
CONTENTS
News and develop 11 ents 94

Bramall backs cheaper weapons systems 

Police Committees and public access 
British troops in Sinai will aid Rapid 
Deployment Force

Crisis in the prisons
Talysam incident

Further calls to ban plastic bullets

Among the contributors to this issue of State 
Research Bulletin were Sarah Spencer, Phil 
Kelly, Joe Sim, Steve Peak, Chris Farley, Paul 
Gordon, Shelley Charlesworth, Brenda Kirsch, 
Steve Bassam, Penny Smith, Phil Scraton, 
Nick Anning, Chris Pounder, Tony Bunyan, 
TAGS (Scotland). Our apologies to Pete 
Kennard for omitting to credit him for the 
photomontage on the cover of bulletin 28.

•Il

State Research is an independent group of 
investigators collecting and publishing infor­
mation from public sources on developments 
in state policy, particularly in the field of 
policing, law, internal security, espionage and 
the military. It also examines the link between 
these fields and business, the Right and para­
military organisations.

Background paper 107

Computers and the British police

Reviews and sources 122

Typeset by Range Left Photosetters (TU) 01- 
251-3959. Cover design by Eve Barker 
(Artworkers). Printed by Russell Press, Gamble 
St, Nottingham. Trade distribution by 
Southern Distribution, Building K, Albion 
Yard, 17a Balfe St, London Nl. Published by 
Independent Research Publications Ltd, 9, 
Poland St, London Wl. 
ISSN 0141-1667

Bramall backs cheaper 
weapons systems
'The police will never have to turn in vain 
to us for help’ said General Sir Edwin 
Bramall, head of the Army, in a major 
and controversial speech in February, 
1980. Now Bramall is set to become Chief 
of the Defence Staff, in overall command 
of Britain’s three armed services, but still 
in an atmosphere of controversy.

Bramall’s speech in 1980 was called 
'The Place of the British Army in Public 
Order’ (see RSA Journal, July 1980, pp 
480-492). He said he had chosen this 
subject 'not to sensationalise or alarm but 
indeed the reverse, to measure and put 
into perspective.’

He went on to say that it would be 'totally 

inappropriate to use them (the armed 
forces) in a main public order role, unless 
disorder was occurring on such a scale 
that the police could not cope and our 
whole Parliamentary system was threat­
ened ... and the Armed Forces’ only func­
tion in this context is a peripheral one for 
which their training and equipment may 
be better suited... We seek no other role.’

But this does not mean that the military
has no part to play in public order. On the 
contrary Bramall identifies several roles 
for them. First there is that of specialist 
back-up to the police with services such as 
helicopters, bomb disposal, night vision, 
etc, which 'help the police get on with the 
job.’ At the other end of this spectrum, 
with incidents such as armed terrorist 

•Ilattacks, the police might need 'special skill 
and equipment over and above those
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appropriate to the i•II lice’ (Bramall had in
mind such events as the SAS intervention 
at the Iranian Embassy siege which had 
not then occurred).

The second major role for the military 
is where the police are in danger of losing 
control of public order, whether due to 
demonstrations, mass picketing, riots. 
Bramall stresses he is in favour of trad­
itional methods of maintaining order, but 
'if these methods fail we could get into an 
unfortunate escalating situation.’ The first 

•Ilstage of this escalation would see the police 
being issued with special protective 
clothing and adopting anti-riot tactics. 
Next some sort of missile would be used 
(water cannon, plastic bullets), followed 
(or accompanied by) tear gas. If all else 
failed the final stage of the escalation would 
see 'normal military weapons’ employed.

Britain has no special force for dealing 
with public order problems up to this final 
stage, unlike other countries. Bramall 
believes, however, that this grey area is a 
police area and the military should only 
be used as the last resort. There is also a 
difficult question of law here, as it may be 
illegal to use soldiers when the police can 
still cope with the riot, although as 
Bramall says, 'the law can be modified for 
the occasion.’

Bramall’s lengthy and politically astute 
analysis of the role of the military in public 
order lifted some stones that many military 
crabs would have preferred to see left 
undisturbed, but in his February 1982, 
speech to the Royal United Services 
Institute on 'Britain’s Land Forces: The 
Future’ (to be published later this year in 
the R USI Journal) aroused passions for a 
different reason.

In this speech, where he was introduced 
as CDS Designate, he came down firmly 
against that section of the military est­
ablishment advocating constant acquis­
ition of more expensive and sophisticated 
weaponry. Bramall would rather see a 
concentration on the 'sharp end’ of the 
weapons systems, and said that in fact 
cheaper weapons could be better. He talked 

of the 'road to absurdity’ where each new 
weapon costs more than the one before.

Bramall prioritises BAOR and says that 
'to safeguard this army we will have to be 
ruthless with our manpower and the cost 
of that manpower.’ Outside the immediate 
NATO area he is also concerned about 
Britain maintaining its ability to influence 
events militarily, but without 'grandiose 
interventions’. He strongly advocates 
instead a concentration of resources on 
the 'fifth pillar’ of defence, where Britain 
provides loan service and contract military 
personnel, training and military advisory 
teams to struggling allies in the developing 
world.

Police Committees and
public access
A survey of the attitude of Britain’s 49 
Police Authorities on public access to the 
proceedings has revealed considerable 
variations in practice. Just over half the 
Police Authorities and Police Committees 
in England, Scotland and Wales allow the 
public into their meetings, but not all 
regard this as a public right, and most 
qualify the degree of access given. Scottish 
Police Committees emerge as the most 
open, while County and combined County 
Police Authorities in England and Wales 
are more secretive and closed in their 
deliberations.

The survey was conducted by the 
NCCL’s Sussex branch following their 
own Police Authority’s refusal to allow 
members of the public into its meetings to 
observe proceedings. This practice only 
came to light when the Authority refused 
NCCL members copies of the minutes of 
its meetings. The Authority’s solicitor
argued that as a combined Authority it

ority. Access to local authority meetings 
is governed by the Public Bodies (Admis­
sions to Meetings) Act 1960; the definition
of what constitutes a local authority is 
contained in the Local Government Act
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