Press release from No London 2012

Scrap the Bid! Londoners refuse the 2012 Olympic proposals

PRESS CONFERENCE

11am. Monday, February 14 2005

National Union of Journalists

Large meeting room, fifth floor

Headland House, 308-312 Gray’s Inn Road, London WC1X 8DP

Speakers

Chair: Anne Woollett Hackney Marsh User Group

Environment: Annie Chipchase Consultant (formerly of London Wildlife Trust, Lower Lea Project)

Local sport, international exploitation: Stuart Dennison Cycle activist

Land seizure, 1894: Katy Andrews New Lammas Lands Defence Committee

Regeneration flaws, housing: Jim Paton Advisory Service for Squatters

Trojan horse: Philip Blott London Thames Gateway Forum

Intensification of policing: Les Levidow Campaign Against Criminalising Communities (CAMPACC)

The press conference comes on the eve of the visit to London of the International Olympic Committee (February 16-19, 2005) and kicks off a series of events including a Critical Mass bike protest, a boat regatta and a People’s Olympics in Stratford.

No London 2012 opposes the bid on the grounds of:

· Habitat destruction, wildlife casualties and the loss of common land

· Destruction of local sports facilities for global corporate spectacle

· Impact of development on local economy, job relocation

· Council tax rises, diversion of other funds

· Civil liberties and human rights abuses

· Inadequate consultation and the institutionalisation of consent

Spokesperson for No London 2012, environmental activist and Waltham Forest resident, Carmen Bahkte, said: “We thought all along that the bid would go to Paris, but it is hilarious watching the ruling class fall out. No London 2012 challenges regeneration proposals for the area – whether London hosts the Olympics or not. That the IOC visit (February 16-19) has not been cancelled proves the formalist charade. East London’s sick of the Olympics, but we thought we would still have some fun. Join us”.

Other events

PUBLIC MEETING

Thursday, February 10 2005

Should Walthamstow scrap or back the bid?

Keynote speaker: Jean Lambert MEP (Green Party)

7.30pm. Friends Meeting House, Jewel Road, London E17

Journalists welcome.

FLOATING PROTEST

Saturday, February 12 2005

Boat regatta

1pm. Meet under Bow Flyover, (Bromley-by-Bow tube, DLR Pudding Mill Lane)

Boats narrow and long, short, big, small and inflatable, with engines and without, demonstrate along the River Lea and Bow Back Rivers, waterways that the Olympic proposals intend to reroute and cover. 

Boats may be willing to take journalists or photographers on board.

Continued on next sheet

CRITICAL MASS

Friday, February 18 2005

Ride in protest against 2012 proposals

6pm. Cyclists meet on the south side of Tower Bridge (near the GLA’s City Hall), for a route through 
east London. 
Journalists, photographers welcome.  

DEMONSTRATION

Saturday, February 19 2005

The People’s Games

1pm. Meridian Square, London E15 (Stratford tube)

Everything from street football, cricket and skipping to frisbee combat and egg n’ spoon. Followed by march to Hackney Marshes, via Clay’s Lane Housing Co-operative and travellers’ settlements, for sporting frolics and fun.

The more the merrier; do bring your whistles.

No London 2012 is a network of environmental, open space and planning activists, residents of the Olympic boroughs, campaigners against racialised policing and immigration laws, squatting and sports activists, boat owners, and other libertarians.

Detailed briefing with quotations attached.

For further information, please ring Carolyn Smith 020-7739 3435 or check <www.nolondon2012.org>.

Notes for reporters and editors

Most speakers can be contacted in advance, please ring Carolyn Smith 020-7739 3435. 
Bibliography of sources at end of document

Habitat destruction, wildlife casualties, loss of common land

“The Olympic proposals will destroy all the existing habitat, and thus the associated wildlife. Proposals to provide mitigation in terms of translocating species, and providing alternative habitat, are unlikely to be successful. Only legally-protected species will be the focus of such work”. 

