Anne Woollett Hackney Marsh User Group

The London Olympic Bid should be scrapped: it involves the loss of Metropolitan Open Space and Common Land, green open space used for sports and recreation, mature trees and wildlife habitats. 

This is a major loss for local people who know the Lower Lea Valley, its waterways, wildlife, heritage, particular character and raw beauty. Those who use it for recreational purposes such as walking, running, cycling, park football and bird watching, as well as those who undertake voluntary work to care for, enhance the biodiversity value, and protect the Lower Lea Valley. 

These people have expressed their concerns at public meetings, made objections to planning applications, and have come on walks round the site of the proposed Olympics precinct organised over the last two years by local community and voluntary environmental amenity groups such as the Hackney Marsh User Group (HMUG), New Lammas Land Defence Committee, Hackney Environment Forum, and the Hackney Society. Their concerns and objections have been ignored.

Destruction of trees

· The construction of the Olympics site would destroy all the trees in the Olympics precinct and many of the mature trees in Eastway Sports Centre (for the Velodrome). The land bridge to East Marsh, coach and car park on East Marsh would destroy a fine row of 25 ash trees (for the land bridge and entrance to the coach park) and many mature trees on East Marsh, including pear trees, willows, many varieties of ash, and black poplar trees, including several 110 year old rare native black poplar trees along the New Spitalfields Market edge of East Marsh (for road and parking on East Marsh). 

Destruction of open space, recreational facilities and wildlife habitats

· At the north end of the site, the Olympics construction would destroy the green open spaces and wildlife habitats. East Marsh is used as football pitches on Sundays and is a feeding ground for gulls, starlings, green woodpeckers, thrushes and fieldfare during the week. A huge land bridge would take a large chuck of open space in 2006/7 and the rest would be concreted over for a "temporary" coach and car park in 2011.  

· Arena Field, currently being restored as football pitches, is a green space close to Wick Village and Trowbridge Estate. It would be lost permanently in 2006 to a loop road, concrete batching plant, three sports facilities, one of which would remain after the Games.  

· Grassland and scrub around Eastway Cycle Circuit is used by cyclists at weekends and summer evenings and is an important wildlife habitat. This with the Bully Point Nature Reserve and allotments will be flattened for Olympic hockey pitches. 

· White Hart Field is currently a buffer zone and wildlife corridor between Hackney Marshes, Eastway and Bully Point Nature Reserve, surrounded by mounds to protect it from illegal occupation and dumping. Home to "over 204 species of invertebrate including six Red Data Book and 17 nationally-scarce invertebrates as well as the spectacular but local Rose Chafer (Cetonia aurata), its much rarer relative Trichius zonatus and the UK BAP species, the Brown-banded Carder Bee" (from a report on wildlife of Hackney Marshes for Hackney Biodiversity Partnership). White Hart Field will be lost under the land bridge. 

· East Marsh, Arena Field and White Hart Field are common land and supposedly protected by legislation.  

Destruction is permanent, not temporary

· Arena Field will be lost permanently. Any replacement open space would be at a greater distance from Wick Village, between the River Lea and Waterden Road. By 2020 this will be a very busy main route into Stratford City, carrying thousands of vehicles a day. 

· The proposals for creating parkland by the River Lea, if ever created, are uninspiring, full of concrete and unsympathetic to people and wildlife. 

· Mature trees chopped down for the land bridge and coach and car park on East Marsh would be lost for ever. Yet this permanent loss of 110 year old, rare and mature trees is asserted as "only temporary". 

Timescale: open space and wildlife will be lost to a generation of children  

· Our open space would be taken in 2006 for the loop road, land bridge and Olympics construction.
It would be lost to local people for six years before a single Olympics competitor arrives on site. 

· The post-Olympics phase would take up to a further eight years. Any open space created from the hard surfaces of the Olympics precinct would take even longer to return to anything approaching its current wildlife value.

· Any recompense or replacement for open space lost in 2006 would become available in about 2020. This timescale is vast. Local people will be without their open space for a full 14 years. That is a whole human generation: children born now would have to wait until they were 15 before their replacement open space might become available. And how many generations of kingfisher, tufted duck, painted lady butterflies, and rose chafer?  

Trust in legacy commitments

· Open space removed in 2006 from public use, and wildlife habitats destroyed in 2006 will, we are told, be returned to us by 2020 "or thereabouts". We are asked to believe that there will be money left after the 2012 Games for restoring our open spaces. We are also asked to believe that those in charge in 2012 will remember and honour commitments made by their predecessors. 

