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out nuclear attack on Britamn
1s only one of several altzck
scenarios that should he
laken into  comsiceration
when planning for avil de-
fence. your leader (septem-
ber 28) is in fact repeaung
the Home Office view In 11s
new round of guidance to
local authorities. Its circular
ES1/84. argues that civil de-
fence planning has to main-
tain a high degree of flex-
ihilitv to take account of a
series of possible stages of
conflict, including conven-
tional attack and *Jimited "
nuclear attack.

In 1973. however, Home
Office  circular  ES3/73  ar-
gued: " The current assess-
ments point clearly to nu-

clear war as the overriding
consideration in delermining
preparations to be made for
home defence.” More re-
cently the Home (fice has
Eiven increased emphasis 1o
the supposed threal of con-
ventional attack. This shift
has bheen taken further in
ES1/84 which argues that
‘onventional air attack 1s a
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serious threat to Britain.

What has changed to cause
this distinet shift i threat
assessment ?  (ertainly not
military postures or force
structures,

The Home Office argues
that negotiations could pre-
vent escalation irom conven-
tional to nuclear attack. But
mihtary conflict in Europe
would almost certainly go
nuclear  because  nuclear
weapons are so embedded in
Nato force structures and
military ﬁlanmng._ Remem-
ber. Nato has consistently re-
fused to adopt a no-first-use
nuclear  weapons  policy.
When conflict goes nuclear,
Soviet strategy is to launch

an unrestrained, massive,
cudden nuclear attack on
Britain.

What has changed is the
credibility of the Govern-
ment's civil defence plans.
Although it has succeeded in
getting new legal duties
through Parliament, the Gov-
ernment has repeatedly Jost
the public argument.” The
BMA and Scientists Against
Nuclear Arms, among others,

oKye and
Lochalsh — a preview

WRVS and

with  some 88,

ces

have rubhished the Govern-
ment's civil defence plans
for nuclear attack.

Here lies the answer to
increased emphasis on
conventional attack. It is not
based on changes in military
strategy : rather it is a devi-
ous atter=pt by the Home Of-
fice to boost the credibility
of its civil defence plans.
After all, who can deny
that civil defence prepara-
tions to cope with the effects
of comventional attack would
be_useful. }

But the point is that civil
defence cannot be justified
by reference to conventional
attack because nuclear dev-
astation 1s still the over-
ridicg threat to Brit2in.

In the face of this threat,
the Home Office's attempts
to force local authorities to
make civil defence prepara-
tions are to be deplored.
CND gives its full support to
those nuclear free zone au-
thorities which will not play
the civil defence game—
Fred Barker.
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the mark to say that a large room
with two ‘phones and shutters over
the windows would be the district
control centre.”

Mr Noble said the Government
“almost discounted™ the idex of 4
nuclear attack on this country.
feeling that it would be highly
uritkely because of the “balance of
terror”. Civil defence, he said. wis
relevant for conventional warfar
chemical warfare. and
cmergencies, The Government also
assumed that there would be several
weeks” notice for local authorities 1o

civel

gt their act together”™  hefore
hostilities began.
New  regulations will make

compulsory for all councils 1o 1ak
civil defence exercises when
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Noble said thar ther VT
purdities o the dralt regulatons tor
recaleitrant authorities and staff, as
mdividuals could not be compelicd
totake training i they did not wiog
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Fhe main funcuons of  cnii
defence measures are 1o

Organise

rescue service. dispose of the deu
prevent the spread  of  diseas
provide emergeney food. accon

modation, and (ransport,
organise volunteers such as the e

he relationship of the police 1o
I authorities was, <aid Mr Noble,
incertain issue. There has been
1ggestion that under emergency

~vers the chief constable would

uld be the responsibility of the

: fairly absolute authority. Other
e matters, he said, included rhe

nugement of food rationing and )
role of the military., |
Speaking broadly,” he added. "1t

4 authorities 10 try and keep
iees operating as close 1o normal
very abnormal situation — that
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vience planning seems to brush
the meplications of radiation
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¢ incredibly amateurish.”
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Representatives of Britain’s
6,500 community health doc-
tors voted at the weekend not
to take part in nuclear civil
defence planning until the
Government improve present
plans.

A motion passed at British
Medical Association head-
quarters in London said pre-
sent planning guidance is
“wholly unrealistic to deal
with the health problems
which would occur after a
nuclear attack.”

It called on all doctors to take
no further part in such plan-
ning until their criticisms
were taken into account. The
motion added that BMA
members would be asked to
advise the Government on
how the present plans might
be improved.

The main criticism of the pre-
sent plans is that they are
geared to a conventional
rather than a nuclear war.
Whereas medical supplies and
treatment are best central-
ised for conventional war, it
is though better to decentra-
lise facilities in the event of
nuclear attack.

The BMA's annual conference
of community medicine also
voted in favour of allowing a
“conscience” clause for doc-
tors who did not want to take
jl::art in civil defence planning.

he motion said they should
be excused from such work
without detriment to their
contracts or job security.

In spite of opposition from a
minority of doctors, the meet-
ing agreed that, in general, it
was necessary to plan for the
possibility of a nuclear attack
on Britain.