“The waterways of the Lower Lea provide a unique place for wildlife and people in a dense urban area. Destruction of these habitats for an elite sporting event should not be contemplated”.

Annie Chipchase, Environmental consultant

Species protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) include bats, the common lizard, the kingfisher and the nationally-scarce black redstart, which frequent the brownfield wastelands.  Waterways and associated wetlands, former industrial sites and leftover parcels of land are all important habitats; extensive areas of sparsely-vegetated or open ground are especially valuable for rare and uncommon invertebrates (source: English Nature). Disuse and neglect has benefited wildlife. However, more common species frequently sighted – coot, moorhen, mallard, mute swan, green woodpecker, grey wagtail, great-crested and little grebes, dunnock, tits, sand martins and kestrel – have protection only in the nesting season. 

The Olympic proposals will involve the complete re-landscaping of the area, and include lowering towpaths and the creation of land bridges, all intended to get people on to the site quickly. The effect of the number and size of the bridges will be to virtually culvert the waterways. The shading effect of bridges means that nothing grows below them either on land or in the water. The network of waterways will be effectively fragmented and their ‘habitat corridor’ (ie. continuity) lost. Proposals to landscape the bridges are not only problematic, but do not replace the river environment. Apart from their effect on habitat and wildlife, the bridges will destroy the attractiveness of the towpaths for walking and cycling. Post-Olympics, many of the bridges will remain as legacy. 

The Olympic stadia will rise to 50 metres and the shading effect on the surrounding land and waterways will be significant. Environmentalists have also raised concerns over the 'embedded' energy of such vast facilities (noting the knock on benefits to energy inefficient transport – new runways, more planes at Heathrow and Stanstead).

East London also faces the loss of open space constituted through popular struggle. The marshes were granted the status of common land in 1894 after local residents marched on the area and tore down fencing. 

Annie Chipchase and Katy Andrews of the New Lammas Lands Defence Committee will be speaking at the press conference on Monday, February 14. Annie will also be available for comment at the public meeting in Walthamstow on Thursday, February 10).

All information above sourced from unpublished report by Annie Chipchase, unless otherwise stated.

Clearance of local sport and settlements, for global spectacle; sport as catalyst

East London faces the loss of the largest concentration of amateur football pitches in Europe (home to the Hackney and Leyton Football League), a local cycle track, running and walking routes. There will be displacement of other uses, such as travellers' settlements and Clays Lane Housing Co-operative. 

The LDA and consultants assert a re-imaging of locality via increased media exposure, and ascribe to major sporting events the power to redefine inhabitants’ perception of place (source: LDA, 2004). They assert that sports facilities will catalyse development and attract business location after the Games. Cultural critics might disagree. Frederic Jameson (1991) points to the “induced disorientation” of much postmodern architecture and a “depthlessness based on the culture of the TV image”. Fabian Thompsett (1996), writing on the Isle of Dogs, argues that “capitalist TV and film […] interact with the architecture of redevelopment in new strategies of class control and repression”, adding “class struggle has always manifested itself around the construction of symbolic landscape”.

“The Olympic event and legacy of stadia will produce intensively-policed and fortified enclosures (much like Canary Wharf); a disciplinary space, poised for anti-terrorist alert. One notes the stadia themselves as acutely regulative, spatially-differentiating institutions; hyperspace and overconsumption are juxtaposed with the flexibly-employed, the precarious poor (or ‘precariat’), producing a “new degraded urbanity”, a far cry from the re-imaging of place or enhancement of “civic pride” floated by the developing agencies”. Carolyn Smith, Project Mimique.

“Postmodernity means if anything coercion” (Philip Cooke, 1988). The contradiction of the disciplinary subject, honing a body without limits at corporate behest, the ‘celebration of excellence’, is sweated labour in the Far East. Oxfam, fair trade and trade union campaigners have highlighted factory exploitation and health hazard in the internationalised manufacture of sports clothing, footwear and other goods <www.fairolympics.org/en/index.htm>.  