· Backing this bid requires us to do a lot of believing and to trust those to whom we hand over our open space. What evidence do we have that our trust would be justified? What evidence do we have to date of the respect for their commitments of those involved in the bid? It took London 2012 and the London Mayor only the six months between July 2003 and January 2004 to renege on their commitments not to build on our open spaces. We are now being asked to believe they will stick to their commitments over a 14-year period. 

For photographs and a virtual walk round East Marsh and more information go to <www.hackneyenvironment.org.uk>.

Annie Chipchase Environmental consultant

The location of the proposed Olympic precinct could not be worse in terms of the environment in the Lower Lea. The River Lea system is designated a Site of Metropolitan Importance* for nature conservation, and is an important passage and migration route for birds. The area also contains Sites of Borough Importance**, i.e. the Eastway cycle track and Bully Point Nature Reserve; and the Greenway and Old Ford Nature Reserve. These, and Carpenters Road Nature Area, Arena Fields and East Marsh will be destroyed by the development of the precinct.

The Olympic bid company (London 2012) and the Mayor's office have misrepresented the Lower Lea as a dump that only major regeneration will rectify. The Environmental Statement produced by EDAW as part of the planning application described the waterways as representing "corridors of dereliction". On the contrary, the proposed Olympic precinct is sited within a unique system of waterways and towpaths that support a fascinating flora and fauna amongst its reed bed, scrub and grassland habitats. The area also supports a large number of trees, most of which will be removed by the proposed development.

The area does contain dereliction, but also contains numerous industries, alongside which natural regeneration has created habitats for a range of species. This provides a natural environment that is in complete contrast to its surroundings, and is enjoyed by walkers, cyclists, joggers, fishermen, birdwatchers etc. It is a free recreational resource benefiting the health and well-being of those who live and work in the area.

The Lower Lea provides a unique opportunity for imaginative restoration that respects the existing waterways, to provide an attractive environment in which it is a pleasure to live and work. The opportunity still exists to achieve this within urban areas, and East London deserves it. The Olympic proposals will do nothing to achieve such a goal. Promises of a "park" in years to come are of no use to the people who use the area now, or the generations who will grow up knowing nothing of the wildlife that is now easily accessible.

The proposals are a kick in the teeth for the natural environment, and a kick in the teeth for the thousands of volunteers who, for the last 15 years at least have contributed time and effort into improving the environment. 
The fruits of their labours are there to be seen.

Footnotes

*Sites of Metropolitan Importance for nature conservation are those sites which contain the best examples of London's habitats, sites which contain rare species, rare assemblages of species, or which are of particular significance within large areas of otherwise heavily built-up London. They have the highest priority for protection. The identification and protection of metropolitan sites is necessary not only to support a significant amount of London's wildlife, but also to provide opportunities for people to have contact with the natural environment.

** Sites of Borough Importance are important in a borough perspective; damage to these sites would mean a significant loss to the borough.

Katy Andrews New Lammas Lands Defence Committee 

The Hackney, Walthamstow and Leyton Marshes are former Lammas Lands. This means meadows upon which parishioners had the common right to graze cattle from Lammas Day (the Celtic Midsummer Day, August 1) following the hay harvest, until Lady Day (old New Year's Day, March 25). These rights date back to before the Norman Conquest, and possibly pre-date the Roman era.

Following the arrival of the railways in Hackney during the 1840s, Lammas Grazing Rights declined in economic importance and by the 1880s were little used in Hackney and Leyton, except on Hackney Downs (where an attempt at stopping commoners grazing led to a fierce pitched battle).

The Lammas Lands on Hackney Marshes were subsequently purchased by the Settlement of St. Mary Eton, in about 1890. This settlement (part of a long tradition) had been prompted by the manifestation of a vision of the Blessed Virgin Mary at Eton College. St. Mary ordered the College to establish a settlement in Hackney to benefit the poor children of the area, and the result was the purchase of the Lammas Lands and the setting up of what became the Eton Manor Athletics Club, which also comprised rowing (the clubhouse on the Lea Navigation still exists). This was also the start of the long tradition of amateur football and other team sports being played on Hackney Marshes.

