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ASBO TV
With 4.2m CCTV cameras already
(that’s one for every 14 people‘)
and 300 new ones going up every
week, Britain is the biggest user of
CCTV in the world. It's about time
that successive governments’ ar-
guments that the cameras are out
to get ‘the villains’ were investi-
gated.

Who is being watched?
A recent studyz revealed that black
men, young people and the home-
less are twice as likely to be
watched as white men, and that
one in ten women were watched
for “voyeuristic reasons”. The fact
of the matter is that CCTV doesn’t
impact equally on everyone. The
racist, ageist and sexist attitudes of
the operators and the institutions
that employ them, inevitably inform
who is profiled. As such, CCTV
amplifies discriminatory policing
and leads to greater levels of au-
thoritarian intervention in the lives
of marginalised people. It encour-
ages a ‘peeping tom‘ mentality and
the punishment of those exhibiting
deviant behaviour.

CCTV is not for reducing crime
So, are CCTV cameras really
about reducing crime, as politicians
and police are fond of telling us?
Numerous studies, including those
commissioned by the government,
have found no evidence that CCTV
reduces the overall crime rate of
an area“. These findings have
largely been suppressed by Tory
and Labour governments. It is also
telling that the Home Office
launched its first two-year study
into “the impact of CCTV on crime,
disorder and the fear of crime" aj;
Le; having already committed
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£153m to a phased CCTV initia-
tive. CCTV cameras have, how-
ever, been found to increase peo-
ple’s fear of crimes.

Who really gains from CCTV?
Despite the rhetoric, it seems that
forces other than fighting crime
are driving the boom in CCTV.
The camera industry itself is a
powerful player, with sales reach-
ing £385m per year in the UK in
2001, and, through the develop-
ment of facial recognition soft-
ware, will increase its income. The
main benefactor, however, is the
state, which gets massive powers
of social control through wide-
spread camera coverage. CCTV
helps to isolate and persecute
those who instigate it by making
sure that ‘deviant’ behaviour that
challenges the state’s authority
(whether riding around on mini-
motos or rioting in the estates) is
recorded and made available to
the police and the judiciary. They
also serve as a potent reminder to
anyone considering subversive
acts that they are being watched.
The cameras help to discipline so-
ciety, so that we all accept our
passive roles.
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Total State control
The state can claim that it has seen
everything, that it has seen almost
everything, or that it has seen noth-
ing, and even change what it says it
has seen according to what is most
convenient. We should remember
the cameras are not there to protect
us but to maintain the State's power
overus.
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Identity cards
coming soon...

unless we stop them
The ID Cards Act was passed a
year ago. Now 69 Identity & Pass-
port interview (or 'interrogation‘)
centres start opening in May, which
will mainly affect first-time passport
applicants like teenagers to begin
with. At the same time asylum
seekers in Britain, who are escap-
ing repression abroad, already
have their passport taken from
them, are made to have an ID
cards and are subjected to degrad-
ing fingerprint checks. This is a
taste of things to come, for all of
us, unless we resist. We must op-
pose ID not only for ‘British’ citi-
zens, but for all people, and ac-
tively oppose tighter border con-
trols as well.

lt's not just a Labour thing either. If
you listen to the Conservative Party
you might believe they are op-
posed to ID. In fact they have just
employed Lord Stevens of Kirk-
whelpington, an ex-Metropolitan
Police commissioner, to plan the
creation of a 10,000-strong ‘border’
police force. The Tories may pre-
tend this is an alternative to identity
cards, but in October 2005 Stevens
spoke in favour of Labour's ID Card
Bill, and also for fingerprinting the
entire population! Whatever we
hear from the political parties about
ID it is just made up to try and win
political points.

NHS Database
The NHS plans to upload every in-
dividual’s GP records onto a na-
tional database. Access to the da-
tabase will be ‘limited’ to around
240,000 ‘health care professionals’.

The risks
So discussions between you and
your GP will no longer be confiden-
tial. Inaccurate information on your
records, which is not uncommon,
could mean you get the wrong

treatment or medicines. It could
also affect other aspects of your life
where a report on your medical his-
tory is required.

Your data will be shared
Companies such as Experian
gather personal data on every citi-
zen and sell this to private busi-
nesses, political parties and the
government. They use this personal
information for their own gain and
the data providers such as Experian
are making fat profits out of it.

Don’t think your medical records will
be protected from this. The Dept for
Health admit that they will share
your personal details with other
agencies, without your consent if,
for example, they believe that the
interest of the public is of greater
importance than your confidential-
ity!

A true indication of the State’s atti-
tude to your personal privacy was
exposed when the Dept of Health
asked GPs to breach patient client
confidentiality and forward corre-
spondence from patients objecting
to the database.

They also state they will share your
details if required by law. But we
have absolutely no idea what new
laws may be passed in the future,
and may not even be aware of them
when they are buried within a larger
piece of legislation.

Make sure you opt out
The current proposal is that every
patient will be provided with the op-
portunity to visit their GP and view

State harassment of the month

Arrested for not being burgled
A duo of Nottingham squatters who put to use a house which
had stood empty for six years where visited by the police a total
of 4 times in the first 36 hours. The visits were a result of mali-
cious 999 calls from neighbours and general police harassment.
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their record and request amend-
ments to errors. There will be a pa-
tient veto option, but anybody who
does not formally opt out by a
deadline date will be assumed to
have consented!

Its about entitlement again!
Just as the ID Card and National
Identity Register is really about
controlling your entitlement to ser-
vices, the Government’s real moti-
vation behind spending billions on
the NHS database is about control-
ling your entitlement to health care.

How to opt out of the NHS data-
base
For more information about the NHS
database and how to opt out go to: -
wwvv.nhsconfidentiality.org
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Get involved
Nottingham Defy-ID Meets at the Su-
mac Centre every Wednesday from 6-
7pm. Individuals or community groups
with concerns about the new Act and
the effects it might have are welcome

Nottingham/Notts Defy-ID
C/o the Sumac Centre
245 Gladstone Street
Nottingham NG7 6HX
Phone 0845 458 9595
Email: info@nottingham-defy-id.org,uk

For more information see : I
www.nottingham-defy-id.org.uk
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On the 5th visit the pair were arrested for not giving their names
to the police. The spurious grounds for the arrest? “suspicion of obstructing a po-
lice officer” (suspicion??? seemingly her majesties finest can‘t tell for themselves
whether they are being obstructed so have to trot off to the cop shop to ask the
bossh.

A no-comment interview led to them being released without charge. But this is
not the end of the matter as a case is now being prepared against the police.

 


