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oApartheid. 1. On 30th January 1970 Mr. J. WADDELL, C.B., Deputy .
Under-8ecretary of State, Home Office, handed to the Deputy
Novement. Assistant Commissioner, Special Branch, for appropriate

action, two’ lettérs &dddréssed privatsly to the Rt. Hon.
L. James CALLAGHAN, M.P., in which questions of police
practice and propriety.in regard to public meetings were
raised by Members of Parliament conmected with the Anti-
Apartheid Movement. :
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_ 2 - The letters, both dated 26th January 1970, were:-

(1) PFrom Frank D, M.P., (a) questioning the
expenditure of pedice time It reporting speeches by Members
of Parliament @nd others at public meetings of the Anti-
Apartheid Movement, particularly those he addressed at
Portsmouth on 24st January 1970 and Bournemouth on
23pd January 1970, and (b) asking to what other organisations
it was the practice to‘devote similar attention, and '

(2) From 'Mr. JUDD jointly with Peter;JAC%%ONé M.P. and
Prank HOOLEY, M,I a) questioning THE DO y of
HTormEt "Sd'O\talned being communicated by police
of ficers to e Press, particularly in the case of an .
article, headed "Cricket Raids: the men who stayed silent®,

Ubllshed in the "Dally Express" on 22nd January 1970, and
%b) claiming to have evidence that officers of Specxal
Branch had passed information concerning other organisations
to %The Times",.

3e Urgent enquiries, as directed, have been made with
a view to answering the issues raised in the letters, as
follows:~

(a) Meetings of the Anti-Apartheid Movement (an
egalitarian organisation founded in 1960 with the object of
influencing public opinion in favour of a general boycott of
South African produce) have not ordinarily been of
sufficient interest to police to warrant their attendance on
grounds other than the preservation of public order.

(v) However, through extengion of the boycott campaig
to other South African activities abroad, notably sporting
events, opportunities have developed Ffor reaching a wider.
public and among certain elements of the Movement emphasgis
has shifted from attempts at mere discouragement of public
support to attempts at actual disruption of the events
themselves. :
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(¢) This trend reached practical expression in the
formation in October 1969 of the Stop the 'Seventy Tour
Committee (referred to in the "Daily Express" artlcle), an
ad-hoc offshoot of the Movement proper, the declared aims of
which in respect of the coming visit of a South African
cricket team are touched upon in the article mentioned,
which was no doubt prompted by the recent incidents of
damage and dlsflgurement at county cricket grounds.

(a) With regard to the employment of police at meetlngs
of the Anti-Apartheid Movement currently, this practice is
a precautionary one necessitated by past incidents of
disorder or possible disorder involving large-scale police
attendance at sporting events, particularly those of the
present South African rugby foetball tour, and is designed
to obtain information on future events likely to bear on
public order, as well as to detecat possible offences by
those . participating. ,

(e) With regard to the meetings addressed by Mr. JUDD,
it has.been established that the earlier, at .Portsmouth, was
not in fact attended by police or anybody acting on thsir
behalf, The seécond, at Bournemouth, was attended by an
officer of the Dorset and Bournemouth Constabulary whose
duties, in addition to those outlined in (&), included
ensuring that the speakers weire not prevented from .
delivering their speeches and the -identification of likely
trouble-makers for that and future occasions. ,

(£) Wwith regard to police practice "generally,. publlc
meetings of any organisation appearing to merit attention on
any of the grounds set out in (d) and (e) will normally-be
attended by police in furtherance of their duties under
Common Law and the various enactments governing the holding
of meetings and the expresgsion of opinions in public. i

(g) With regard to the suggestion in the second letter
that information obtained in this way might possibly be
communicated to the Press, it is, of course, expressly .
forbidden under the terms of the Official Secrets Acts for
police to méke unauthorised disclosures of dnything learned
in the course of their duties and. officers are especially
mindful of the hieed for caution in dealing with employees of
public information media.

(h) 'With regard to the specific suggestion that
information obtained by police might have been passed to the
writer of the "Daily Express" article of 22nd January 1970,
it may be stated that the meeting of the Anti-Apartheid
Movement to which it principally refers was a private one
restricted to credential-holders and was not and could not-be
attended by police. It is, indeed, stated in the article
and has been confirmed by enguiry (v. paragraph (i)) that the
information on which it is based was derived from a
commercially-produced focument copies of which are known to
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