Stuart Dennison will be speaking about impact on local sport and international exploitation at the press conference on February 14. The Hackney and Leyton Football League (conducting a separate campaign) can be contacted via Secretary Kevin Doolin on 07956 303053.  Fabian Thompsett, Reviews editor of Transgressions, can be contacted in the evening on 020-7538 5032. 
Impact of development on the local economy, associated job loss, LDA strategy

An estimated 5,542 jobs will be relocated (source: LDA, 2004); compulsory purchase letters to the 284 Lower Lea Valley firms have already gone out. Proximity to customers in central and inner London is a critical factor and firms are vulnerable. Many are new to the Lower Lea Valley, (30% arrived in last three years; over 50% established in Lower Lea Valley only since 1995), 40% predict no expansion ahead in market reach or workforce, and 74% of the Lower Lea Valley workforce live more than two miles away. Relocation to Beckton or Dagenham may prove to be the fatal straw, with firms finding themselves unable to attract customers, and staff unable to get in to work. Waste-recycling yards and refuse-transfer stations may find relocation difficult in any case due to the nature of their land use. Meanwhile, the LDA claims there will be no closure, and assert the waste sector as “valuable for London” (source: private conversation). However, firms face problems at a distance; closure is a very real future prospect.

The bid has already countered its first legal opposition. Firms on the Marshgate Lane Estate in Stratford protested that LDA purchase monies were too low – 20-30% less than prices originally paid for land (source: Hugh Muir, The Guardian, 20/09/04). There is also the question of inflation in the land economy of the surrounding areas. Not-for-profit organisations, such as Hackney Community Transport, which provides buses for routes that the privatised companies regard as unprofitable, have already found that land rental costs in Newham prohibit the expansion of their service (source: Kevin Blowe, 2004 <www.nolondon2012.org/leaflet3.doc>). 

The LDA estimate that in the ‘red line area’ alone, somewhere between 11,000 and 12,000 jobs could be created (source: private conversation). Economic development strategy is set out in the Socio Economic Assessment: Lower Lea Valley Olympic and Legacy Planning Applications, January 2004 (Appendix 5 to the Environmental Statement): an area-based centrist conception so prevalent now as to almost negate comment. Direct intervention in the Olympic application area seeks:


1. To maximise the potential of construction employment in the period of Olympic development, particularly targeting the more marginalised unemployed: migrant workers, women, and youth; proposing apprenticeships and taster courses before full training for those unsure. EU sectoral regulation appears to be achieving prominence in the construction industry, particularly via public sector contracting (see <www.jerramfalkus.com>), and here, training benefits are to be sought via local labour agreements, and a signed ‘Construction Charter’ to prioritise the employment and training of local residents, and to enable smaller local firms gain subcontracting preference. With a history of casualised labour, onsite hazard and deaths at work, the construction industry is a prime neo-liberal marker. Recent action in King’s Cross against the imposition of contracts enforcing lower pay and longer hours, and the intimidation of migrant workers by Olympic partner Laing O’Rourke, (a contract incidentally agreed by UCATT), suggests a brutalised context for flagship Olympic developments and bleak prospect for local, national and international construction labour.


2. To optimise synergies in the legacy period by maximising cluster effects: the promotion of networking and inter-firm subcontracting; help with access to premises, finance and contracting opportunities; relocation aid; advice, information and marketing; and the integration of employers in training schemes. This comes with database support, ICT infrastructure, and a ‘capacity register’ with information on construction projects. Attention will focus first on the building industry, with advice and training to enable firms meet ‘quality thresholds’. Cluster shifts (growth sectors) will be monitored in an attempt to keep training relevant (ie. business reflexive), with particular attention to trends in leisure, retail and entertainment. This points strongly toward low wages and casualised/insecure employment. The notion of synergies provide the myth of cluster development. Few inter-sector contracting linkages are apparent in the City fringe, with media firms embedded firmly in their relevant sub-sector, not the area itself, (source: Project Mimique, unpublished, 2004). However, one advantage of the Lower Lea Valley proposals is clear. Significant landholding by the LDA will stabilise tenure (avoiding the instabilities of an inflationary property economy) and allow local labour agreements to prosper.


