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from these struggles.

We occasionally try to concentrate on one
particular issue: this time around we have put
together several articles about drug use inside.
Mostly they are about the Mandatory Drug tests,
introduced in 1995 to (allegedly) cut down the
massive use of illegal drugs inside. We had hoped
there would be more stuff here on other aspects of
the “Drug Problem”. We have some stuff on the
internal workings of prison drug culture. One issue
largely untouched is the whole question of LEGAL
drugs prescribed by the authorities to keep
prisoners subdued, the chemical cosh etc. We
have very little on this because no-one has written
about it. However just because it's not in this issue

Welcome to Taking Liberties, the paper that
subverts our jails. As regular readers will know,
we try to report on the abuse
and brutality of the Justice” sys-
tem, and the many individual
and collective ways working class

people fight back against it. As well as discussing
some of the issues that and problems that arise

doesn’t mean someone out there will be writing off
on this subject to us even now...
As always, this paper is there for prisoners to use

s P as their own, so any prisoners (or those
E c l 4 on the outside) who want

or add anythin
to what'’s covered here, criticise ,
whatever, please get writing.
One last thing. most of these articles were written
before the General Erection in May, due to the
slow process of producing this newssheet, we
didn't get it out in time. We%

reference to Michael Howard, the Tories etc. We
wait to see if Jack Straw will carry on being
bloodthirstier than thou when it comes to crime
and prisons. We suspect nothing will change, as
usual. Straw's list of proposed 'anti-crime'
measures more than carry on with Howard's
dreams control and repression for working class
communities.

MORE ON MICHAEL HOWARD - PAGE 4

to respond
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aven’t changed every

LIKE STRANGEWAYS NEVER HAPPENED -

This article was written before Mandatory Drug Testing was introduced. Before all the recent tests showing the tests

to be increasing prisoners' use of hard drugs. Clearly it didn't take Mystic Meg to see what would happen.

This year sees the introduction of random drug-
testing into british prisons. A large percentage of
prisoners are adamant that they will refuse to be
tested and will instead opt for the ‘bad boy’ wings
which are being set up to house the incomigibles
who refuse to give up their cannabis. With Home
Leave cut by 40%, more and more people going
to prison every day, and a Home Secretary who
seems to think that our prisons are not ‘austere’
enough, is it any wonder that the prison system is
on the verge of some very major disturbance?
Random drug testing is just another kick in the
testicles for the prison system, it will take up more
man-hours that could be put to better use, such as
rehabilitating the prisoners, for instance. The
Prison Service manifesto claims to treat prisoners
with respect and dignity. As one long-termer at
HMP High Down commented, “There ain't nothing
dignified about pissing in a bottle, it ain’t so long
ago we was pissing in buckets instead of toilets,
the system seems lo be going backwards.”

Prisoners have been told that random tests have
been introduced so that the authorities can
‘identify the prisoner who does not take drugs and
reward him with forward moves, temporary
release, 'drug-free’ wings and prisons etc.”

Derek Lewis [head of Prison Service at time of
writing - Ed], on the other hand, told parfiament
that the reason for drug-testing was “..to identify
the drug-users and punish them.” The official
Home Office version seems to differ somewhat
from the version told to prisoners. So why have
drugs suddenly become the hot issue of the
moment in prison? The answer is simple, it is a
smokescreen to
cover up the short-
comings of the
prison system as a
whole and the
inadequacies of the
* ministers in charge.
The spate of distur-

bances towards the end of last year were blamed
on drugs, and with the help of the tabloid press the
Home Office are painting a picture of berserk
prisoners, high on drugs going around starting
nots, wrecking prisons and just generally being
responsible for the breakdown of the system.
Anyone who has spent more than a week in
risons will know this is absolute nonsense.
;;:nﬁl the mid-1970s, the currency in prison was
tobacco. The only drugs a prisoner ever saw were
normally given to him in handfuls by the medical
staff or administered via needle by several large
members of staff, usually after the prisoner had
kicked off. In the 1980s cannabis became the
main currency among most prisoners although it
has never replaced tobacco altogether. By 1992
there were three main bartering currencies in
prison, tobacco, cannabis and phone cards.
Cannabis became the oil that kept the wheels of
imprisonment tuming, with cannabis you could get
both phone cards and tobacco and likewise with
phone cards and tobacco you could get cannabis,
a nice balance. Cannabis tends to make the user
mellow out and retreat quietly into himself, itis not
the sort of drug to take if you are just about to
participate in any sort of disturbance, neither are
you likely to get into many arguments while under
the influence of cannabis, unless it's about how
many mars bars you can eal. In fact most prison-
ers use cannabis as an aid to sleeping. A joint
before midnight can make even the hardest prison
bed seem comfortable! Cannabis is not a riot drug
and up till now most prison officers have tumed a
blind eye to it for precisely that reason. Cannabis
= quiet laid-back prisonﬁrs = no control problems.
But things are rapidly changing.
Consi:;g' this, if drug tests gecome com&uisory in
prison are the prisoners likely to stick to their
present ’?attern of drug taking, ie smoking
cannabis? It would seem not, as this would mean
a 28 to 1 against chance that he or she would test
positive. Cannabis is a ‘bulky’ drug, an ounce is

the size of a golf ball and pretty hard to conceal.
With visitors being routinely targeted, smuggling
cannabis into prison is no longer the cakewalk it
has been in the past. Now consider the
altemative. Heroin can be flushed from your body
in 2 or 3 days and, as any heroin user
knows, even if you test positive you
have still got an out, as many  _
everyday foods and medicines
can also make the test incon-
clusive. Cheese for example
can show positive in a test for
heroin and without the sophis-
icated labaratory equipment
needed to differentiate in time
the tests are useless, Heroin is
e el
1] c'ou t
ﬂeromo keep a junkie
going for a week ina
package no bigger
than half a rizla
paper. A

-
b
’

crackdown on
drugs means a
crackdown on cannabis,
heroin is too hard to find in ran-
dom searching.
6 The heroin revolution is already underway
in British prisons, forced on us by the present
climate of ‘austerity’ issuing from the Home Office.
When the bleak and barren landscape inside
British prisons is being touted by the Home
Secretary as “Not austere enough” most prisoners
will combat his new regimes by reaching for the
skag. After all, if the Secretary lives in a
fantasy world why shouldn’t the prisoner? At this
moment the heroin heads are in the minority but it
will not be long before the occasional cannabis
user sees the light and gives up his risky puff for a
nice safe addictive boot of heroin.
Every prisoner knows that the residue of one joint

\!‘“I_l' 7_ ?

Razor Smith. PJ2679.

Control Unit HMP Albany
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can be detected in the body for up to 28 days

after being smoked. Heroin on the other hand can

be flushed from the

systemin2to 3

Heroin is an addic-
tive drug (unlike cannabis)
and is the cause of more violence and trouble in
jail than any other one factor. Heroin addicts will
do virtually an‘vthing to get their hands on their
drug. They will sell their own Tms‘.sessions and
anyone else’s they can sleal. will rob other
prisoners (and on one occasion a BT engineer in
a ptison to repair a phone!) at knifepoint. They will
run up large debts that they have no intention of
ﬁa)dn?andmenputmemselvesintheuockand
ope fora move to a jail where they will repeat the

process over again. Cont, on back page

risoners

ey



DRUGS, PRISON AND THE

PRODUCTION OF CRIME

A SERIOUS PROBLEM

In 1989, 6500 people were said fo be drug-dependent
on entry to prison. This official figure is probably
accurate. If prisoners are addicied when they enter the
prison system, it is in their interest to say so, because
they (uniike those who become addicted while inside)
will not be punished but given medical treatment. This is
however much more limited than they would receive
outside, in the NHS, and so withdrawal problems are
likely to make them start to use illegal drugs: the effect
of NHS treatmentis likely to be reversed in prison (Drugs
on the inside 4, Penal Affairs Consortium, DI hereafter)
*. So the Home Office estimates that the number of drug
addicts in prison is now 3000. The others have vanished
from the statistics, even if they remain addicts. This, and
all other figures for illegal drug users in prison are
necessarily underestimates, because punishment must
cause at least some prisoners to refuse to admit use.
Official reports say drugs are more available inside
prison than outside. The finding of the famous 1996
report on Styal Womens Prison by Judge Tumim, then
Chief Inspector of Prisons, which said that inmates and
staff agreed that drugs were freely available inside and
that inmates had been introduced to drugs for the first
ime inside, has been repeated for many prisons, from
Comton Vale (Scoliand's women's prison) to the Wolds
(the first prison to be run by a private company). Many
inmates writing to ABC groups have confirmed that in
the prisons where they are held, drugs continue to be
more available, and cheaper, than on the streets of say
Moss Side or Brixton, and that they were offered hard
drugs for the first ime when inside.

