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Yo The following information, which has been received from a
reliable source, describes the development of the anti-nuclear

movement in the United Kingdom, Emphasis is placed on the

groups
and leading personalities based in London.
2e "The considerable growth of the anti-nuclear movement during
the last decade has led to a marked increase

in media coverage and
public debate, especially in the wake of the near disaster involving
the Pressurised Water Reactor at Harrisburg. Nevertheless, the
movement's complex organisational structure and political base has

given rise to great problems in the presentation of a coherent
public image,

3. An examination of the €.p rience of other Western member
states helps set the anti-nuclear movement in its proper perspective.
wWest Germany, France and the USA, which have a vigorous policy of
civilian nuclear expansion, have all experienced vast opposition both
through political manoeuvring of envirmmental organications and
subsequent public disorder. In Veet Germany the parliamentary
representation anticipated by the enviranmental political parties

(known collectively as 'The Greens') at the next General Election
could radically alter the balance of - wer,

L. A likely explanation of th comparativel y slow growth of
anti-nuclear interest in this count=~v is the
adopted by the anti-bomb campaigners of the Fi‘ties and Sixties.
This outlook, coupled with development of the ‘irst Magmox reactors
and the government's acclaim of safe, clean ar ! unlimited energy,
nullified the attempts of those who wished to oppose the policy.
Following the dissolution of the anti~-bomb mo'ement many members of
the Committee of 100 and supporters of the Cau caign for Nuclear

Disarmament (CND) turned their attention to the growing movement '
against American involvement in Vietnam,

'A.oms for Peace' slogan

Ce The evolution of environmental organisations such as Friends
of the Earth (FOE) in the early Seventies, coupled with concern
shown by the libertarian movement, aroused renewed interest in the
anti-nuclear cawpaign. Although oppoeition was directed primarily
against the civilian based industry, a series of French atom bomb
tests in the Pacific also aroused sor~ protest. With industrial
striie and anti-facist activitiy «e the main preoccupation of the
anti-nuclear protest again d-ew little attention.
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o The foundations of the present movement were laid
in the wakeof a new phase of nuclear expansion, which featured
the troublesome Advanced Gas-Cocled Reactors (AGR) and the
development of Torness in Scotland as the first 'greenfield
site' for several years. The phase constituted a focal point
for activists who realised that protest at existing nuclear
gites surrounded by fencing proved unattractive to the less
committed. Several events in 1978 aptly illustrate this up-
surge of interest.

Realising that several organisations were considering

protest action against construction of the Torness nuclear power
station, Friends of the Farth (FOE) decided to hold a march in
Lo n; this event, which attracted about ten thousand people,

proved to be a ujeful recruiting ground for the first Torness

occupation the following weekend.

The subsequent march and occupation of the undeveloped
ness site involved about three thousand demonstrators and {t
was decided to eatablish the Torness Alliance in order to co-ordinate
action on a national basis, PFurther, following a request from
Dutech anti-nuclear groups, a decision was also taken to form an
alliance opposed to the Urenco Corporation, a Dutch, British and
West German consortium involved in the enrichment of uranium in
piants at Capenhurst, Cheshire and Almelo in the Netherlands.
Later in the year, a demonstration took place at Capenhuret, organised
by the Urencc Alljance, and at Heysham, Lancashire, organised by
Half Life of Lancaster,

m

, In the winter of 1978, when construction work began
at Torness, several activists cccupied the site for some weeks

il er, when they were evicted by police; at a subsequent
cemonstration, several arrests were made but no charges resulted.
During this period, t Torness Alliance held a series of meetings
to plan wvhat was to become the major event in anti-nuclear protest
to date.

vemk

10. The Torness Gathering in May, 1979, which attracted
about ten thousana people, featured a festival site with many
dicplays of alternative eénergy sources, anti-nuclear propaganda
and entertainment., On the Sunday, about three thousand activiats
camping nearby decided to embark upon a peaceful occupation of

the site. During their occupation a contingent of about three
hundred, including many anarchists, pulled down fences surrounding
the inner compouri where the equipment was stored. Al though
considerable damage was caused, the situvatior wvas eventually
conirolled by police guarding the area,

1. It is interesting to note that many organisers condemned
*7is actien, arguing that RlSht denonat iis ould tend to
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Ceter people from becoming involved in what should be, in
essence, a mass movement engaged in peaceful protest.

An event organised by the Stop Urenco Alliance in
July 1979 at Capenhurst attracted only moderate support and,
#lthough there was some direct action, no arrests were made,
Larger marches in Scotland, organised by the Scottish Campaign
to Resist the Atomic Menace (SCRAM) and allied groups,
received substantial publicity.

