lcat';ons. FO'; ?e your lawyer to . 'of your first choice, and the necessary ADJOURN— |
onestly state the case. IT you've been framed"  MENT if you are ABSOLUTELY FIRM: If you waver

picked on, or p‘)‘erse_cuted,"no t‘)‘eaging around the judge will sieze the opportunity to push ahead
the bush with ““accidents” or “mistakes” by with your case. So be strong, and don’t let them
the police officers. | ~ get away with it.

f) no apologies for your “‘extremist’” of “unpop-
ular” or "minority’”” views. Lawyers are a
bloody minority anyway! |

g) the law will have files on you. It's your law-
yer’s job to get the dirt on the judge, the pro-
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The Law Commission’s proposals to change the rules

of evidence and do away with the Judges’ Rules are
merely the latest weapon in the prolonged war that
the state has waged throughout history against the
defendant. For the state, the function of the trial
iIs merely to secure the conviction of whoever the
state (ie. the ruling class) considers to be a challenge
to its interests, and all the talk of impartiality and
fair trial ¥ mere lip service to an idea of ‘classless
justice.” It is a simple exercise to see behind all the
judicial ceremony and rigmarole; look up a judge in
‘Who's Who', find out his address, education and
social clubs, and the next time he holds forth about
| the ‘public interest’ you'll know exactly what kind of
a trick he is trying to pull. (see article on ‘How to
{ Handle Judges’.) For instance, in the case of Hal-
stead v Patel, a postman overdrew on his Giro ac-
count while on strike, intending to put his account
' back into credit when he eturned to work; Lord
- Widgery in the Court of Appeal considered this act
to constitute theft. Later this same judge was to
decide that firing indiscriminately into a crowd of
civilians , and thereby causing |l deaths was “almost
reckless.”” Needless to say, in the latter case the
defendants were the Army.

Trials today try to cover up their dirty orlgms
but you only have to look beneath the surface to
- find out what the position really is. The important
!thlng is for the defendant to understand why he/she
IS In the dock, and not be straight—jacketed by legal
reasoning and pious respect for the law. In the good
old days, criminal trials took place by ordeal. The
accused had to carry a heated iron three paces, and
if the wounds didn’t heal within three days he was

courts have ever given up this procedure. When jur-

les came Into existence the state resorted to crude in-
timidation to try and control what was going on;

L. LAV

' revisionists

quilty: some people might wonder whether maglstrates |

‘verbals’ — misrepresenting or inventing

juries were fined and imprisoned for returning not
guilty verdlcts when the judge demanded a convic-
tion. .

These days magistrates courts are one way of

avoiding jury trials and the possibility that the ac-

cused might appeal to naa-lawyers on the merits
of his case; and police frequently bring charges that
can only be heard in the magistrates court, rather
than giving the defendant the choice. Maglstrates

don’t have to give reasons for their decisions and are

usually merely rubber stamping machines for police
charges. |t usually requires a couple of archbishops
with film cameras before police evidence, contra-
dicting the defendant’s, .is rejected. Juries, on the
other hand, are not oxplicltly paid’agents of the state
and, if the evidence is vegue or the offence essen-
tlally a political one, are more likely to believe and
acquit the defendant — as happened in the Metro
case for riot charges and the lan Purdie and Peter
Hain trials for conspiracy.

The Criminal Law Revision Committee's proposals
are essentially an attempt to prevent juries from ac-
quitting too many defendants.

What are the proposals?

Up to now the defendant has in theory been pro-
tec ed from being tricked or threatened by the police
into making prejudicial statements by an informal
set of principles adopted by the judges called the
‘Judges Rules’. Thus the police are meant to inform
an arrested man of the ressons for his arrest, and his
right to remain silent, and warn him that anything he.
does say can be taken down and used as evidence
against him. The Law Revision proposals not only
aim to abolish the caution, byt put the burden on
the accused to inform the police of any defence
he might want to rely on at trial, and failure to make

~a statement will be adversly commented on by the

prosecution and the judge. Thys the real trial, it
seems will take place in the police station. Again,
the proposals want crimine! records to be made
more readily available in the courss of the trial —

to turn the jury against the defendant. However,

no mention is made of any pretection against police
8 defendant’s
s:jatement — or of any right to huing acgess to legal
advice

