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POLICING THE EIGHTIES:THE IRON FIST

BRITISH ARMS SALES - TELEPHONE TAPPING

TORY PUBLIC ORDER PLANS - OPERATION CRUSADER

Reassurances given by government 
ministers that the police and immigration 

! service are not indulging in ‘fishing
expeditions’ in carrying out raids for 
suspected illegal immigrants under the * 

; Immigraton Act 1971 are not supported by
facts of the wave of such raids in London. 

The first of the recent raids took place 
on May 13 when the cash-and-carry 
warehouse of the Asian-owned Bestways 
chain in north London and eight Bestways 
shops were raided by police and

immigration officials. Eight police officers 
and ten immigration officers (backed up 
by two police dogs) took part in the raid 
on the warehouse where the gates were 
locked and all black people, including a 
customer and a delivery driver,
questioned. Seventeen people were 
arrested at the cash-and-carry of whom 
five were patrials (that is not subject to 
immigration control) and six were non­
patrials whose immigration status was in 
order. During the operation, about 35 
people appear to have been arrested of 
whom 28 were lawfully settled in Britain, 
including 12 UK citizens.

Periods of detention for those wrongfully 
arrested ranged from one to eight hours. 
One man who has been settled in Britain 
for 22 years was held for seven hours. 
Access to solicitors was refused, as well as 
the provision of food and water, and, in 
one case, the home of a young Asian was 
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searched without a warrant or his 
permission and left in a ransacked 
condition. Those arrested were only given 
an opportunity to collect and produce 
documents proving the legality of their 
presence after they had been taken to the 
police station. No attempt was made to 
verify the details of one man who quoted 
the number of his certificate of registration 
as a UK citizen. After the raid, one man, a 
UK citizen who has lived in Britain for 22 
years, told the Joint Council for the 
Welfare of Immigrants (JCWI): ‘I have 
lived for 22 years in this country and most 
of the time I have lived in the Borough of 
Brent. Never has such a thing happened to 
me in my whole life. I am shocked. I feel 
we have no future in this country.’

The second raid took place at the 
Hilton Hotel in Park Lane on May 22 
although details only became publicly 
known in June. Sixteen immigration 
officials and an unspecified number of 
police officers were involved and 
questioned around 100 black workers and 
arrested 35 for alleged offences under the 
Immigraton Act (Hansard, 2.7.80). The 
number of people involved makes this the 
largest raid ever under the 1971 Act, even 
more extensive than that which took place 
in Newcastle Upon Tyne in December 1977 
(see Bulletin No 10).

The third raid happened on June 20 at 
the Main gas applicance factory, again in 
north London, and involved 40 police 
officers and 15 immigration officials. 
Although the information leading to the 
raid related to alleged offences by West 
African, all black workers, including 
Asians, were questioned. According to the 
Home Office more than 20 of these were 
charged with (unspecified) breaches of the 
law.

In each of the three cases, the police 
have clearly carried out a fishnet 
operation, described by Roy Jenkins when 
Home Secretary as ‘a techinique involving 
pulling in a number of people and
throwing most of them out again without 
any apology and causing grave 
inconvenience’ (Hansard, 6.12.73). Such 
operations are not permitted by search 

warrants granted under the Immigration 
Act, which are supposed to refer to a 
specific named person. According to the 
JCWI, neither the warrant used at 
Bestways or at Main gas named specific 
persons. The raids not only involved the 
unlawful arrest of innocent persons but 
contravened assurances given by successive 
governments.

Although its role has not been 
acknowledged in parliament or elsewhere, 
it is almost certain that the raids were 
initiated by Scotland Yard’s Illegal 
Immigration Intelligence Unit which was 
formed secretly in 1972 (See Bulletin No 
10) and is part of the Cll, Criminal 
Intelligence, section. As with the Special 
Branch, Fraud Squad and Drugs Branch, 
the records of the Illegal Immigration 
Intelligence Unit are stored on Scotland 
Yard’s C Department Computer. Writer 
Duncan Campbell has estimated from 
computer specifications that the Unit’s 
records amounted to 13,000 in 1974 and 
would be expected to increase to 60,500 by 
1985, with 80 enquiries being made 
monthly in 1974 increasing to 370 
enquiries by 1985. (‘Society Under 
Surveillance’ in Policing the Police, vol 2) 

The occurrence of three such extensive 
passport raids within a space of three 
weeks marks a qualitative shift in the 
development of a rigorous system of 
internal immigration control. While the 
introduction of compulsory identification 
cards may be unlikely in the forseeable 
future, the practical obligation on black 
people to carry passports all the time is 
becoming a reality.