13, "he anti-nuclear movement today continues to be based
on the libertarian principles of its founders and is mainly
composed of loose-knit autonomous groups which operatc on a

ocal basis. The national groups, which include Frien's of

the Farth (FOE), the Anti-Nuclear Campaiem (ANC), Greenpeace
Limited and Students Against Nuclear Energy (SANE), are mainly
centred rn London but recognise the autcnomy of local branches,
Others, such as the Ecology Party and, more recently, the Liberal
Party, have adopted opposition to nuclear power as a part of
their ;olitical platform.

4. The largest natio.al group is Friends of the Barth
(FOE), which is administered from offices at 9 Poland Street,
Wi. The group's policy is to oppose the concept of nuclear
power in general, rather than existing nuclear plant in
particular, A group conscious of its image, it rejecte the

idea of official involvement in illegal activity such as a
site-occupaticn. Nevertheless, it must be said that ite membez~
ship makes up a large proportion of the movement and several
branches were represented at Torness and Capenhurst.

The group is chiefly engaged in the production of
iterature concerning the preservation of the enviroment, the
obbying of MP's and participation in publiec enquiries and
lebate on the media. 4n example of the latter was a recent
television discussion chaired by Robin DAY where Czech CORROY,
chairman of FOE, &nd Walter PATTERSON, s scientist, debated
various aspects of nuclear power with a government minister
and the chairman of the United Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority,

[ S W RN

16. The Anti-Nuclear Campaign (ANC) is the brainchild of

Arthur SCARGILL, leader of the Yorkshire National Union of
Mineworkers and a member of Fnerzy 2000, and : Privacy alee
of Fnergy 2000, Friends of the Earth and the Sociaiist
Environmental Fesources Association (SERA). The group's recent
launching was covered by the media and attracted over five
hundred people, many of whom are very active in the movement.,
The prime intentions of the group are to encourage affiliation
of existing anti-nuclear groups with the parent grmup, initiate

new branches and stimulate interest wi*lln the tride
Recen hes been

i
movement, tly the grou Yo

icised for {ts
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lack of democracy and ies believed to be labouring uv~der

A
financial ar reanisational difficuities.
17. rganised from a central office, occupied by
the Unde entis magazine at 27 Clerkenwell Close, W s the
Al ) rected by a Steering Committee which includes
: ¢ mares oy
: Y rom the Conservation So(xety (CONSOC) and

the ty Party. Also on the committee are : Privacy
Socialist Workers Party (SWP) and |
dents Againet Nuclear Fnergy (SANE).
new committee will be elected and permanent
the next conference in May or June, 1980

1ou L a prominent figure in the Torness and Stop
Urenco Alliances, is currently directing the ANC office, he
hes ccme under attack from some members of SCRAM and the North
East Alliance because of his apparent disregard of committee

dgecisions,

T+

18. reenpeace Limited, which has experienced some
internal diesension, is believed tc have split from the
parent organisation in Vancouver. The ' ibow Warrior', the

converted trawvler a“ the centre of many .ccent confrontations
with eealers and snips carrying nuclear waste, and mainstay

of the group's publicity ventures, has become a major financial
sirain and may be replaced in the near future by a smaller

and more economic vessel . The group's influence in the anti-
nuclear field as a whole is considerably reduced and members
&re rarely present at any alliance or ANC meetings.

he soft wing of the movement is composed of
iajor envirormental groups such as the Conservation society
NS and Safe Energy Petitioners, together with the
Liveral Party. These UPS acdopt a similar political line
to that of FOE, Mt a celuctant to become involved in
street actior
embership o tudents Against Nuclear Energy
SAN I a3 s tially during th ilast year,
Mar y adherents ar To be members of the SWP.
; Privacy the nationul organiser, has emergea
a8 BaJjoTr influence in the London Region Anti-Nuclear

Alliance (LRANA), especially on Lehalf of the ANC. There
fOow exist several university based SANE groups, some of
wiich are believed to be planning direct action at Tormess

in June, s

ye 5 5 .
21, The existence of the Scottish Campaign to Resist

the Atomic Menace (SCRAM) as the most active anti-nuclear
organisation operating within the United Kingdom is due to
two factors: the emergence of Tormess as the foeal point
for the national Bovement, and the aecvelopment of waste
ifunping and uranium mining in the Orkneys ag .

-Or oppoeition in Scotland,
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31. Following applications by the CEGCB for development
of four separate nuclear power sites in Cornwall, the
formation of a new Alliance in the county is expected to
give effect to the considerable protest which is anticipated.