In June 1894 the Parish of Hackney Wick was established and Hackney Marshes were given to the people of Hackney in perpetuity for recreational use as open space. This is recorded on a plaque at the Church of St. Mary Eton in Eastway, Hackney Wick, which commemorates the donation of the lands in June 1894, over 110 years ago. The Eton Manor Settlement also acquired some adjacent land in Leyton, now occupied by the Eastway Sports Centre and the Eton Manor Settlement certainly became active in Leyton as well as in Hackney Wick. The Eton Manor Athletics Club still exists and is now based at Eton Manor Cottage in Marsh Lane, Leyton.

The original sports grounds on Ruckholt Road, with Eton Manor's magnificent war memorials set into the walls, were purchased by the Lee Valley Regional Park Authority (set up in 1967 as a new Regional Park, on the model of the National Parks, to promote wildlife conservation as well as recreational and leisure facilities). The playing fields are still used, but the buildings have been allowed by the Park to fall into dereliction. The Park also operates the adjacent camping site (now cut off by the M11 Link Road) and the international standard Bully Point Cycle Circuit. The Eastway Sports Centre would be lost if the Olympics bid succeeds, along with its magnificent trees.

All of the former Lammas Lands of Hackney and Walthamstow Marshes fall within the Lee Valley Regional Park. Most of Leyton's former Lammas Lands (except Seymour Fields, which are owned by LB Waltham Forest) are also within the Regional Park's boundary. All of these areas are designated as Metropolitan Open Land. Walthamstow Marshes (including the reservoirs area) are additionally a nature reserve containing several SSSIs and are recognised as being of national and regional conservation importance under European habitats legislation. Since the Regional Park was established, Hackney Marshes (although not Leyton or Walthamstow Marshes) have additionally been registered as Common Land under the 1965 Act. This includes Arena Field, East Marsh and the White Hart Triangle.

All of Arena Field (not all of which appears to have been treated as Lammas at the time of the Eton Manor Settlement's purchase) is registered as Common Land and is therefore considered to be part of Hackney Marshes. Arena Field is not a former industrial area, and all of it is currently designated Metropolitan Open Land. The Olympics proposals would include permanent facilities being built upon it, with the result that this area would be effectively destroyed as open space.

We would point out that the area covered by OLY1 does not, as claimed, run from "the southern end of Hackney Marshes to the River Thames" but also includes a large part of Hackney Marshes.  OLY2 also affects the East Marsh.

The New Lammas Lands Defence Committee are very concerned that the proposals to hold the Olympic Games in 2012 in the Stratford Marsh area clearly threaten the centuries-old integrity of the former Lammas Lands on Hackney Marshes. We object strongly to the use of these former Lammas Lands for this purpose, or for any other built development -- including the mixed-use development proposed for the post-Olympics phase. This is an unacceptable change of use.

We strongly wish the entire former Lammas Lands of Hackney and Leyton to remain as green open space, accessible to all, and also as a contiguous whole within their historical landscape context.

Stuart Dennison Cycle activist

"Olympic effect" is myth say east London sports people

"It’s all promises", say sportsmen and women who are threatened with disruption or demolition of facilities for the Olympic bid, "and we've heard it all before"

It seems the closer you get to the people who actually live near and use the proposed Olympic site in the Lea Valley, the stronger opposition to the plans becomes.

Far from being the postindustrial wasteland portrayed by the bid’s supporters, the Lea Valley marshes have a long and vibrant tradition of sporting and recreational use, partly as a result of the area’s neglect by property speculators.

Thousands of people use Hackney Marshes, and other open areas of the Lower Lea, for informal physical recreation, such as cycling, running, walking, circuit training, horse riding, canoeing, angling, kite flying and frisbee.

Many of the old industrial sites are used by joggers and walkers. Cyclists use the canal and River Lea Navigation towpaths, the national cycle trails which run up the valley and Eastway Cycle Circuit which hosts road racing time trials, BMX stunt cycling and mountain biking as well as community projects such as a cycling club for the learning disabled and training for local school children. All of this will be lost, to be replaced by cement behemoths which are of little use to local communities.

There is also the largest concentration of football pitches in the world, 140 pitches on Hackney Marshes, the spiritual home of grassroots football. Each Sunday, 1,500 players compete in the Hackney and Leyton Football League. The pitches are an early stomping ground for such sporting icons as Terry Venables, Bobby Moore, David Beckham and Sol Campbell. Some of this will be lost to a coach park, introduced to satisfy the IOC committee’s worries about London’s woeful transport system. A 10-hectare plot is to be used by 400 coaches bringing spectators in from park-and-ride schemes around the M25.