BRITISH ARMS 
SALES

British overseas arms sales this year are 
unlikely to exceed 1979’s total of £l,200m, 
according to Sir Ronald Ellis, Head of the 
Defence Sales Organisation (Daily 
Telegraph, 7/7/80 ). This follows a report 
(Time Out, 4/7/80) that the number of 
potential customers attending the British
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Army Equipment Exhibition in June had 
declined considerably, with only 52 of the 
95 invited countries bothering to send 
delegations from abroad, a 20 per cent 
drop on the previous BAEE in 1978.

Ellis claimed, however, that the drop 
off in exports is not due to a lack of 
interest in British products, but to the 
mass cancellation of orders from Iran and 
to disappointing sales with China. He said 
that with three-quarters of the world’s 
arms market now sewn up by the USA and 
the USSR, the remaining quarter was 
having to be fought over by Britain, 
France, West Germany, Italy and Israel.

BAEE 80, held at Aidershot from June 
23-27, was the third of the biennial arms 
fairs organised by the Defence Sales 
Organisation of the Ministry of Defence 
for the benefit of 200 British arms 
manufacturing companies (see Bulletin No 
6, pp 115-122 on the DSO and BAEE 78). 
The Exhibitions are aimed at the Third 
World, thought by military strategists to 
be the likely setting for many conventional 
wars over raw materials in the coming 
years — and therefore a big market for 
arms. Another growth area catered for by 
the Exhibitions is internal security, and 
much of the equipment on display can be 
used by police or military against civilians. 

Ellis claimed on the opening day of 
BAEE 80 that 96 per cent of the 
equipment sold through BAEE has never 
been used in anger, a strange claim 
considering the nature of many of the
countries attending. Seventeen of the
countries sending delegations from abroad 
were on Amnesty International’s list of 
governments that torture their internal 
political opponents.

Many more were invited, however. Of 
all the pro-Western repressive
governments, the only major absentees 
from the invitation list were Chile and 
South Africa (socialist/communist
countries were not invited, torturers or 
otherwise). Brazil’s military-technocratic 
regime was a particular target for the
military sales reps. The Exhibition sales 
catalogue was even printed in Portuguese 
especially for their benefit, but the MoD 

was snubbed when a downgraded 
delegation turned up.

British arms exports in 1979 included 
£53m worth of armoured fighting vehicles, 
warships worth £81.4m, £52m of guns and 
small arms, and helicopters and planes to 
a value of £52.4m.

TELEPHONE TAPPING

As promised by the goverment following 
the White paper in the interception of 
communications (see Bulletin No 18) on 
the ‘senior member of the judiciary’ who 
will privately supervise authorised 
telephone tapping and mail opening, was 
named in June. He is Lord Diplock, the 
High Court judge who has been chairman 
of the Security Commission since 1971 and 
who conducted the inquiry which led to 
the establishment in Northern Ireland of 
the no-jury ‘Diplock courts’.

The appointment of Diplock, a judge 
noted for his anti-libertarian views, has 
been the subject of criticism and the whole 
idea of a judicial monitor has been 
criticised as unsatisfactory and insufficient 
to meet Britain’s obligations under the 
European Convention on Human Rights, 
particularly in the light of the European 
Court’s judgment in the Klass case against 
West Germany in 1978. Lord Hooson told 
the House of Lords that the safeguards 
provided by the West German state were 
held by the court to be sufficient (if only 
just) but that none were afforded by 
English law. The mere appointment of a 
judicial monitor would do nothing to 
change this. ‘The proposal seems to me 
contemptible: at least it is in contempt of 
the European Court.’ (Hansard, House of 
Lords, 21.5. 1980)

Safeguards similar to those provided in
West Germany against the interception of 
communications have been demanded by 
the Post Office Engineering Union
(POEU) in a report, Tapping The 
Telephone, published in July. The report 
is the first full statement on the subject 

State Research Bulletin (vol 3) No 19/ August-September 1980/Page 143