Several recent studies of drug use in prison suggest that
about 10% of male prisoners and 11% of female
prisoners are drug dependent. In a prison population of
60,000, that men's over 6000 addicts - but this figure is
certainly an underestimate and the number is rapidy
ising. A major reason for this is the switch from soft
drugs o hand drugs. Many prisoners used hammless
drugs ke cannabis before entering prison, and continue
touse drugs tomake life bearable inside. Butif they wish
o continue drug use, they are forced 1o change to hard
drugs to reduce the risk of detection through random
drug tests. The increase in hard drug use is a direct con-
sequence of the introduction of the Mandatory Drug
Testing designed (so prison officials and poliicians
claim) lo reduce drug use in prison.

The reason is simply that traces of cannabis can remain
detectable in the body up 1o 30 days after consumption,
while hercin and cocaine are out of it in only two days
andarrpmml'mareo.tnuchys(ﬂm} This

Apnsomrlru‘nPel'hBranl-kﬂe wrote to Inside Time
(Summer 1996): “prisoners who once took a smoke of
hashish to get them through a black spot of tedium, are
now going over more and more to hard drugs that are
outof their system in days rather than weeks..." Nor was
it a secret known only 1o prisoners. Even the Home
Office recorded some ‘disquiet’ that inmates were
switching to hard drugs for this same reason, and that
prison staff were aware of the fact (DI 7). Screws,
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experts and civil servants all know that random
mandatory testing must increase hard drug use in
prison, and if the palificians don't know this, ifs because

they're wituly ignorant or stupic. Or both.

CONTROLLING PRISONERS

Thosemsmdypdmhavebngaoceptedm
prisons cannot|
function unless |
inmates co-oper- |
ate with their
guards. It would
be prohibitively
expensive for the
state to run
prisons if
prisoners were
always obstruc-
tive. Drugs have;.
long formed a
means of ensur- |

administrators |
have depended
on them. Drugs
used range from
the legal (tobacco
as prisoner-con-
trolled internal

)bﬂnnadcal(hanﬁmrsardpsydmop-
ics) and illegal (akcohol brewed within prison). Prisoners
regarded as especially troublesome got a heavy - and
dangerous - dose of tranquilisers by forcible injection -
known as the liquid cosh. All those drugs are siill in use,
Alongside the other illegal drugs which have become
more prominent. Drugs in prison accumulate and
spread rather than replacing each other. lllegal drugs are
just one means of control available to screws along with
legal drugs, conventional disciplinary toois from loss of
remission to strip-cells and body belts, and the
establishment of intemal hierarchies through a network
of dealers - iIn tobacco or drugs, enforced by favours and

brutality.

According to Paddy Joe Hil, the prisons he was in over
17 years were awash with home-made alcohol. But
aloohol has its drawbacks - drunk prisoners can be
violent and disrupfive, and prisoners, not screws, control
its production and distnbution. Howard's policies
promised that prisons would soon be badly
overcrowded, while economies were forcing cutbacks in
staffing levels and prisoner privileges and distractions,
like education. lllegal drugs offered a solution. It's easier
for screws to control supply and distribution, because
drugs have to be brought in, and since they are much
more compact than alcohol, it's more feasible to
smuggle them in. By 1992, .hxbaTurmmsrq:orhg
that not only were prisoners openly drinking home-made
alcoholin front of staffin Long Lartin, buthard drugs were
easier to find inside the prison than out - in Wymolt,
where they were openly on sale. In 1994, Anthony
Middieton reported in the Big Issue (no. 105) on the wide

t| availability of cannabis in m'l.klhﬂady

cannabis makes prisoners more

prthtnw,ofhPdeuanﬂ.'lmﬁht
that any prison warder would want pisoners b iake
cannabis, rather than prison—brewed alcohal.” Prison
officers were said to tum a blind eye to its use and even

] lodaql in it themselves, to make their job easier.

screws have been caught and themseives

_‘ jaled for dealing. And there was a suggestion that they

might ‘colluce’ with prisoners to prevent disorder when

| tesing was introduced, so that the peaceful situation

might continue. An official report blamed the 1994 ot in
Everthorpe ona crackdown causing a shortage of drugs
in the Humberside prison.

In Inside Time's 1996 survey, equal numbers (44%) of
prisoners reported that they had access to alcohol and
hard drugs, but hard drugs were much more fréquently
available than alcohal, and cannabis continued to be
more readily available than either. But Tumim’s
headlining-grabbing reports had geared up Michael
Howard's new piison agency fo prevent prisoners from

| getting stoned out of their minds every night on the drug
| of their choice. The Criminal Justice Act (1994) gave
| screwslegal powerto make prisoners give piss samples
| fordug testing, and by March 1996, mandatory random
= dug testing was routine in all prisons. Cannabis makes

possible the economical control of prisons, but does
tte to change its users. Drug testing changes drug use,

to crime, who also remain amenable to control. The
state is prepared o spend £4.2 milion a year on drug
testing, although as a means of discovering the extent of
the drugs ‘problem’ or of reducing it, the drug testing

instantly available. A copper's dream.
THE DRUG ECONOMY

f the siate contributes £4.2 million towards this scheme
of control, then prisoners and their friends probably
contribute even more. lllegal drugs make control
possible literally at the expense of those subject to
control. But who gets the money? The answer depends
on who brings the drugs in.

We are constantly ioid that if's visitors who bring drugs
in. Those of us who visit prisoners frequently know that
can't be wholly true. We are no longer allowed fo take
anything in, such as pens, unsealed packets of
cigarettes (sometimes no fags at all), nappies for babies
we may have with us. Purses, wallets, coats and shoes
pess through a sophisticated X-ray machine, while we
go through a sensitive metal detector...Then we're
rubbed down in a mildly embarrassing fashion -
although some people (we've only heard of it happening
o women) are subject to full sinp searches. If you were
reckless, you might get a tiny quantity of drugs through,
in your mouth or a thick bit of clothing. You'd then have
I pass it over to the prisoner a few feet away from a
screw who has nothing to do butwalch you, undemeath
a TV camera. The prisoner must then get it through a
further search, which may include an intemal body
search, which may be videoed. It is simply impossible
for the large quantities of drugs consumed in
prisons to be brought in by visitors.

That leaves service workers and screws to bring drugs
in. The allegation that screws bring drugs in has been
made belore. In Inside Time's survey in 1995 (before
testing was widespread) 14% of respondents said they
got their drugs from visitors and only 12% got them from

bringing in large quantities, and ing the dealers
nsde Tl : e
ofher things. If's been forcibly argued (by Mie

on BBC TV Newsnight on 24th January 1997) that

prison officers brought in boltcutiers used to cut through
a fence so as to enable six top security prisoners fo

I (atiomp) escape. Ifthey were broughtin by visitors, then

system s worthless. If's inaccuracy is notorious.
One academic study says that 5-10% of tests give
The number of reports that ABC and other organisations
have received suggests that the tests are even less
accurate. Some prisoners substituted tap water for piss
and the tests gave a positive result for the presence of
drugs (what do they put in prison tap water?) Prisoners
can have another fest done by a laboratory, but they
have 1o pay for it - we understand the costis £18, a lot of
money for a prisoner and more than most have avai-
able. The lab testis not any more reliable.
Brian Hosie (Inside Time, Summer 1996) wrote: ‘1 have
knowledge of prisoners who have been taking drugs
heavily and yet their fest came back negative...In
another instance, three drug users used a clean
s uiné and the result was that two came back
negalive and the third proved posifive for alcohal.” Now,
prisoners have o pissin a jar while screws watch, which
doesn't make the test any more accurate but prevents
i from showing how inaccurate it is.
Prison officials are gullible, and private companies are
always selling them security devices that cost a lot and
don't work properly. Drug tests are just another of these.
But the £4.2 million isn't wasted. The fact that the tests
are crap doesn't matter: they are simply another means
of control. Prisoners tell us that they are not in practice
often, others not at all. They are very much under the
control of the screws, and so wide open to the
fabrication of results. Prisoners can be instantly fitted up,
with ‘incontrovertible’ scientific evidence against them

they would have to have first been taken into the visiting

thought,” muses Jeremy Hardy, comedian and
campaigner for one of the ‘escapees’, (Danny
MacNamee, a fitted-up prisoner). “They were 2 feetlong.”
Clearly screws can bring in what they like, even fo the

" I highest security jails. And they have strong motives for

bringing in drugs - it makes their job easier, and they
make a lot of money. Strict searching of visitors and
prisoners can serve to maintain monopoly control of the

» drugs business. A weaker case than the above has

what are we alleging here? That the state spends
money soas toenable it mostlowly servants o profitand
exercise power illegally and so beyond its control? Or is
this a state conspiracy?