The police say that thess proposals are netessary
because ‘‘professiongl criminals’’ are abusing the
ordinary process .of trial to escape conviction.
‘This is nonsense; firstly, recent research done by a
group in Oxford shows that juries acquit mostly
because the prosecutton hovc totally failed to
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sional criminal — the underworld capitalist — who
can afford to ‘buy a defence’ by bribery of police,
lawyers and witnesses, and will be able to carry on
doing so after the new proposals are made law (if
they are made law.)  The real reason for the pro-
posals is that the police believe that they alone know
who is guilty, and that juries that acquit aré merely
an inconvenience and an obstacle. It is evident that
the proposals are designed to help the police, what-
ever public—spirited hypocritical tone their exponants
adopt. It is curious that within a few days of_the
proposals being published Robert Mark, the Chlef_
Commiddioner of Metropolitan Police, was “‘explain-
ing’”’ them as if they had been his idea in the first
place. Mark specifically related the proposed chan-
ges to offences like conspiracy (an offence that Is so
vague that it enables any ultra—paranoid prosecutor
to bust any activity that he considers threatening to
his neat little law and order universe), which is to
suggest that the police’s main concern is to broaden
the definition of the word criminal to mean anybody
that the. police decide to arrest.

So perhaps things haven’t changed too much from
the hot iron ordeal after all. |

Many judges have complained bitterly of juries that
refused to convict. The former Lord Chief Justice:
Parker once said, ‘many people((ie. him) feel the
jury system has outlived its usefullness.” Judge Law-
ton commented, ‘‘people are wasting the court’'s time
with pleas of not guilty.”

" gU“tguntil proved gujlfy

Robert Mark’s famous outburst, “very few people
who are acquitted are innocent in the true sense of
the word” (Mark’s speech to the Royal Society of
Medicine, June 21, Guardian report) brings a much
needed insight into the throbbing genius and logic
that makes Scotland Yard tick.

Clearly your local friendly Fred Fuzz wouldn’t
go to all that trouble to arrest you, think up a
itharge and write up a story unless you were guilty
.in the first place. As top cop Mark says, “‘the
'police know best who is guilty.”” So why is it tha
tso many juries are letting down our wunnerful
police forces What's gone wrong with our juries,
when in the old days it was all a foregone conclu-
sion?

An Up Against The Law correspondent put that
question to the best man to give the worst answers,
‘Lord Chief Justice himself, “Wiggery—Pokery.”

- Lord Wiggery is much loved for his role in the
'‘Bloody Sunday inquir y into the British Army’s
killing of 13 Irishmen, when he did the first ever
-defence case on behalf of 56 odd paratroopers charged
‘with 13 murders. Part of Wiggery—Pokery's skill

‘was that the Tribunal never even realised he was the
defence lawyer, as he fooled everyone by calling him-
self Chairman. | |

- The Lord Chief Justice, at the mention of juries
gnashed his teeth, groaned bitterly about obstinate
jurors, and roundly declared, “Too many innocent
people are getting away with it.”” And he added,
“too many juries think that people are innocent just

| because they haven’t been arrested yet."”
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. "“There are scurrilous people all over the country
who harbour secret conspiracies — their brains are
riddled with thoughts of criminal enterprise.”

“Our new Special Branch Head, Commander Gil-
bert and his Thought Police estimate that last week
7 out of every 10 bank clerks nursed a secret desire
to rob the Bank of England, and that over 4 million
people concocted plans in their heads to sneak back

tg thelir work place in the middle of the night to rob
the till.”

“People who do think—crimes are thought—crim-
inals and should be punished. There is an epidemic
of illegal ideas going arouhd. Luckily the Law Re-
vision Committee has come up with the right anti-
dote — Repression plus Super X Control Vaccine.
Guaranteed to wipe out all opposition. And that
includes wiping out juries.”

“People are guilty until they have proved themselves

reliable supporters of the Queen, the criminal law re-
visionists, croquet, the Stock Exchange, polo, and all
the other good things that make the English ruling
class what it is. . . .a load of arseholes.

He then gave a loud belch, signaling that the inter-
So it was.

" view was over.

n\erV\eu) oo ses

PROP was set up to show what conditions exist
in prison, what rights, if any, prisoners have, and
what basic rights prisoners should hate. The ultimate
aim is the abolition of all prisons, which are instru-
ments of the capitalist class used for the oppression
of the working class.