Research last year by the London Green Party showed that the equivalent of 1,500 pitches had been lost in the past 10 years in London. The report said that the decline in green spaces was especially acute in east London.

Directly and indirectly these precious outdoor spaces will be enclosed, disrupted and destroyed: by coach parks, ‘temporary’ roads, construction work, bridges, fences and walls...

Robbing the poor...

To date £340 million has been siphoned off from existing sports lottery distributors just to promote London 2012. The Department of Culture, Media and Sport admit that £64 million per annum of lottery funding will be diverted to the Olympic developments between 2005-12. A cross-party committee of MPs said in March 2004 that money earmarked for the Olympics is “a straightforward raid” on lottery funds for projects outside of London. Meanwhile, no sports lottery grants have been given out in the last year in London. Amongst the direct victims are Hackney Rugby Club and Lea Rowing Club.

The health of east London -- the broader picture

· Life expectancy is amongst the worst in England for males and poor for females

· Infant mortality is amongst the worst in England

· Child poverty is of particular concern, with the highest rates nationally of children living in families dependent upon income support or benefits

· The area has amongst the worst premature death rates from coronary heart disease in the country

· Deaths from cancer in parts of north-east London amongst the highest 10% nationally.

All of these are issues to which grassroots sport can play and are already playing, an important positive role.

The "Olympic effect" is myth. There is no evidence that the Olympics contribute to grassroots sport.

· The successful bid would lead to the annihilation or displacement of existing, successful, well-used resources; 11 football pitches, the country’s best-used national cycle circuit and walking, running and river spaces.

· The proposed £340 million from the lottery is money that will be lost to other causes, many of which will be grass-roots sport. It represents a huge diversion of money towards a tiny elite.

· The Olympics will make local people less healthy. The Lea Valley is predominantly a quiet, green open space, used by people for sports and recreation. The proposed developments will do nothing to improve the health or quality of life of the residents of the area.

Lea Valley Cycle Circuit (Eastway)

At first glance, cycling and cyclists stand to gain from millions being pumped into redeveloping the cycle circuit at present: 1 mile road circuit, 3 mile cross country circuit, set in wildlife conservation area.

Olympic development: the circuit will be closed for three to five years to build a velodrome, BMX course, new 
1-mile road circuit, and the cross-country circuit will be shortened, with the overall area, by half. Wildlife conservation area will be lost to the squeeze in the Olympic village and baseball training ground. A wider community of cyclists will suffer from aforementioned effects on traffic-free cycle routes, one of which is National Cycle Route 1. It is arguable whether, for all the disruption and costs, users and potential users of the circuit will benefit much.

From London 2012: a sustainable sporting legacy?
By Professor Fred Coalter, University of Stirling

As part of the promotional materials for the London 2012 Olympic Bid the claim is made that, if the Bid is successful: “[…] grassroots participation would be boosted. An already sports-mad nation would get fitter and healthier”. In other words, the staging of the Olympic Games in London would lead to “a step change in the nation’s physical activity”, contributing to the government’s desire to increase participation in sport and physical activity. Such claims suggest that holding the Olympic Games in London can contribute to the government’s broader social and health agenda. It is also claimed that it will contribute to the extremely ambitious target of 70 percent of the population undertaking 5x30 minutes of moderate activity per week by 2020 as outlined in Game Plan (DCMS/Strategy Unit, 2002), the government’s strategy for delivering its sport and physical activity objectives.

However, the model of behaviour change underpinning such claims is not clear. Is it implying a media-led growth in participation as a result of widespread coverage of the Olympic Bid? Is it presuming that elite sporting role models will encourage widespread participation? Is it assuming that the coverage of individual sports will increase their popularity (even though many Olympic sports are highly technical and/or minority activities)? Why is it assuming that persistently under-participating groups will be moved to participate and enable the nation to get fitter and healthier? As the great majority of spectators of any Olympics will view it via television, what is specific about a London Games? Will any of the presumed impacts be restricted to the south east of England, where provision and a sense of involvement will be concentrated?

Such long-term stagnation and changing trends in sports participation pose major challenges, both for general attempts to increase sports participation and, more directly, for the claimed contribution of the Olympic Games.