It seems like it. What we're saying here may not ofien be
said in public, but it's not secret, and nor is it mere
speculation. Everyone involved in the penal system right
up to Michael Howard must know that drug tests are
naccurate and ineffective in preventing drug use, that
they push inmate cannabis use towards hard drug use
and that screws deal drugs. Everyone knows that hard
drugs are integral 1o the prison system and that control
of prisoners depends on them. The swilch to hard drugs
due tothe continuing enforcement of drug testing cannot
be regarded as an unfortunate side-effect unintended by
state officials. Dealing by screws and by inmates who
are not addicts but professional dealers in or outside
prison, is not done in defiance of the state but in
conformity with its poliics - and so it conlinues, more
fimly entrenched than ever.

The pattem is familiar. The privatisation of control, tned
and tested in prisons in the years of the tobacco barons,
has been extended and taken over by the state’s own
officials acting in a private capacity, much as public
resources like water have been prvatised and handed
over fo other favoured indviduals. In retum, the officials
deliver a service (in prisons, of control and of the
production of a preferred type of prisoner) for which the
state can deny all responsibility. What screws do, need
not be directly controlied: the context in which they do it
and the limits on what they can do ensure that their work,

o



"LET JUSTICE BE DONE

OR THE HEAVENS FALL"

Raphael Rowe of the M25 Three went on hunger
strike for three weeks in March-April, in protest at
the endless Home Office delaying of the reviewing
of his case. Raphael, together with Randolph
Johnson and Michael Davis, was jailed for life for
a night of robberies and murder in Surrey in 1988.
The evidence against the M25 three was negligi-
ble, with plenty of alibi evidence. Witnesses' de-
scriptions didn't fit them, but did fit early suspects,
who late became prosecution witnesses and may
have been paid rewards to teslify against the three
- despite admitting to some involvement in the
crimes. This is only the tip of the iceberg of the
dodgy stuff in this case.

On going on hunger strike, Raphael issued this
statement:

“As of Monday 31st March 1997 | will be refusing
all food substances and going on a hunger strke
for justice. To protest to death my innocence and
wrongful imprisonment, and to protest over the un-
just way the Home Secretary Michael Howard has
dealt with my case in the past three years, by mis-
leading me into believing a decision on whether he
would refer my wrongful conviction back to the
Court of Appeal, would be reached before respon-
sibility for reviewing cases is handed over lo the
Criminal Cases Review Commission on 31st
March 1997.

The Home Secretary has caused me psychologi-
cal torture. In November 1995 | was informed by
the Home Office that my representations of May
1994 were receiving priority over all other cases
and that my case was being treated with consider-
able urgency and priority.

This lie was repeated throughout the whole of 1996.
In January 1997 the Home Office Minister Timothy
Kirkhope admitted that consideration of my case
representations were badly delayed in the past but
were again being given some priority.

On the 28th February the Home Secretary Michael
Howard told the Shadow Home Secretary Jack
Straw:

“.in view of the earlier delays in dealing with Mr
Rowe's case, he has been given an undertaken
that a decision will be taken on his representations
before responsibility for reviewing allegations of
wrongful conviction is handed over to the Criminal
Cases Review Commission on 31st March.”

Then on the 20th March 1997 Timothy Kirkhope
wrote to Sir Edward Gamier MP stating that:
“..the Home Secretary and | have wanted very
much to reach a decision on this case...unfortu-
nately...we have had to conclude that it will not be
possible to do so before the responsibility for con-
sidering cases of alleged miscarriage of justice
transfers to the new Criminal Cases Review
Commission...they can decide what action, if any,
is required...this inevitably means there will be
some further delay before a decision is taken.”

| conclude that | can no longer take this torture of
injustice and delay. If | die on my hunger strike for
justice | blame Michael Howard and the Home
Office.

Let Justice be done or the heavens fall.”

Three weeks into his hunger strike, the Home
Office capitulated, announcing that the case would
be going to be reviewed by the new Commission
as a matter of urgency. Raphael called off his
hunger strike in response.

We must keep up the pressure though, so as New
Labour get the message.

- Write to Raphael Rowe in support of his ac-
tions. Don't forget the other M25 prisoners(see
below).

- Write to the M25 Three Campaign, 28 Grimsel
Path, London, SE5 0TB, offerring support.

- Write to the Criminal Cases Review
Commission, Alpha Tower, Suffolk Streel,
Queensway, Birmingham, B1, o demand they
Do deal with this case, and not backirack.

- Raise this case in your union, political group,
community group, street, pub and CREATE
SOME ACTION.

Raphael Rowe, MP3660, HMP Maidstone, County Road, Maidstone, Kent.
Michael Davis, MP3661, HMP Maidstone, County Road, Maidstone, Kent.
Randolph Johnson, MP3903, HMP Long Lartin, S. Littleton, Evesham, WR11 5TZ.

SATPAL N WANNO

Satpal Ram is still serving life for the ‘murder’ of a
racist who attacked him in a restaurant, forcing
Satpal to defend himself;the man died after refus-
ing medical treatment. In his eleven years inside,
as well as constantly fighting for his release,
Satpal has refused to submit to the shit treatment
the authorities mete out to prisoners, especially
ones who won't play the game ( ie admit ‘uilt’).

Most recently, Satpal was forcibly moved from
Gartree prison to Wandsworth in a body belt, after
being ‘suspected’ of involvement in an ‘incident’.
As usual this was a fitup designed to harass Satpal
and justify moving him again. He was denied ac-
cess o his property, spent two days in a strip cell,
and is still being held in solitary confinement.

RIS

RADICAL & REVOLUTIONARY, CLASS
STRUGGLE, ALTERNATIVE BOOKS
PAMPHLETS AND MAGAZINES AND MUCH
MORE... SEND AN SAE FOR A LIST.

| S|

Satpal went on hunger strike for over two weeks,
demanding a move back to Gartree, and end to
the brutality and hassles. This was supported by a
picket of Wanno by Satpal's supporters on May 3rd.
Satpal’s tariff (the minimum sentence to be served
before a lifer can be released on licence) of 12
years is up next year, but as he refuses to admit
‘quilt’ they’ll probably keep him in longer unless
WE force them to let him out. :
Contact Birmingham Prisoners Solidarity, PO
Box 3241, Birmingham, B8 3DP, or the Free
Satpal Campaign on 0121 331 1511.

Satpal Ram, E94164, has been moved to
HMP Exeter,- New North Rd, Exeter, EX4 4EX

ROWNIE LATEST

Ronnie Easterbrook is sfill on hunger strike ofter 5 months!
He started in Jonuary, in profest ot his treatment in
Belmarsh Prison’s Segregation Unit, ond
demanding that he be moved fo o lower category joil.
Ronnie, who is 65, i serving 4 life sentences for taking part
in o robbery set up by o police spy. Ever since his conviction
he has been brutolised ond abused by vorious prisons,
including deliberate floodings of his cell, repeated messing
with his food, trumped-up charges. From 1995 he wos on o
dirty profest agoinst this horassment, which led to him
going fo Belmarsh where things only got worse.
Ronnie knows he will die in joil, but he wonts to go to o C
(ategory joil, and an end to the obuse.
At present Ronnie is on food supplements which have
stabilised his weight, and he is in good spirits. There has
been no movement us yet from the Prison Service on his
demonds. More info os we get it.

Send him a letter or card of support:

Ronnie Easterbrook, B88459, HSU, HMP
Belmarsh, Western Way, London, SE28 OEB.

The widespread publicity and protest around
the case of Roisin McAliskey seems fo have
paid off somewhat.
Roisin has imprisoned
without charge since
November1996, be-
ing held in Holloway
Jail pending deportation to Germany, where the
state wants to bring ‘terrorism’ charges against her
in connection with an alleged IRA bombing in
Osnabruck. Roisin is nine months pregnant, the
baby was due (at time of writing). Despite this she
has been subject to the same harsh and brutal
conditions alleged IRA members are kept in:
closed visits, ie behind a glass screen; for family
and legal visitors, being denied exercise, being
kept in her cell 23 hours a day and constant
stripsearching. Unsurprisingly given the general
treatment of pregnant prisoners, (remember the
women being shackled while giving birth last
year?), she has been in poor health, and there
have been fears for the child.