98% of the prison population comes from the
working class. The greatest number of these so-called
““‘criminals’’ are busted for offences against property,
in other words, ripping off the state.

The following are some of the demands of PROP:

The right to communicate freely with Press and
public. (If not, why not? Perhaps they are afraid
that the condmons in the nicks would not stand
@xamination.)

The right to trade union membership, and the
right to have wages and conditions determined by

..this s ™My \05\'

winGERY — PORERY

If you get busted and don’t get bail, you are a
prisoner. As the chances of your getting bail are
directly related to your class background, you may

~as well know your rights as an untried prisoner, be-

cause you are not going to get bail unless somebody
has made a mistake.

It is a commonly accepted falsehood that a prison-

9r is a prisoner etc. . . However, there are different

classes of prisoners. Prison Rules say so. (Prison
Rules are a set of crapulous rules last consolidated :
in 1964 which cover as many possible aspects of
treatment of prisoners . . .from the right to have

a shit, to the right not to have a shit, with all
chance of having a shit removed because you were
rude to a screw. . .like ending a sentence with a
pause, and then saying ‘Sir’.)

Untried prisoners must as far as possible be kept
seperate from convicted prisoners. . .in case of infec-
tion? |

“Restriction on association with each other is lim-
ited to what is necessary to prevent contamination
or conspiracy to defeat the ends of justice”

“They may be allowed. . .on payment of a small
sum, to occupy a special room furnished with pri-
vate chattels approved by the governor, and to be
relieved of domestic work.” Please sir, as | have
done no wrong, but hold political views which are
different from the pigs who busted me, and there-
fore cannot get bail, can | have a small room to
myself?

“An untried prisoner may be allowed to have, so
far as is consistent with discipline and good order,
any articles which were in his possession when ar-
rested and are not required for the purposes of jus-
tice or suspected of being wrongly acquired by him.”

See how the pattern is b'uilding up. Because you.
say ‘Fuck the system—it's wrong,” they say ‘you are
the class of person who must be put down. There-

fore you will be punished now, in case you are found

not guilty, and it will dlscourage you from saying
‘fuck the system ’

e

negotiations by the prisoners themselves. In other
words, do away with the cheap laboi market which
is what. prisons are used as.

The right td be given any reasons for any refusal
to grant bail.

The right to be allocated to penal institutions
within your home region. (They don’t provide free
travel or free accommodation for visitors to the -
nicks — just another tactic used against the working
classes.) (If you're on Social Security, you're en-
titled to get your visiting expenses by them. How-
ever they don’t tell you this, and you have to go
down and hassle them and demand it.)




THE SCREW

““He may also have at his own cost such books,
newspapers, writing materials or other means of oc-
cupation as are not considered objectionable,” but
this privilege can be withdrawn if abused.

“He may have food and drink sent in from out-
side the prison, subject to such conditions as are laid

down.”’

““He may wear his own clothing, and have changes
of it sent in, but this privilege may be forfeited for
escape.”” (If you do escape, they send a pig around
to ask you if you would mind putting on prison
clothes instead. As you realise, all communications
between prisoners and screws, pigs and other fuck-ups

is carried on in an air of friendly co-operation.)

“He is not required to have his hair cut, except
for purposes of health and cleanliness, and it is
not to be cut closer than is necessary for those pur-
poses; he may retain any beards etc. which he usu-
ally wears if the medical officer agrees.”

Work is not compulsory. It is optional. (If you
are tempted, do @k what the rate of pay is, because
we would hate you to earn so much that you keep on
ordering meals and books etc. from the outside.)

“lhe right to adequate and humane visiting facil-
.ities within all penal institutions, including the ability
to exercise conjugal rights.

What these demands amount to basically is that
the prisoner should be treated as a human being.

To achieve these ends, PROP needs recognition
and help from the politically aware. Do not be de-
luded into thinking that you won’t{ get busted. Look
around and see how many friends have been, and how
many are still in nicks up and down the country.

The capitalist classes use the nicks as weapons of op-
pression and fear, and they take away all rights once
you are inside, using remission as a carrot, and the
loss of it as a big stick, so that you daren’t say a
word or they will bang you up in solitary. But what
they fear is any form of solidarity amongst prisoners,
because they know that that would mark the end of
their road.