A

32, The Nerth East Anti-Nuclear Alliance is still active
and campaigning against the proposed site for an AGR or

PWR at Druridge Bay. As at Dungeness, develowment of the
Hartlepool AGR is well behind schedule and it is thought
that no action is planned at the site for the time being.

» The London Region Anti-Nuclear Alliance (LRANA),
continues %o meet at three weekly intervals in the London
school of Economics. The meetings are normally attended
by 2bout 30 persons, who represent one or wmore of the
seventy grnuga on the mailing list (including twenty-nine
FOE branches). A recent event organised by LRANA to
protest against the transportation of nuclear waste through
London by rail attracted about 1,350 people, The absence of
nuclear inatallations in London may cause the transportation
issue to be projected as the focal point of carefully
orchestruted campaigning in the future.

W The all-embracing nature of LRANA, which brings
together liberals with anarchiste; environmentalists with
Trotskyiets, inevitably gives rise to a degree of confusion
and disruption. This was illustrated recently at a
demonstration in North-West London against the transport

of nuclear waste, when Hackney Anti-Nuclear Group, supported
by several anarchiets, organised a separate march following
disagreement over the emphasis to be adopted at the 'official’
demonstration.

3S. Members of the ANC, led by | Privacy | are
exerting constant, if subtle, pressure to draw most elements

of LRANA into its ranks. Although unlikely at present, it

must be said that LRANA's lack of party structure or constitution
renders it vulnerable to entryists, particularly from the SWP,

The South London Anti-Nuclear Affinity Group (SLANAG)
unded specifically to coincide with the Stop Urenco
demonstration at Capenhurst in 1978. The group is now active
in all areas of the anti-nuclear scene and enjoyed a prominent
role at the Torness Gathering in 1979, where members of the
group compiled a handbook to cover the event. A founding
BOUber was | Privacy = other leading personalities include
. Privacy (M8& privacy |

>

was

37. The West London Anti-Nuclear Group was inaugurated
about the. same time as SLANAC but has suffered internal rifts
over policy. The group, mz2inly active in the Notting
Hill area, where members hand out leaflets and run a bookstall,

took a major part in organising the LRANA demonstration
againat the trnn.port of nuclear waste. Leading members
Selnde .  Privacy @  Privacy

LR u/. -n
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ndon

The reapectable image promoted by the North

Anti-Nuclear Group is mainly due ®8 Privacy !

iominant personality within the group. Since its

establ|

{ vy

nvolved

munnin

shment about a year ago, members have become
in educational work such as leafletting and
€ a bookstall at Camden Lock, and two or three

members are active within LRANA. Leading figures include

Privacy jand | Privacy :

i
‘BrEhE Interrational Marxist Crvapuome);
ackney Anti-Nuelear Group (HANG), organised
] Privacy i has assumed an activ
¢ the borough position to the transport of
vaate, | Privacy (88 anasehist fron Vet Germany,
involved in the anti-nuclear struggle, although
o epent running his bookshop 'Sunpower' in
Fir ry Park
ae recently formed Waltham Forest Anti Nuslear
I 6 & strong SWP influence on the ste ing comuittee

Howeve

nf

et to become involved within LRANA.

€r anti-nuclear groupe are active at the

f Central London, the North London

vechnic and the London School of Economnics.

Ty, with the exception of SANE, these groups tend
fine their activity within the student community.

he long established anti-nuclear
8, the London Greenpeace Group is one of th

objec

ives. Although currently subject to changes in

"N, providing the accormodation address for both
} Alliance and LRANA. Although the membership
8, a8 newer recruits tend to become involved

11 groups, leading members remain to
wp’ ive_image.

Albert

weir 1
‘£ines such as Peace News and Undercurrents. and

Foar 4 £ v {r ™o
T AnJormation. ihe gr
f

:
M ership ~f the E &y & o llective
ana st d closed except by invitation and
acceptance, {h1s group, formed as an affir ity
r the 1979 Torness sathering, presents a potential
in that ite menbers are committed to struggle

pared to take direct artion to achleve their

membership, the group is expectud to assume an active role

in the
mepbers

are Dave HORFIS,i Privacy

forthcoming occupation e’ Zgrn$ss.
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ea that nuclear power is inherently unsafe and poses a
threat to future generations, there can be little doubt that

-

the movement will become a cogent chreat to public order.”

References of persc..e and organisations mentioned
in this report are containe? in the attached appendix.

Barry Moss

ylc\
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Persons:

Albert BEALE

RF 102/73/L

Privacy

RF L05/78/73

Privacy

RP L02/75/747

Privacy
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