All this despite the weakness of the case against
her in Germany, which relies on one set of finger-
prints found on a fag packet, found in connection

ROISIN & HER MOTHER BERNADETTE

FREE ROISIN

i i

a fiat german authorities say the IRA used there.
Supporters say she is in jail because of her name.
Her mother is
Bernadette
McAliskey, a promi-
nent republican and
former MP,(who once
used her elected status to physically attack the
Home Secretary in the House of Commons after
the Bloody Sunday shootings in 1972. That's what
we CALL parliamentary privilege!)
Roisin’s supporters have been campaigning for
her release, with pickets, meetings efc, and this
has achieved a minor victory in that Roisin was re-
leased temporarily on May 23rd to have the baby,
on condition she goes back to Holloway after-
wards. This is clearly an improvement on being
chained to the bed with a screw leering at you as
you bring your child into the world.
The campaign ain’t over though - Roisin will be
allowed to keep her child in Holloway's mother and
baby unit(for a limited time), but is still scheduled
to be deported. But Kani Yilmaz, the european
Kurdish PKK representative, is in the same posi-
tion: being held uncharged pending deportation to
. . Germany. He has been in

Fuascailt, (Irish
republican prisoners’
support group), PO Box
3923, London, NW5 1RA.
Tel 0181 985 8250.

Meanwhile there’s no doubt
the campaigning work forced
this concession.

¥ Congratulations to Roisin and
her supporters. With a bit
pregnant prisoner will be of-
fered the same concession.
Let's get working!
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PRISONERS' JUSTICE DAY

Every year on Prisoners Justice Day, August 10th, the Anarchist
Black Cross Network and other supporters of prisoners’ struggles
hold demonstrations and pickets, mostly outside prisons and police
stations. This is to commemorate all the people who have died in
prison - by their own hand, murdered or through neglect and abuse
-and to support and promote prisoners’ resistance to the whole ‘in-
justice’ system.

In the past we have annoyed the authorities at Pentonville,
Holloway, Brixton, Armley, Strangeways, Winson Green jails among
others. Last year 80 people marched from Holloway to Pentonville,
and there were large and angry pickets of Norwich and
Strangeways. Since we are small groups working in a neglected
and mostly unnewsworthy area of class society, our actions have
usually been small and get little attention. For all that we have had
a lot of positive responses from people visiing prisons and other
people passing by. : , ; _

We are starting to get organised for Prisoners Justice Day this year.
We would like this annual event to break out of the tiny group of sub-
versives that attend at the moment. In Canada, where Prisoners
Justice Day was thought up, 1000s of prisoners go on hunger and
work strikes to remember inmate dead, while 100s of people hold
marches, vigils, radio shows, gigs and more on the outside. We
know how difficult it is to organise inside jails, and the inevitable
comeback on any con who sticks their neck out, but wouldn't it be
brilliant if loads of prisons here were paralysed for a day - at the
least! - as a show of strength and resistance to the way of life and
death in UK jails?

If anyone, inside or out is interested in holding a PJD event, getin
touch with your local ABC group. Let's make this event big and
powerful, and start really threatening the prison authorities control.

BASH THE FASH

We have learned that William Browning, a leading mem-
ber of the fascist Combat 18 group, is currently being held
in Brixton Prison. According to our informant this gent is buk
lying and pushing around other cons there, ond distributing
fascist literature inside. Needless to say, several screws are
said to be very sympathetic towards him and his views.
(Screws have always been mainstays of farrightwing
groups. In the 70s large numbers joined the NF, some
openly wearing NF insignia as part of their uniforms; today
not a few are members of the British National Party, or have
leanings in that direction.) It is no surprise then that
Browning is able to get away with circulating rightwing
shite in jail, despite Brixion’s ‘lough’ stance on letting in
Class War and Toking Liberties in the past. Scum like this
should be on Rule 43 for their own protection, but since he
isn't we can only hope somebody decides to deal with him
soon, to put a stop to his dangerous and reactionary
gorbage.

LONG LARTIN AT IT AGAIN

Framed prisoner Ray Gilbert has been getting the usual treatment met-
ed out to anyone who steps out of line in today’s prison system.
Ray and several other prisoners went on a hunger strike in the Segregation
Unit of Long Lartin jail in May. They were protesting at the way their food was
being messed with, their mail repeatedly stopped, and a local decision from
the governor to stop paying any prison wages to men in the Seg Unit. Ray’s
hunger strike lasted 10 days.
According to Ray the Seg Unit is in a terrible condition, showers and loilets
filthy, while the heating system keeps screws warm, but leaves inmates’ cells
are “like an icebox”. The Governor’s refusal to pay the Seg prisoners wages
is being taken to a Judicial Review by solicitors. Ray has been denied ac-
cess to his own property since he was briefly moved to Woodhill prison two
months ago. Since then his gear has been kept from him, in reception. He is
also going to court over the way he has been bounced from Seg Unit, to the
Wing, and back to the Seg, constantly, having been told the Wings “won't
have him.”
He asks that people write and protest over this harassment to:

- Mr Mullen, Long Lartin's Govemor, and Mr Yeoman, Segregation Unit

Govemor, at HMP Long Lartin, South Littleton, Evesham, WR11 5TZ

Send letters of support to Ray Gilbert, H10111, at the same address.

POLISH ANTI-FASCISTS CONVICTED
As we reported in the last issue of Taking Liberfies, 13 people from the Polish fown of
Radomsko wera due to be fried for the killing of o neo-nazi bonehead during o
confrontation between neo-nazis and local youth back in March of 96. Leading up to this

T C I8

incident, fosdst gangs had been regularly bullying and beating up local youths whilst the
authorities and police just furned a blind eye. Deciding they’d had enough of being
victims, some of these youths gathered together and a fight broke out with the neo-nazis
which resvited in one of them being killed. The trial has now finished. 8 people were
fread but the following 5 got sent down:

TOMASZ WILKOSZEWSKI - got 15 years for murder; GREGORZ PASAK -
3 years 6 months; RAFAT SOCHA -3 years 6 months; ANDRZE) SZCZES-
NIEWSKI-3 years
These are being held at: ARESZT SLEDCZY, UL. W.P. 24, 97-300 PIOTRKOW TRYB, POLAND
MARIUSZ ZYCH - got 3 years.

He is at: ZAKTAD KARNY, MECKA WOLA, POLAND
ﬂr#ﬁqhmﬂqﬁdh&mﬂmhmhmﬂdhd«shhﬁﬁt
costs.
For more information contact: MRE-Box 74, 04-520 Warsaw 106, Poland
or ACK/ABC-ul. Gontyna 1/2, 30-203 Krakow, Poland
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lot of prisoners. Having sai

former  underling,

Widdecombe said

him,, and she's not wrong.

As we said on page 1, we don't
hold out much hope in the New
the
tit
was fun to see Michael Howard get
turfed out, and even more fun to
watch him being savaged by his
Anne
Widdecombe. Nothing like a
quarrel among rich thieves to
cheer us up! Many of us leamed to
hate Howard for the rabid middle
class lawyer he is. His list of crimes
against the working class is too
long to mention. Politicians may
just be representatives & servants
of the bourgeais class, but he was
a very effective one. Anne
there's
something dark, “of the night", in

Labour Government improvii
d tha

Mind you, she can fucking talk!!!

| Stir crazy.

BEFORE AFTER

Not so cocky now, eh?

Drugs Test Loophole

Prisoners dealing with
Mandatory drug test will no
doubt be interested to hear
about the following bit of
detective work by one of
our friends on the inside.

A copy of a Board of Visitors
magazine last summer (AMBOV
Quarterly) contained a list of
instructions to Governors from
the Home Office. it included
1G/30/96 as follows;
‘Amendments to Discipline
Manual - New Guidance on drug
offences.... reaffirming right of
prisoners to contesting sample
results, to' cross-examine
laboratory scientist! (their
exclamation mark). "

Our friend tried this out with a
mate who tested positive for
drugs and was due to go before
the govemor. He pleaded not
guilty and asked to be able to
cross-examine the scientist. At
first the Governor blanked his
request and found him guilty, he
lost 21 days. But when the guy
complained about the adjudica-
tion via a Request/Complaint
form, he got a reply from PSHQ,
telling him that his conviction
was quashed, his days were
given back and the conviction
was erased from his record.
This is how it works - the
paperwork that comes from the
lab saying a sample is positive
only amounts to hearsay
evidence unless the person who
tested the sample is there to be

|
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We hear from down under that a riot broke out at the recently opened, high-tech Woodford
Correctional centre on April 1st. The repair bill s estimated at over amillion dollors as a third

questioned. The Home Office
are well aware of this, so what
they do is instruct Govemors to
allow anyone to cross examine
the scientist. The one thing that
they don't do is tell governors to
inform prisoners of this right
(surprise!). The rule is there on
the books, all nice and legal, but
nobody knows it exists except
the people who are running the
show. Now, for a prisoner to
question the scientist, he must
be granted legal aid, because a
prisoner is not legally qualified
to cross-examine an expert
witness! No-one can be
convicted just on hearsay
evidence, not even on a
govemor's adjudication.