In the year following the 2000 Games, although seven Olympic sports experienced a small increase in participation, nine declined. The pattern for non-Olympic sports was broadly similar, with the biggest increase in noncompetitive walking. Veal (2003) also speculates that declines in participation for certain sports could be explained by a ‘couch potato’ syndrome induced by so much sports coverage on television! However, his overall conclusion is that it is “a mixed picture, […] difficult to attribute it to the Olympic Games” (Veal, 2003: 261)."

Jim Paton Advisory Service for Squatters

Sport, housing and ‘regeneration’

Sport: The 2012 bid is anti-sport! It will destroy scarce and well-used local sports facilities. 

· The entire East Marsh, home to Hackney and Leyton Football League, with numerous football and two rugby pitches in to be concreted over for a coach park. The promise to reinstate it is dubious (coming from the same people who originally stated that it would not be disturbed at all) and, at best, cannot be realised until around 2015. Ten years is most of an adult playing lifetime. A vague promise to find "better" pitches somewhere else begs the question "WHERE?" and is based on ignorance. These are excellent pitches, far better than are usually available to weekend footballers. What local footballers need is decent changing facilities not mythical ‘better’ pitches located somewhere in the ether.  


· The Eastway Cycle Circuit will be destroyed. This is a unique facility well used by local children and adults.


· The area is widely used for less formal active recreation. The paths on the Old River Lea and the Marshes, the Bow Back Rivers, the area around the Channelsea River, west and south of the cycle circuit and the northern part of the Greenway* are a magnet for walkers, runners, cyclists and all manner of explorers and nature lovers. If the bidocrats have their way, the entire area will be fenced off from next year. Much of it will be sold to private interests after the Games and never be accessible to the public again. The rest will stripped of all its wildness and beauty and -- by 2020 we're told -- will have been degraded into a monocultural park.

· The government has admitted that £340 million will be channelled away from current sports lottery distribution. This money largely supports real grassroots sport around the country. The bidocats' rhetoric about ‘encouraging grassroots sport’ is hollow. They see it as just a fishing pool to ‘find the next’ Amir Khan or Kelly Holmes. Ordinary people who just want to play football at the weekend or judo on wet Wednesday night often have scant facilities at the moment, especially in urban areas such as those affected by the bid, and will have even less if it succeeds. In fact, £340 million is probably an underestimate. There is heavy pressure for the remaining funds to be concentrated on Olympic sports and, amongst those, only on sports in which the UK has traditions or prospects of success. If you're young and fancy handball, table tennis, cricket, wrestling, rugby league or dozens of other worthwhile sports -- tough!  Young and poor?  You can do football, boxing or athletics, maybe judo or swimming if you're lucky, but don't expect much support unless you're very talented. Young and middle class? If you have any talent, you can be generously subsidised in rowing, sailing, all manner of horsiness and other Olympic sports exclusive to minorities in the world's richest enclaves. How many sailing medals will Tanzania win?

Housing and ‘regeneration’: Housing is a subject on which the bidocrats' silence is eloquent. 

· They don't tell you that Clays Lane Housing Co-op, a modern purpose-built estate where 450 people live, would be demolished. They don't mention the adjacent student accommodation belonging to the Universtity of East London, housing around 550 more. This is being closed by the university and would be ideal for conversion to social housing in an area of desperate housing need. But this rare opportunity is also lined up to be ‘regenerated’ with the wrecking ball. 

· The homes of 1,000 people being bulldozed is just the spectacular end of a looming housing disaster. All the affected areas, north Newham as far east as Manor Park, Leyton, Homerton and Hackney Wick have major concentrations of relatively cheap private-rented housing, representing a significant proportion of London's total stock. This is the only housing available to thousands of people on low and average earnings or benefits, often having no access to social housing. The ‘regeneration’ the Olympic bid promotes as an objective will see thousands lose their homes as the housing stock is converted to owner occupation -- for those who can afford it -- whilst huge profits are made in the process. There will be an inevitable ‘churning’ effect as the social profile of these areas is transformed. Where will people go? Who will be left in the area to fill the inevitably low-paid jobs the bid promises to create? Who cares anyway? Blair, Livingstone, Prescott etc. will be out of office by the time the chickens come home to roost -- and find nary a twig to perch on.

What about the Olympic village?  Won't some of that be used for social housing? 
Even if vague promises in that regard are kept:

· It will not be available in time to be of use to those who lose their homes and is unlikely to provide sufficient housing to compensate for a huge loss of rented housing in the area.