'PROP: london, 51 Bride St. N7. Tel. No. 607-2698

‘must not be sent out of the prison until they have

politan police district. .
what reasons these particulars are needed in the In-

“He may see his doctor for the purposes of his
defence under the same conditions as his legal ad-
visor.”” (This can be very useful.)

‘‘Persons imprisoned in default of bail, (get the

implication — you have failed to get bail — in other

words, you are basically a falure, as you don't come
within the class of person who can afford bail), may
see their friends at ny reasonable hour on weekdays
or communicate with them for the purposes of secur-

ing bail.”

Reasonable (by whose standards?) facilities for -
writing are allowed to untried prisoners. But letters

been censored, except in the case of confidential
instrictions to the prisoner’s legal adviser, which is
handed personally to him. (This applies to visits
by the doctor as indicated above.)

Untried prisoners are otherwise subject to the
general prison rules. (Try asking for a copy.)

Untried prisoners may only be photographed or
measured inprison by order of the Secretary of State,
or upon written application of a senior police of- |
ficer approved by a magistrate, except in the Metro-
The application must state for

terests of justice. The records and particuiars of
an untried prisoner who is a first offender must be
destroyed or handed over if he is acquitted. (Ask

for them.)

The so-called “rights” mentioned abave,; as you
can see, are very limited, and nearly all come under
the heading ‘“‘the prisoner MAY. . .” What you have
to remember is that they are all subject to the in-
terpretation of the prison governor. And his inter-
pretation is handed to you by the screws, and the
screws will give you fuck-all if they: possibly can.

- ——




.+. Because no lawyer effectively represents the
defendant s interest. Most lawyers want to conduct
the case their way, not your way. They are mpre
concerned with pleasing the court than in support-
ing their client.

2. Lawyers are mere mouthpieces — there is
no substitute for yourself In controversial cases.

3. Most lawyers are completely out of touch
with the lives we lead. They come from the world
of Savile Row suits and Public Schools, defending
the working class of which they are unbeluevably

ignorant. They belong to the legal club, good for
deals, bad for justice.

4. By doing it yourself you are supportlng a
sense of self—management politics. We can do it

ourselves just like the workers can run the factories

—we don’t have to go through a middle man.

5. It is the only way to fully control your case
—otherwise legal wisdom will water down the truth
and your real self will get lost in legal banter and
boredom

6. It is the only way to overcome the legal bar-

riers, to communicate with the jury. With a lawyer

you mainly appear as the accused object of legal
arguments — defending yourself you come over as
a real person. Therefore the issues involve them
more directly and their consciences are more likely
to be jerked a little by your efforts to expose the
truth.

7. Awkward questions that lawyers would never
mention and things that lawyers never say can be
put, if you are defending yourself. All lawyers are
shackled by the discipline of bar bigotry and legal
training—most lawyers are scared stiff of standing
up to the judge. Their first loyalty is to the court
not to you, the client. You as your own lawyer
cannot be intimidated in this way.

8. You and only you know the facts of the
case. Your lawyer can only guess when the pros-
ecution is lying, but you were there (unless it's a
stitch—up job), therefore you know. |

9. Your vested interest is in getting off, or
failing that, going down fighting. But lawyers have
their careers to think of, and their future comes be-
fare any particular case. (For them it’'s just another

job!)

10. You don’t have to pay for your lawyers to
mis—represent you (either in costs, fines or years')

- Bail and Remand in Custody. Reman \

FIRST APPEARANCE IN COURT

1. How you plead |
You will be asked how you plead DO NOT PLEAD

GUILTY. Even if you did do something which you
imagine is illegal, it might not be. Even if the police
are going to tell lies to get you convicted, their lies
might not be techmcally right for what you have been
charged with. Words in the Law:don’t always mean
what they do in everyday life. If you plead Guulty

8 you will not be allowed to offer a defence.

Do not plead quilty. Repeat — do NOT plead
guilty. If you want to, you can always change your

" plea later when you’ve had legal advice.

2. Choosea jury |
You MAY be given a choice of whether to be tried by

the magistrate or by a jury. (This depends on the of-
fence — they make the rules.)
If you have a choice, then you should always go for
the Crown Court with a jury:—

a) if you have the slightest chance of gettmg off

" b) if you want to make a fight of it.