Soif a con disputes a test result,
he should claim his right under
1G/30/96. Ask for a legal aid
application and get a barrister
on his adjudication. Of course,
the cash-strapped prison
govemor is not going to shell out
for a laboratory scientist (who
can charge what he likes for his
time) to come into the jail fora 2
minute kangaroo court every
time a con disputes his test. If
everyone disputes their test
and claims 1G/30/96, the tests
will be shelved.

The cost amounts to - the test
itself, the re-test, a barrister for
defence and a scientist to be
cross-examined. Also, in cases
where prisoners are granted
legal representation at adjudica-
tion, the Home Office must sup-
ply a Treasury Solicitor as well.
Prisoners who are claiming
IG/30/96, are being found not
guilty. The ones who are losing
days are claiming them back via
R/C forms. Anyone who pleads
not guilty and claims 1G/30/96
as their defence will be entitled
to get back anything they lose
as soon as this becomes public
and the prison service/Home
Office admit that they have been

hiding it all along.

N &

Dear Black Cross,

Regarding your special issue on
drugs in prison: Wht!u not take a
good look at a drug that can be a
‘one way ticket to prison’ for many
unsuspecting people; ALCOHOL.
This is a subject rarely, if ever,
touched on by any group including
Anarchists as far as | cant tell. Nor
is much light ever shone on the
shady multi-billion pound booze in-
dustry or its advertising campaigns
now aimed at out children!

The state takes far too much in its
cut from taxing alcohol. Booze is
too much the brad and butter of the
judiciary and police, for them to
care about the untold social car-
nage being inflicted by it. Anyway
the drink helps keep more than a
few of us anaesthetised, which
suits them. It's quite apt that
lawyers are called fo the Bar, see-
ing so many of their customers
come via it.

Alcohol has been used as a
weapon against the working class
for long enough, with litle or no
protest from progressive organisa-
tions. We allow our youth in many
cases to run head long into the
clutches of the state with a belly full
of booze and a head gone West.
This we do without a murmur, with-
out even a squeak about some of
the major pitfalls of the booze cul-
ture, as though it's some kind of
natural gauntiet to be run.

But people are fighting back. Many
Native Americans, Australian

roots fight back against the booze
e o ik ol
a ; es a
too many of their locked up
through alcohol. This is a lesson
we could learn from here.

There are many cut down br
Alcohol rotting in prison cells all
over the world, who would possibly
not be in the hell they are in now if
they'd have been made aware of
the dangers and politicised in the
State’s vested interest in this drug.
These prisoners deserve our sup-
port too.

| feel this area is much neglected
by Anarchists. The illegal drug
problem fades into insignificance
when compared to which
affects whole communities, from
the cradle to the grave, generation
after generation.

How many times must we read the
headlines ad infinitum; ‘the ac-
cused had been drinking heavily’
before we stand up and fight! WE
need fo fight the booze culture by
educating ourselves about the
facts. Maybe Taking Liberties
could print an issue on ‘Blackouts
and Black Marias’.

If we continue to stay silent we are
all guilty of aiding and abetting the
destruction of our class, even if
that means taking a look at our
own petty life styles!

Make no mistake about it, the right
amount of the State’s liquid con-
coction and the ‘right’ circum-
stances and it could be you
banged to ‘rights’ next.

Aborigines and communities on Yours sincerely

the Indian sub-continent, to name g

but a few, have started a grass Sean O'Malley.
Reply: pects us all to deal with more and)
Sean has to be right about the size  more stresses of ‘modern living’.

of the problem of alcohol abuse in | donYthink it's fair to say that “the il-
comparison with the much whipped  legal drug erob:‘am fades into in-

up moral fervour around other
drugs. In the same way fags kill
thousands, but the government gets
it share of the spoils in taxes.
Given how many of us like to drink,
and the way it can help us relax, like
a lot of drugs, ‘in mederation” has
got to be a good slogan. | can see
z:?le wanting to get blitzed now
a’?ajn to forget some of the shit
they live rhrough temporarily. But
granted it can aiso become a way of
just accommodating the shit in life
rather than changing it. Cannabis,
hash, draw, whatever you want to
call it can do the same, though  at
least it seems to less often result in
us caving each others heads in. And
it is less pfg;skaﬂy debilitating. At
the end of the day though, people
need to respect themselves and
their bodies enough to measure
their own intake. And this is hard in
a culture that glorifies self abuse as

significance”, when compared to al-
cohol, particularly if you consider]
the effects of heroin on many es-
tates all over the country and the|
‘crime’ people get into to feed their
habits. Yes alcohol is more wide-
spread and can be at the heart
many a local brawl and it is known
figure in a lot of assaults by men on
their partners (not to say alcohol is
the only one to blame here&).{ B
ad-

most drugs that are 1
dictive ca%s cause heﬂpl{:ﬁyftﬁf;'|

problems.

Pegﬂz have always drunk an
sm various concoctions to
out of it to varying degrees. Thers i
something of the festival of it, the
fusal to be considered, obedient,
tional, which always attracts us. B\
that is no excuse not to take a
critical look at our habits, as
argues. Especially when festival
carnival turns to sad compulsiol

of the prison's secured area was damoged by fire. lronically Woodford is the first prison in
Australia to offer ‘a non-smoking environment'.There had been problems a the prison since
it opened the previous month, such as lodk of educational and work programmes, poor food
and o provision of nicotine patches or ‘quit’ programmes for prisoners transferred there.
One guard has said that the smoking ban coupled with the lack of activities for
prisoners wes a recipe for disaster. The authorities ignored warnings there would be trouble
2 weeks before. As an attempt by the authorities to diffuse public outrage, the prisons chief
Keith Hamburger was stood down after an investigation info the riot.

ANARCHIST EDITOR RELEASED

On 24th of Jonuary after o 74 day hunger sirike and 6 days of thirst sirike Spiros
Dapergolas, editor of he weekly anarchist newspaper ALPHA was conditionally releassd.
Spiros was illegally kept on remand for 18 months after being arrested for taking part in
an unsuccessful bank robbery in June 95. Whilstin prison he also took part in a big riot at
Korydallos Central Prison. There were many solidarity actions in support of Spyros around
Groece during his huger sirike from demonstrations to arson attacks on banks in Athens.

some kind of machismo, but ex- and a longing for obliteration.
WARCHEST PROGRAMME

The Wardhest is a programme of the ABC Federation in the U.S. that sends menthly
cheques to those Polifical Prisoners and Prisoners of War (PP/POW's) in North America
who have been receiveing insufficient finandol support during their imprisonment.
Running since November 94, the programme currently supports Sekou Odinga, Herman
Bell, Marilyn Budk, Ricardo Jiminez, Dycilia Pogon, Ruchel Gngue Mogee and Richard
Williams who are in prison for axplicitly political adions. There is akso an emergency fund
that is used for other PP/POW's who are in need of one-off imediate financial relief.

A rofating committee of 5 prisoners helps decide how the funds should be used. For o copy
of their latest Warchest Finandal Report, information on the prisoners supported or to
send donations of cash or cheques (payable o ‘cash’ only) confact:

NJ ABC-BG,PO Box 8532, Paterson, NJ 07508-8532, U.S.A.




A DOPE OF THE SYSTENM

Since Mandatory Drug testing was introduced at
the end of 1995, there have been numerous sur-
veys questioning its effectiveness. Its reliability
has been undermined in several cases and its suc-
cess in curtailing the use of soft drugs has been
counter-acted by an increase in the use of hard
drugs. Is the considerable cost justified when
prison budgets have been slashed by 13% in the
past few years, despite a vast increase in the
prison population and an expensive building pro-
gramme?

Data issued by the Prison Service for the months
March to September 1996 indicate that little
change has occurred over the seven months in
question. While cannabis positive results fell by
26%, non-cannabis positive results increased by
18%. Drug-free results increased by 9%. This
backs up the numerous articles published over the
past few months that reveal many inmates have
switched to ‘hard’ drugs, particularly opiates such
as heroin, as they are traceable for a much short-
er time in the body.