· The term ‘social housing’ should be treated with caution.  Nowadays it means almost exclusively ‘key worker’ schemes and shared ownership. The latter is accessible only to the modestly prosperous, not to most local people. ‘Key workers’ means mainly doctors and nurses, teachers and police. It doesn't include firefighters, bus drivers, cleaners, people who work in shops, or the great majority of essential but low-paid workers who live and work in the area now.  

Footnote

* The Greenway is a unique walking and cycling route created on top of the embankment of the former Northern Outfall Sewer.
 It runs from Hackney Wick to Beckton and its northern end is particularly wild, rich and attractive.

Philip Blott London Thames Gateway Forum

Bin the Bid

As the Queen honestly pointed out, for 2012 it will be Paris.

Don't let London's fools gold trick you. After all, weren't we supposed to get the football World Cup? Considering the farces of the Dome and Wembley ​-- we'd just be another Montreal. The Olympics blighted that city not just for years afterwards, but for decades! If London couldn't build a 50K world championship stadium for Pickett's Lock, how can it build an 80K Olympic stadium. If you were an IOC member, would you vote for London after Pickett's Lock? The £550 million council tax bill speaks for itself.

What is worrying about the bid's multi-million pound publicity is what is being done under the cover of its name.

The Trojan Horse

The LDA and other agencies are buying up large areas of east London in the Olympic's name. Yet what will happen to all this land when Paris wins? Is it for dormitories for Canary Wharf and Stratford City (with eastenders being pushed out)? The East End infrastructure is already overloaded. Finding a GP or a NHS dentist is already MISSION IMPOSSIBLE. This is where the money is needed. 

And why is so much money being spent on people who in July don't have an IOC vote? Is it because they do have a vote in May's general election? A feel-good campaign paid for by the tax payers, however false, is hardly going to hurt the government at the election.

The bid is doomed to failure, but the question is how high a price is east London going to have to pay for this Trojan Horse?

Les Levidow Campaign Against Criminalising Communities (CAMPACC)

CAMPACC website: <www.cacc.org>

Olympics policing: A threat to democratic rights

Summary of statement

Olympics policing threatens our democratic rights. The IOC rules prohibit any protest in the Olympic City and "surrounding area".  The relevant London boroughs have a long history of racist policing. Britain already has exceptionally repressive laws against protest, especially under the Public Order Act and more recently under ‘anti-terror’ laws. The so-called ‘war on terror’ has created even more severe powers for suppressing our rights, under the pretext of pre-empting violence, though really to protect injustice from protest.  

Injustice is built into London's Olympic bid, which aims mainly to enrich property developers and other corporate sponsors. It will appropriate large land areas, evict many people from homes and workplaces, and restrict access to open spaces. The London bid itself may start to inflict such injustices in the run-up to the IOC decision later this year. The GLA and its corporate backers will become agents of an attack on democratic rights, under the gloss of publicity about ‘multicultural London’.

Full statement

Olympics injustice and repression

Under the standard arrangements for the Olympics, the host organisation has a duty "to ensure that no political demonstration or meeting is held in the Olympic City or its surroundings" (A Few Aspects of an Organising Committee's Work, <www.olympic.org/uk/organisation/index_uk.asp>). According to IOC Rule 53, moreover, "No kind of demonstration of political, religious or racial propaganda is permitted in any Olympic sites, venues or other areas". 

What does this mean in practice? In previous Olympics Games, the city authorities have imposed severe repression, even militarised policing.  

In Athens 2004 the city evicted a Roma settlement located near the site. Criticising their brutal treatment, a housing organisation 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" (HRB, 2004).  

In preparing the Athens event, the authorities militarised the city. They set up more than a thousand CCTV surveillance cameras, as well as Patriot missiles, no-go "red zones" and police informers -- all to intimidate protest. What were these measures protecting? For example, the Athens 2004 corporation chief acknowledged that the Olympic Games would develop a new model of labour -- more flexible and intensive. An activist there drew links between neo-liberal models being imposed on both Athens and Iraq: "The Olympics are a continuation of the war and competition by other means" (Eleni Portaliou of the Greek campaign Anti-2004, speaking at the Urban Forum, Bartlett School, October 15 2004, as part of the European Social Forum). For the Sydney Olympics in 2000, new laws gave the police extra powers to enforce Rule 53.