3. To maximise statutory instruments to offset crisis engendered by flexible contracting and the volatility of technologised innovation. The standard structural-functionalist package of ‘lifelong learning’, (ie. vocational training and other skills development), social and micro-enterprise support are wheeled out as usual, backed up by facilities for childcare. Mitigation of totalitarian proposals for 70,000 volunteers for Olympic Games staffing is promoted via training referral (after the event) and a partial choice in volunteer activity (volunteering is addressed in section on consent). This confirms experience of the New Deal on the City fringe: many of the activities described as regeneration are actually experiments in social, labour market and welfare state regulation, while the production and repeated emphasis on qualifications (including the government-sponsored NVQ), and the importance of institutionalised knowledge and practice, lies in a process of social exclusion rather than technical or personal advance, (source: Bourdieu and Paseron, quoted in Paul Willis, 1977), fixing the training subject in an almost static position, reproducing class privilege and the state regulative framework (from tax and accounting principles, through low grade labour, to the prevention of disorder and the institutionalisation of compliance in a labour process context).

“Class relations may be reproduced through varied combinations of coercion and incorporation: the state is infused by this tension. One sees clearly the state here as a social relation, neither serving the needs of capital nor acting as guarantor of social reproduction, but rather acting out the social relations of capitalist property, accumulation and exploitation. The LDA posits a consensus in the interests of locality – calling forced removal of existing firms ‘regeneration’, throwing a false legitimacy over capital via the Olympic proposals and local labour agreements, and opening a path via training and contract compliance for an intensification of the rule of value, a discipline on individuals and firms. One might as well throw a party for neo-liberalism, and burn down the structures of workers rights and sectoral initiatives supporting more marginal enterprises”. 
Harold Kaufman, Project Mimique.

This process is particularly harsh when considering the baseline data. A majority of wards around the masterplan boundary fall within 5% of the most deprived areas of England in terms of income, with related impacts on health and with a relation to qualifications and perceived skills. Within the Inner Impact Zone (the 12 wards with territory in or immediately adjacent to the masterplan area) the wards of Bromley-by-Bow (16.3%) and East India and Lansbury (15%) suffer unemployment rates over three times the national average (source: LDA, 2004).

The Athens 2004 corporation chief, Gianna Agelopoulou, acknowledged that the Olympic Games would develop “a new model of labour” – more flexible and intensive. “Precariousness, hyperexploitation, mobility and hierarchy characterize metropolitan immaterial labour” (Lazzarato, 1999).

For further comment on the economic aspects of the bid opposition, please ring Carolyn Smith on 
020-7739 3435.

Council tax rises, other monies diverted

£550 million will initially come from London council tax payers, £1.5 billion from the National Lottery, followed by a further £75 million from council tax, and £250 million from the LDA. The IOC insists that host cities underwrite all liabilities. The Department of Culture and Sport points to a "raid on Lottery monies", a reduction of funding to the tune of £64 million per annum, 2005-2012, hitting small organisations all over the country (source: Kevin Blowe, 2004).  We also anticipate budget overspend. Sydney 2000 cost over twice the pre-bid figures. In Athens, total costs will be at least four times as high as the bid committee's initial budget. Here it is worth remembering that 12 months before the Commonwealth Games in Manchester, the government needed to provide an emergency cash injection of £105 million. Sceptics of the Olympic proposals also point to the disaster of the Millenium Dome, the delays and spiralling costs of the new Wembley Stadium, and the abandoned plans to stage the 2005 World Athletics Championships at Pickett’s Lock in Enfield (cancelled after a review which suggested that the original £87 million scheme would cost significantly more).