The programme is far more effective at detecting
cannabis usage as it takes between 20 and 30
days to be absorbed by the metabolic system,
whereas opiates only require 2-3 days. Therefore
it is ten times more likely to show cannabis use

than opiates so the switch to opiates from
cannabis could conceivably much higher. Thus the
data itself is unreliable. This is bom out by person-
al experience. From 1992-95, many of the women
who took drugs in Holloway took cannabis and
very few took opiates or other drugs. Once the
testing started, cannabis became virtually unavail-
able in prison whereas heroin and other hard
drugs are now commonplace. This is due to the
desire to avoid detection by many of the women
here. It does not appear that drug-taking has less-
ened in any considerable numbers but women
who have never taken hard drugs in their lives are
now tempted to do so to avoid a positive result and
thereby miss out on home leave etc. The increase
in numbers has meant that the stress in prisons
has increased, thereby affecting suicide and self-
harm levels. Whereas cannabis may have been
beneficial in combatting stress, opiates do little but
temporarily block out the pain, leading to problems
when the drugs are not available.

Even though testing is supposed to be at random,
certain inmates are targeted, thereby allowing for
the statistics to be massaged to fit in with specific
guidelines. If the positive results are shown to be
too high, they may target inmates who are not
known drugs users to help balance the figures.

In a paper published in The Lancet, the monthly
cost of the MDT programme in a prison of 500 in-
mates is approximately £18,000, which puts the
average cost per test at around £300. Thus just the
cost of three tests would feed the Holloway women
for a day. However if you look at the cost of how
many have apparently been detered from using
drugs, the cost accumulates to over £6000 each.
You also have to bear in mind that this figure is
suspect, due to the inefficiency of testing opiates.

Stafford prison had decided that the cost of such
testing is unjustified and therefore suspended any
testing a few months ago. Also the reliability of the
positive results is uncertain. 6 inmates at Blantyre
House, a Category D prison, were moved to
Maidstone when they tested positive for drugs.
Incensed, they demanded a test of the B Sample
which proved to be negative. Another Diane
Modahl story in the making?

A woman at Holloway tested positive and despite
her protestations, was denied a further test, as she
was told it would cost her £200. Is this a fair test-
ing system - or was it an attempt to frame her to
prevent her going on home leave?

Many women are sensitive about being tested for
drugs when they are menstruating yet Richard Tilt
has stated that no special procedures should be

used. Muslim and Jewish women are opposed to
exposing their blood as a matter of faith, yet they
are liable to be placed on report should they refuse
to give a sample. The sample may be contaminat-
ed by the blood although statistics show only 1.5%
are spoilt from female establishments.

This survey only serves to question the justification
of Mandatory Drug Testing. The expense is vast
and one can only assume that it is being carried
out to gain political kudos in the battles over law
and order between the two mainstream parties.
Meanwhile prison staff are being made redundant,
leading to a decrease in association and loss of fa-
cilities for many prisoners. Whilst education bud-
gets are being cut, money is being thrown down
the drain to satisfy the bayings of a media-led
public. The cash would be spent more wisely on
rehabilitation programmes, counselling and
altematives to custody for the vast majority of
offenders. Many drug addicts should be trans-
ferred to rehabilitation centres rather than being
locked up, othemwise the cycle of reoffending be-
haviour will only continue ad infinitum.

_:_.’. BARS

I never even heard the screws approaching my cell after
dinner. “MDT Time", one of them says. “Great timing” I think.
I'd only just crushed out a sphiff 5 minutes ago. So off I float,
down the landing, off the wing, silently cussing the unusual
abundance of
cannabis on my
block recently, un-
happily aware my
piss is practically
radioactive at the
moment.

I'm led into a
gleaming room - a
cross between a
kitchen and a
surgery. There’s a
sink, paper towels,
and jars, plenty of
jars. Strip search,
squat. Out of
desperation, some
cons 1 know are
constantly carry-
ing small bottles of
drug-free urine up
their arse. I'm

handed a jar. This is my first test in 7 months of prison, and

M. D. T Time

I'm required to provide a surprisingly small sample. No gain
to be had in refusing, - the penalty for that is harsher than for
testing positive. hand my sample to the screw-cum-scientist
who handles with care. “Spill it over your hands yer bastard”
sniggers a malevolent voice in my head. Temperature
checked, bar codes assigned, signatures required, I'm free to
go. The wait is on.

Two weeks I wait before it's returned positive. “Positive for
cannabinoids” declares my nicking sheets. “Is that the same
as puff?”” I think. Down the block the next day I plead guilty,
sentenced to 7 days loss of remission and placed on closed
visits. As [ write this I've been on closed visits for 11 weeks.
I haven’t seen my girftiend or child in 11 weeks, all because
of some puff in my piss.

I'd never touched heroin before prison, but I have now. It's
out of your system in 2 days and can be flushed out even
quicker by drinking plenty of liquids. Cannabis seems to stay
forever. 1 was pretty ignorant of heroin a few months ago.
The biggest skag-head 1 knew was probably Zammo off
Grange Hill. Nowadays I talk of £10 bags, skag, tackle,

brown, joeys and 1 know which foil-covered chocolates are
most useful.
Luckily forme it'sa
habit I can't afford
regularly.

I'm halfway
through a 3-year sentence and will be happy to leave as I
came in 2 fairly heavy user of “cannabinoids”. But then again,
I can read, I've got my guitar, I've got my cassettes. In short,
I've got things to do to help me kill 20 hours a day in a 10’
by 6 cell. The thing is, it's too easy to just sit there, smoke a
spliff, or grab a bag of skag and let your time inside just slip
away.

Well, it's been a dull day. Prison politics works like this -
someone starts a rumour about you, within 10 minutes nu-
mour becomes fact. Today was my um to suffer, nothing se-
rious, but 2 mini-downer all the same. I managed 10 find
enough for a couple of joints to help me forget, so I'm off to
skin up. Fuck the tests - you take your chances. Next timie I'm
going “Not Guilty” anyway - it's been known for positive
samples to be retested and somehow come back negative.
Great foolproof system eh? Well it's the system that intro-
duced me to heroin. The same system (o put a glass screen
between me and those closest to me for 3 months. So much
better to have let me puff in peace.

Oh well, time to spark up. Another day done. Kaz 1996

DRUGS, PRISON AND THE PRODUCTION OF CRIME

CONTINUED from Page 2
however illegal and unrecorded, gives the desired
results. They take what rewards they can get - cash, sex,
the induigence of sadistic desires, a quiet life. No state
conspiracy is needed to set up and run this drug

in which smack and coke are commodities
with value beyond their use-value as narcotics. Whatare
the outputs of this economy, the circuiation of drugs in
prison?
The official policy of non-use as they only permissible
choice for prisoners in condiions which promote and
encourage use, leads via the switch to hard drugs, to
needee sharing, the spread of AIDS, hepatis and death.
(The problem is exacerbated by a parallel refusal to
admit that prisoners may be sexually active and hence
a refusal to make condoms available.) Govemment
policies of prohibition and denial necessarily obscure the
extent of the problem, but we know that the majority of
tose injecting drugs in prison share needies with others.
29% of inmates who injected in the Scottish prison
Gilenochil were found to be HIV positive (Peter Wayne,
Inside Tirme, Winter 1996). While drugs are relatively
cheap in prison, prisoners don't have much money, so
they are tending to maximise the effect of heroin by
inecting: neede use is increasing. This is obviously a
matier on indifference to screws and prison managers
(see last issue of Taking Liberties on deaths in prison).
Kiling is the ulimate control of indviduals written off as
undesirable, as the Nazis also decided. The comparison
is more than rhetoric: the incarceration rate for bolack
people is ten times the rate for whites (Statewatch
November 1996), because racism is endemic in the
Criminal Justice System and so the effects of prison are
imposed on ethnic minorities.
But control and killing are merely negative
consequences of prison. Prison, as Foucault (in

and knowledge of them: it is a laboratory producing
knowledge and a process producing effects in the soci-
ety in which it is set. What are the products of the
specific combination of prison and drugs - the retum on
the state’s investment?