3. Applications ‘ |
After you have pleaded, you may be asked if you have
anything to say. Don’t say a word about the offence
you have been charged with, but DO make the follow-
ing applications: —

a) An Adjournment. This i IS a. postponement of the
hearing and will give you time to ‘ epare your defence
(contact witnesses, take statemefits;\e
ment is granted, and if you plead' Not:
will probably want an adjournmen\,_«g_w
will have to remand you.

b) Bail. There are two kinds of Reran

that you wait for your trial in jail. . .so make sure you
ask for Remand on Bail. Before they give you bail, they
will want to have a permanent address and may require
a surgy. A surcty is somebody who will promise to pay
them a sum of money, decided by the magistrate, if

you fail to appear at the next hearing. No money -will




be required unlésSs’you fail to appear. It is most important
that you get Bail — it leaves you free to prepare your
case. Ask for it. Argue. Don’t be railroaded. (But
don’t jump bail  tnless you mean to flee forever.) .
¢) Legal Aid. Even if you are going to represent your-
self you have a right to legal aid for the purposes of
preparing youtf case and getting a solicitor to collect
witness statements. [f the magistrate gives you leave
to apply for Legal Aid, you get your forms from the
court office. '
We don’t suggest you rely on a solicitor: you might
be able to get by without: but solicitors can be used
to sort out legal details, look after legal documents,
like statements, evidence, photographs, defence notes,
or at least copies of these things. |f you don’t have
legal aid, you’re going to have to pay for all these things
vourself.
If your lawyers do screw up your case, SACK THEM!
If you do sack {iour lawyer:— |
a) ask for an adjournment. Tell the court you are
dissatisfied with your lawyer and want time to pre-
pare your own defence.
b) ask for bail(if you were on bail before, you
should get it again.)
c) ask for Legal Aid to prepare the case.
Applications for Adjournment, Bail and Legal Aid
must be made on your FIRST APPEARANCE; if
you don’t, you will find yourself in the shit, and, very
probably, in the nick.

preparing. your defence

When and if you are released on bail, you may have
anything from one week to nine months to prepare
your case. DO IT THOROUGHLY. In order to
fight their money, their rules, their police, their law,
you have to be prepared. Preparation needs work.
Don’t leave it to the last minute. Start straight away-
the moment you are released.

1. Witnesses

Get all the names and addresses of people present at
-the bust and/or incident; especially those who are not
Immediately involved, eg. passers-by, onlookers. Write
to them, or preferably visit them as soon as possible.

If you are free to speak to them immediately, do so.
Aslg them what they saw; who was involved: what

their impressions were, eg. behavior of pigs, etc.:

Ask them what they heard. This is very important be-
cause of the almost universal practice of “‘verbals,”

le. pigs making up stories of what you said on arrest,

— "It's a falr cop, guv,” to “‘t was a fool. | should never
have done it. | was drinking.”” Make sure the witness
has a clear picture of what happened, otherwise a tricky

lawyer will easily ridicule or destroy them in the wit-
ness box at the trial. H
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. Statements
Make full notes of the witnesses remarks, and if possible
get the witness to sign the statement. [f the statement
is to be used later in court, get the witness to:—

a) sign it and give address

b) include the following signed declaration:
“This statement is true to the best of my knowledge
and belief and | know that if it is tendered in evidence
| shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfully stated
in'it anything that | know to be false or do not believe

to be true.”” (Their words, not ours.)

c) the witness’s age if under 21.
If there are political or community affairs in the case,
get somebody who knows about them to make a state-
ment. Statements should be as specific as possible. |f
a witness cannot later attend the trial they may be used
as evidence. |
REMEMBER — the purpose of a statement is to help
you.and your witnesses at the trial. The trial may be
months ahead, and a statement made as soon after
means that you won’t forget.
You should also encourage witnesses.to make their
own notes. Provided these are made at the time of
the incident or soon after, they can be used later by
the witnesses in court to refresh their memory. This
is a “‘contemporaneous account’’ — legal bullshit for
a note taken at the time. Nowadays this is bent by the
pigs and courts to include fairy stories written in the
pig’s notebook <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>