“If London’s bid is successful, we will be locked into paying whatever it costs to be ready on time; under the rules of bidding, the International Olympic Committee insists that host cities underwrite all liabilities of the Games. By doing so, each household in London is effectively taking out a £1,300 insurance contract on the 2012 Games”. Kevin Blowe, London’s Olympic Myths, 2004 <www.nolondon2012.org/leaflet3.doc>. Editors: please note that Kevin Blowe does not wish to be referred to as a spokesperson for No London 2012.

“East End infrastructure is already overloaded. Finding a GP or an NHS dentist is already MISSION IMPOSSIBLE. This is where our money is needed”. Philip Blott, Newham resident, Thames Gateway Forum.

Jim Paton of the Advisory Service for Squatters will argue the falsities of regeneration at the press conference on February 14, and Philip Blott of the London Thames Gateway Forum will extend a critique toward government and regional plans for London and the south east. 

Intensification of policing

Anti-terrorist policing is already undermining solidarity networks among emigres and refugees, and is written into policy statements at a local level (source: Gareth Peirce, 2003; Hackney Safer Communities Partnership, 2004). The UK has acted as a global vanguard of the ‘war on terror’ since 2001. Anti-terror legislation systematically undermines human rights and civil liberties, for the cause of preventing future violence. It targets migrant and Muslim individuals as well as political activists. 

“The use of anti-terrorism powers has now paralysed and terrified significant parts of the Muslim community in this country. […] There has been an apparently random, open-ended series of arrests. All the arrested are Muslim and most are refugees. It is now […] clear to the community that if you associate with anyone who has already been arrested here (or in their home country), then you yourselves become intensely vulnerable to arrest. […] Special Branch officers have visited individuals and said ‘Don’t help the families of people detained – or else!’ […] Even people who want to help families of those detained are seeking legal advice on whether that puts them at risk”. Gareth Peirce, ‘Terrorising communities’ in CAMPACC, A Permanent State of Terror, 2003.

Along with the latest pronouncements on house arrest and freedom of communication, powers under the Anti-Terrorism, Crime and Security Act 2001 (ATCSA) establish the basis of a police state (CAMPACC, 2003). The mass media have become embedded in a process that stigmatises Muslims as terrorists 
(IRR, 2004). There has been a three-fold increase in the number of UK Asians subjected to stop-and-search powers. Police in the Olympic boroughs, in any case, have a continuing history of racist assault, including arbitrary arrest, house raids, stop and search, the planting of drugs, deaths in custody and the shooting of unarmed suspects. Under the promotional gloss of a multi-cultural London, a ‘state of emergency’ is insinuating itself, corrupting the quotidian and denying UN and EU charter guarantees (source: CAMPACC, 2003). 

Political demonstration will be banned on the Olympic site and in surrounding areas (IOC Rule 53). Anti-terror powers may be used even more widely to persecute and criminalise dissent, thus attacking the rights of free expression and association. These have already been used against anti-war protesters: in the run up to the US-UK attack on Iraq in March 2003, the police announced a wide stop-and-search zone around Fairford airbase to block protesters; at the DSEI Arms Fair in September 2003, police carried out a stop-and-search operation against those demonstrating. When challenged at the High Court, police argued that they needed no specific reason to target individuals under ATCSA 2001, and the Court ruled that this interpretation was consistent with parliament’s intention. Thus the law authorises arbitrary police powers. 