THE PRISON INDUSTRY

Richard Tilt, Director General of the Prisons, tells us.
“The whole community will benefit if we can break
addicts from their habits while they are in prison, if only
because they will be less likely to retum to ciime when
theyare released.” (DI 5) And so it might, but the Director
general neglects to mention that he runs the penal
system so that it produces the very same problem with
which he pretends to deal. Such cliches as this fal
frequently from the lips of politicians and overpaid state
officials, but just because they are banal and false does
not mean that they are unconvincing. If's based on the
assumption that drug-related crime is a serious sodial
problem that precedes prison, and that the
acknowledged failure of prison is a failure to exclude this
problem and as failure to change drug-using prisoners.
Tumim reported that “Manchester gangland culture was
being replicated on the landings of Wymott Prison.” Not
for one moment did the famous prison inspector peer
beyond his half-moon specs and see that “Manchester
gangland culture was being produced in, and by, the
prison. Since then prisons have increased the rate at
which they bring together crime - usually minor,
property-related crime - and drug addicion, and all the
hierarchy of organised drug crime to which casual crime
commitied by the poor s thereby attached. Prison tums
casual criminals into professional criminals (prisons
have long been acknowledged to be “universities of

cime”, as Kropotkin putit), and info junkies. In daing so,
itis not reproducing outside sociely inside, but producing
outside society from inside. So the problem of drugs in
prison is notjust a problem confined 1o prison, a problem
of individual prisoners. Drugs in prison are not a prison
problem - if they were, then the prison bosses have
always had the means of excluding drugs and helping
addicts to come off them. Drug abuse has always been
a problem that is soluble within the dosed system of the
prison, at least. Drugs in prison are only a problem
Prison thus forces the diche that ‘drug use causes crime’
to come true, just as it takes that other ancient and long-
discredited diche about drug use, ‘soft drug use leads to
hard drug use’ and forces itto come true as well, at least
inside prison, where control can be almost total.
Fortunately the experiments pioneered in prison do not
always have the desired efiect in the outside worid
(although drug testing of workers is becoming more
common, even amongst the police - driving them tohard
cgs 7 .

But the idea that drugs and crime are related, as well as
their actual relationship, are currently major and
successiul products of the prison industry, by which it
appropriates working diass, casual crime, comemitted by
those in need, attaches it 1o a physical need and the
organised satisfaction of that need, and tums it back on
the working diass itself - o that prison can present itself
as the only available solution 1o the problem of crime.

DEALING WITH DRUGS

From our point of view, prison appears absolutely
beyond contral. It is not a matter of rejecting reform
proposals in theory, of regarding reforms as pointiess
this side of the revolution. Reform is simply not on offer.

And while we may continue to expose the contradiction
are doing and the practice that achieves the opposite:
we wil only be repeating what is blatantly obvious. The
discourse which says that prisoners enter prison with
and social), and that prison policy is
for the reduction of those problems, is constantly
reproduced, complete with supporting evidence by a
large and powerful institution which is beyond challenge.
Its logic is not the logic of palicy put into practice, but the
logic of the practice of control and production, one of
whose products is self{ustifying discourse (the policy),
one of whose tools is drugs.
Yet drug use in prison, its changing pattems, and its
external effects are not things we can ignore. The effects
are everywhere - on our mates inside, in the drug-
related cnme that damages whole communities, in the
imitating, vicious and anti-working class rubbish spouted
by Howard, Straw, Blair and co. What can we do?
We must prevent the victims of the criminal justice
syslemﬁunbeoumgpaalm help them to fight
criminalisation and if we can't do tat, help them keep
out, keep up our commitment to support class struggle
pdms,andhelpﬂ'lembd\alengedq.gmm
present, the only help for prisoners is (typically, in our
experience) is provided by prisoners themselves.
‘Desperate inmate-addcts throughout the system have
which have been meeting on a regular but
totally unofficial basis during evening association
periods,” wioke Peter J. Wayne, along-em prisoner. (insde
Time, Winker 1996) “The odds are stacked against them.”

ANDREW GREEN, JANUARY 1997.

Andrew can be contacted at Conviction (see back page).
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AN ADDICT'S TALE

I was arrested and charged in March 1993 with Robbery
and Section 18 Wounding with intent and was bailed to
appear firstly at Manchester Magsstrates court and then
to Manchester Crown court for tal as | pleaded my
innocence. | was then 25 years old and had been a drug
user for seven years. | was on bail unti 18th January
1995 when after a ten day trial | was found not guilty of
robbery but guitt of secion 18 wounding and sentenced
o five years imprisonment.

| pleaded my innocence stil and appealed only o be re-
fused leave to appeal. On the advice of my bamister |
appealed a second ime only to be firsty refused legal aid,
which meant | had no counsel present when my case
went o the ful appeal court and then refused leave to ap-
peal a second tme

The fact that | have appealed twice and will not admit my
quilt o a crime | did not commit has almost certainly put
paid fo any chance of parole | may have had and | am
now resigned o doing two thirds of my sentence.
Anyway | could fil pages with the details of my case and
the injustice | feel but now oo the main subject of this ar-
ticle which is drugs and drugs testing testing in prison

| first started taking “soft” drugs at the age of 18 years old
smoking cannabis on a regular basis, but coming from
the moss-side area of Manchester and growing up in a
culture where although | am white, the mejority of my
friends and peers are Afro-Caribbean, so this seemed
very normaltome and accepted. In fact it was sometimes
deemed by my friends and associates that 18 years old
was quite late o first smoke a “joint”.

Although Heroin at that ime (1985) was not widely avai-
able in Manchesterasitis now | had “come acrossiif” but
had never been templed o use it myself. Indeed it was
not unti | was in Durham prison serving outan 18 month
sentence for in 1989 that | was firstinfroduced o
the use and “high’ of Heroin. And although then cannabis
was the sole drug widely available in prisons at the time |
was offered and took heroin on four or five occasions.
Upon my release in July 1990 | almostimmediately start-
ed using heroin on a regular basis and this continued un-
i November 1994, when | was admitted to Prestwich
Hospital for detoxification and rehabiitafion.

The reason | decided o get myself clean, is probably the
only one that would have given the incentive 1o go in the
first place, as | will explain. As e said | was on bal from
March 93 to January ‘95. | had been in a stable relation-
ship with my girifiend Ann since December 1990. Andin
the November of 1993 she found she was four months
pregnant. Our daughter Jude was bom on the 10th April
1994

ﬁsAﬁmmsonnMxehru@ her pregnancy
Jude was bom with a methadone habit and had to stay

inthe special care baby unitat St Mary's Hospital for three
weeks. This both saddened and shamed me and | de-
cded there and then that | would get “clean’” for her sake.
Itwas quite a lumaround for me as | had nevereven con-
sidered De-tox before but the birth of my litle girt was the
incentive fd never had before. Because of the waiting list
| waited until November 94 before Anne, Jude and my-
self went into Kenyon House (Drugs Northwest)
Prestwich Hospital, so we could de-tox.

As | was due to start my trial on Bth January | left
Prestwich the first week of the new year as it was not fea-
sible or practical for me to fravel five miles daily to court
without interrupting my treatment. | started on my de-tox
programme as an out-patient and as | fuly expected
be acquitied, my place in the unit at Prestwich was kept
and | was due o retum to hospital the day my trial ended.
As it tumed out this was not to be. | have told you al of
this, as | feel itis important background to what | have to
say about Drugs tesfing in Prison. So | found myself in
Strangeways prison with a heroin habit. | was asked
upon anival if | had ever used drugs or was a drug user
and after explaining my situation to the officer taking my
details was tokd by him ‘no problem you'l be able o score
when you getinto the wing”. There was no help available
tome inthe form of mecdication and so | was forced o buy
the heroin which was wi and freely avaiable.
Thereby although | had made the conscious effort io free
myself of heroin abuse by de-tox | found myself forced
once again nfo using.

| was transierred to HMP Garth. Leyland on Valeniines
day 1995 and on the first day of amival was able to buy
heroin for phone-cards as it was also widely available
there. Once again | made the prison aware that | had a
drug problem but again was unable fo get medication
and so continued with my heroin use.

As | did not have the finances for daily use and was not
able to get heroin brought into the prison myself my habit
was reduced and eventually disappeared, but this ook
some months and by this ime | was firmly enfrenched in
the prison drugs culture and continued 1o use when |
oould afford to.
InOctober 1995 drugs testing was introduced
at Garth andas | had made no secret of my problemand
had indeed informed the prison | had a heroin habit upon
myanival | was one of the first inmates targeted. But as |
was not using daily at this ime and the drug clears the
bodyin2 - 4mlwmlwastidlmm
chosen at random by the computer network as 10% of
Garth population (50 inmates) were to be tested per
month.

Once tested an inmate may not be tested again within 28
days. | was tested again 28 days later! | was told that | had

once again been chosen at random (twice in one month
mdﬁ&m}&“lwmquﬂm
(heroin) and received 28 days loss of remission and 3
days Block (segregafion). | was not tested againin Garth
up until my transfer to the Wolds on 4th April 1996.

| feel | know the reason for this. The first two tests | was
told were random. The first was maybe but | find it hard
to believe the second was as well. After | had given a
sample that had tested positive for heroin Garth were well
within their rights to test me every 28 days without me be-
ing able to complain or say | was being singled out. The
reason being | could have been tested under reasonable
suspicion as | had given a positive sample. As I've said |
was not tested again in Garth in a five month period from
Novermber ‘95 o April 96.