In every Olympic host city there has been, with varying levels of severity, some sort of forced removal. For the 1936 Games in Nazi Berlin, Roma were sent to the Marzhan concentration camp at the edge of the city. In Mexico City, shortly before the start of the 1968 Olympics, 300 people were murdered by security forces at an extra-parliamentary demonstration. In Los Angeles, for the 1984 Games, homeless people were “driven out” of the city (source: Black Flag 223). In Sydney, new laws gave police extra powers to enforce Rule 53 <www.cat.org.au/aoa>, while Athens 2004 saw a repressive mobilisation of military proportions. Eleni Portaliou, of the Greek campaign Anti-2004 <www.anti2004.org>, speaking at the Urban Forum on October 15 2004, (a fringe event to the European Social Forum), stated “The Olympics are a continuation of war by other means”. Housing Rights Bulletin (COHRE, 2004) made a more general comment: “The preparations for large international events often lead to thousands of people being forcibly evicted from their homes, facing increased poverty, vulnerability and marginalisation”.

“Thus the GLA and its corporate backers will become prime agents of a systematic attack on democratic rights. Such attacks may even begin before a decision on 2012, to protect the London bid and its wider political-economic agenda”. Les Levidow, Campaign Against Criminlising Communities (CAMPACC)< www.cacc.org.uk>.
Les Levidow of CAMPACC will be speaking at the press conference on February 14.

Inadequate consultation, manufacture of consent

Environmentalists have complained of the lack of notice for meetings forcing a lack of group discussion or even presence. There has been a pronounced institutionalisation of consent via borough-level consultation procedures. At each point we have been invited to consider possible benefits only, not harm. 

The production of supportive individuals and organisations is also being ensured via the populist charade of a "cultural fringe" (starting 2004), toted local synergies of "creative" subcontracting and recruitment (London 2012: 2004/2), and a call for volunteers (70,000 at the event itself). In a savage irony, with the active collusion of environmental organisations, the British Trust for Conservation Volunteers (BTCV) and Groundwork, Olympic volunteering is toted as corporate team building and leadership training for youth (source: London 2012, 2004/1), a formalist refraction counterpointed by the Environment Agency extolling the virtues of redeveloped “green and attractive river corridors” for “social cohesion”, including benefits for physical and mental health (source: Deborah Coates, 2003). 

It is imperative to call into question the government’s communitarian ethos – the constitution of the ‘responsible subject’ (now the ‘managerial subject’) – here building through the global signifier of sustainable development. Environmental volunteering has long undermined conservation as a potential livelihood as organisations enforce low pay. Last year the Home Office floated a proposal for the incorporation of habitat and wildspace management as forced labour within the criminal justice system for non-payment of court fines, a variant of workfare options (over the last 20 years) for the long-term unemployed and prison labouring. One might also note that efforts of voluntary environmental labour are being destroyed by the Olympic proposals. The call for 70,000 volunteers for the Olympic games is reminiscent of the construction of national sporting facilities in Stalinist Eastern Europe (ie. within postwar reconstruction), and represents the elevation of the Games to a transcendent moral goal.

Campaigners also question the elitist nature of decision-making. The Olympic Games are an elitist happening, the IOC (in the words of Fidel Castro) “a mafia of white counts, princes and millionaires”.

Anne Woollett, an environmental activist involved in the consultation process noted: 


“In London, there has been a lack of consultation with local groups, compounded by inadequate notice for meetings. In Hackney, council officials lacked knowledge of the extent of proposals, making promises that turned out to be false when the plans were published. Local authorities are starved of money, officials grab any opportunity or face being left out. Opposition is effectively silenced”.

Consultation is an obligation tied to the proposal, but responsibility lies with the developing company not an independent agency. The developer is part of the GLA, it has a mission to enthuse, and referenda are not a statutory part of the process. The discourse generated can legitimate projects that are poisonous to locality. Local and refugee organisations are already worried about the funding repercussions of voicing opposition to the bid. 

Anne Woollett of the Hackney Marsh User Group will be speaking at the press conference on 
February 14.
Further information can be found at our website <www.nolondon2012.org>.

Contact Carolyn Smith 020-7739 3435, email <c.smith4@lycos.com>.
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