As moreinmates were tested a pattem began o emerge
and the probable reason was this. If an inmate tested
positive for either cannabis or opiates in most cases he
was not tested for some ime (6 months or more) but an
inmate who tests negative was lested one month to six
weeks later and should he test negative again would be
sure to be tested again within the same time period. |
have known inmates be tested 6 times within 6 months
and test negative each fime.

This certainly doesn't strike me as random, it seems to
me that by targeing inmates that are highly fikely to test
those inmates who have tested positive or are known
drug users the prisons are not providing a realiisiic picture
of the level of the drug problem in prison. It seems a de-
liberate effort to cover the aciual number of drug users in
prison so that the Home Office looks to be doing an “ef-
fective job" of curbing drug usein HM.Ps.

In my expenience mandaiory drugs testing far from curb-
ing the use of drugs in prisons has only succeeded in
converting those who use ‘soff drugs fo hard drug users!
Inmates have found that whereas Cannabis can stay in
the system and be detected for up to six weeks, heroin
clears the system within 2 - 4 days and so with the odds
being far less of being caught, people who would nor-
mally smoke cannabis now smoke or inject heroin.
Hard drug use in prison is perpetuated also as inmates
like myself who enter prison with an established drug
problem are offered no altemative but o search for and
obain drugs ilegally within the prison. This creates a de-
mand which despite the level of security of any prison
(camera’s on visits, sniffer dogs, strip searching of visi-
tors) wil be supplied.

Although some prisons have tried to address the prob-
lem through drug awareness courses and drug free
wings the problem is so wh that the number of
users faroutweighs the avaiable places. Inmates are re-

PISS IN OUR TIME

First of all...we know there is a drug problem
in our jails. A bard once said “You can tell the
state of a society by its jails.” And we know
that drugs are a major problem outside.
We also know that prison does not cure drug
addicts, all that it does is stop the addict who
commits his crime to pay for drugs, now by virue
of being in jail, the crime stops. however the addict
is still an addict! And like an alcoholic he will
always be an addict. he will simply search the jail
until he finds the “dealer”.
The least of his interests is the fact that he could
be tested and lose remission if the test is positive.
However my
& point is that very
il rarely is the ad-
dict the dealer.
He would take all
the drugs him-
self, with the ex-
cephon of a very
| small amount
i that he would sell
for phone cards
& tobacco...And
maybe the few
“sortees” to
fellow addicts il
they get their
visit and return
the favour...so

David Bowen, DAO146, HMP Wayland, Griston, Thetford, Norfolk,IP25 6RL

the wheel spins!!!
The dealer who deals outside jail simply transfers
his dealing to jail. He doesn't take drugs he sells
them , putting the addict in a position where he
buys them on tick, with no regard to payment,
which is on the understanding that cash will be
sent by family to a given address...Or when the
inmate has had a visit he will then pay the dealer.
This of course puts added pressure on families
outside who cannot get by without the £30 to £100
a week the addict demands.
The dealer can get piss tested 100,000 times and
each will be negative, resultlngi in the dealer being
granted Home Leave, open jail, parole. The addict
goes on closed visits, having tested positive, and
will leave jail straight back to crime.. He is still in
the same position as he came to jail - addicted.
| see no point in the drug test, as no help is offered
to the addict, excepl a leaflet which says an officer
ﬁe flssmed to listen to your problem and try and
P
So now we have situation where ex-bus drivers,
plumbers and military men are suddenly e
to advise (with very little lralnlrgea drug addict in
how to stop doing something orﬁoer has not
the slightest idea oI in the hrst
What's more, the few drug units that are set up for
addicts are now tuming into Rule 43 Units,
addicts in debt whose family say “No more cash”
have to put themselves (for prolecuon from their
creditors) until such time as they can either sort

out their bill or move on!
| could see the benefit of a positive drug test if it
was set uRto help the addict stop drug use, by
we'll give you a de-tox for 14 days, S0
0 not come down painfully...And we will
suspend the 14 days (28 in some jails) lost
remission and you will join a full-ime course on
drug awareness. And you get tested every 7
days...If you stay clean for 3 months we will forget
the loss of remission.
Now none of this takes place! All that in fact
happens is, the addict loses time and gets put on
closed visits and Basic ; so his family must travel
from God Knows where to see him for half an hour
on closed visit...
Now there’s a clever way to beat the piss
test...drink two jugs of water

luctant to apply fo move onto drug free wings asiitis com-
mon knowledge within the prison that such prisoners are
bound to give informattion as to the sources of the drugs
they are taking before they will be considered for a place.
One example is while | was in Strangeways in January
1995 a drug free wing was in the process of being set up.
A questionnaire was given to every inmate. One of the
questions on this was ‘if you saw or knew of another in-
mate taking drugs would you be prepared to report him
to amember of staff?". This set the premise o the whole
prison that anybody who was on the drug free wing was
agrass or snich. Inmates who were genuine in their de-
sire to be drug free would not enter the program because
they did not want Awere afraid to be thought of as a grass!
Toend | would say that in my view (and | am very dose
o the issuel) mandatory drug testing is a failure, both for
gving an accurate picture of drug taking in prison be-
cause of he numberjuggling' | know takes place, andas
a deterrent to drug use in prison, or as a detection and
punishment program since inmates have now tumed to
hard drugs for the reasons already mentioned. | feel that
the Home Office would be betier and more successiulin
curbing drug use in prison if they put as much effortinto a
‘realistic’ de-tox and counselling programme for inmates
as they do with the vole eaming cover up operation they
call M.D.T. (Mandatory Drugs Testing).

Ricky Walker MC 1162
HMP Wolds, North Cave, E. Yorks HU152J2

Continued from front page

So it seems strange that the Home Office and the
prison system seem to be doing everything in their
power to'create more and more heroin addicts in
this country’s prisons. Could it just be blind
ignorance to the fact that they are
crealing an army of prison junkies that will one day
be released onto the streets to practice what they
have leamed in jail?

A survey conducted in one wing of a Surrey prison
involving 120 prisoners revealed that 40% of
prisoners use cannabis every day and another
20% use it at least once a week. At the moment
the estimate for heroin users (and therefore
addicts or on their way to becoming addicts) is
around 15% and rising steadily. Somebody should
remind Michael Howard and co that you reap what
you sow. Today's heroin-addicted prisoner is
%waytho fO':mSOCBTY happened to the

way, whatever to

Woolf Report?

(add orange or lemon, it's eas-
ier to drink), this makes your

piss so weak, i's a negative % i ior House. ;
test. Keep soap behind your = m&m&mﬁm ot
foreskin to drop into the test * Hi ABC - PO Box5754. Eigin, OV30
tube, so that it interferes with + Glasgow ABC - clo PO Box1008, Glasgow, G42 BAA.
r:mand renders the result « Huddersfield ABC — PO Box 381, Huddersfield, HD1 3XX
A  Leods ABC- o LAG, 145-149 Cardgen Rd, Burley, Leeds
i by M) s 8 + London ABC o 121 Railon Road, London, SE24 0LR
the bucket. Throw it all over (North London: contact BM Haven beiow)

the fuckers...Now that’s
what | call a positive piss
testl!!

 INUERESTING
PUBLICATIONS

A Ladder for Mr Oscar Wilde. A
pamphlet on the poet’s time inside
Reading Jail (he was released 100 years
ago), with background stuff on jails of the
era. Any profits from this booklet will go

to Reading ABC. £1.80 inc postage
from Two Rivers Press, 35-9 London St,
Reading, RG1 4PS. (Cheques payable
to Two Rivers Press).

The Sojourn. Issve no 3. This
covers the case, and fight for freedom,
of framed prisoner Kevin O'Neill. Not
sure of the price, write to Kevin O'Neill,

paper

Case for Concern, ¢/o Chrisichurch, 27| OTHER CONTACTS
Blackfriars Rd, London, SE1. PO Box 522

How to Appeal. A guide to challeng- * Conviction - A,

ing conviction or sentence, from the or- S13FF. (Supports framed prisoners,
gonisation Justice. Free copies are Wmm&?&m PO Box 3241,
available to prisoners from London ABC, Bimingham

or with an SAE (3 1p stamplfrom Justice, Haven Distribution - BM Haven, London, WC1N 3XX
59 Carler Lane, London, EC4V 5AQ. (iree books to prisoners)

A RBC TITNET OV OREKED

« Manchester ABC —Box 8, 1 Newton St, Piccadily, Manchester, M1 8HW
» Newcastle ABC ~ c/o PO Box 1TA, Newcaste, NESS 1TA
+ Reading ABC - Folder 19, Rising Sun Insiitute, 30 Silver St Reading, RG1.
« Sheffield ABC — PO Box 446, Sheffieid, S1 1NY
* Wolves ABC - PO Box 339, Wolverhamplon, WV10
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