Britain's repressive powers
Police powers have been used disproportionately against ethnic minorities for a long time. In the London boroughs where the Olympics would be held, the police have a continuing history of racist assault -- including arbitrary detention, house raids, stop-and-search, drugs plants, deaths in custody and shooting unarmed ‘suspects’. The London bid could easily intensify such racist practices, under the promotional gloss of a multicultural city.  

Britain already has exceptionally severe laws to repress or criminalise protest. For example, the police have used the Public Order Act to kidnap large numbers of people at demonstrations and even detained a coach enroute to a protest at Fairford Air Force Base. Such practices threaten the rights of free expression.  

The Terrorism Act 2000 extended the definition of terrorism to include simply "the threat" of "serious damage to property", in ways "designed to influence the government" for a "political cause". That law created new crimes of association, while extending police powers to detain individuals incommunicado. It stigmatised a wide range of legitimate political activity as ‘terrorism’.  

Since 2001, the UK has acted as a global vanguard of the ‘war on terror’, especially at home.  Its ‘anti-terror’ legislation systematically undermines human rights and civil liberties, in the name of pre-empting hypothetical future violence. It has targeted migrant and Muslim communities as well as political activists. Special powers allow the police to bypass the judiciary, thus establishing the basis for a police state (CAMPACC, 2003).  

‘Anti-terrorism’ policing is already fragmenting solidarity and community networks among migrants, according to leading solicitor Gareth Peirce (2003). In recent years there has been a three-fold increase in the number of British Asians subjected to stop-and-search powers under the Anti-Terrorism, Crime and Security Act (ATCSA) 2001. The mass media have become 'embedded' in a process that stigmatises Muslims as terrorists (IRR, 2004).

Local government too has become embedded in this war on democracy. ‘Anti-terror’ policing is written into policy statements at a local level. The GLA's propaganda sheet, The Londoner, has published articles by the Met's police chief justifying the use of such powers.  

‘Anti-terror’ powers have been used also to harass and deter political protest. In the run-up to the US-UK attack on Iraq in March 2003, the police announced a ‘stop-and-search’ zone in the entire Gloucestershire area around Fairford Air Force Base. At the DSEI Arms Fair in September 2003, the police carried out a stop-and-search operation on protestors under ‘anti-terror’ powers. When this repression was challenged at the High Court, police argued that they needed no specific reason to target any specific individual under the ATCSA 2001. The Court ruled that this interpretation was consistent with Parliament's intention. Thus the law authorises arbitrary police powers.

London's Olympic bid

London's Olympic bid aims mainly to enrich property developers and other corporate sponsors. It will appropriate large land areas, evict many people from homes and workplaces, and restrict access to open spaces. The London bid itself may start to inflict such injustices, even in the run-up to the IOC decision in July this year.   

The London bid has sanitised the repressive and racist role of the Metropolitan Police, including many deaths in police custody. According to the official site of London 2012, 

Security is a priority. London is one of the world's safest major cities. So much so that the police routinely patrol without guns [...] The Metropolitan Police has unrivalled experience in managing large-scale events safely and unobtrusively, covering everything from traffic control to counter-terrorism.   

If the London bid succeeds, then no doubt ‘anti-terror’ (and other) laws will be used to harass local people and activists, especially to pre-empt any attempts at protest. As required by the IOC rules, this will be done both in the Olympic City and "its surroundings", perhaps in the entire London area. Thus the GLA and its corporate backers will become prime agents of a systematic attack on democratic rights. Such repression may begin even before the IOC decision on 2012, to protect the London bid and its wider political-economic agenda.
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About No London 2012

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.

The network came together in December 2004 with the specific mission of tackling the IOC visit to London this February. We hoped to widen the framework of opposition to the bid in London and draw media spotlight to the diverse issues that the Olympic proposals raise.

Organisation of the platform and protest events was prompted after a meeting at the Urban Forum on October 15 2004, a fringe event to the European Social Forum hosted by the Bartlett School of Architecture, University College London. Greek campaigners Eleni Portaliou and Anne Vafidis from Anti-2004 spoke of the intense militarisation that surrounded the Athens Olympics, and the influence of corporate demands for sporting attainment on the distortions of doping and training regimens. Anne Woollett of the Hackney Marsh User Group described the impact of habitat loss, the scale of the London proposals, and criticised the inadequate consultation of the application process.

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, housing and settlements, for global corporate spectacle

· Impact of development on local economy, job relocation

· Council tax rises, diversion of other funds

· Civil liberties and human rights implications

· Inadequate consultation and the institutionalisation of consent

Environmentalists and sporting activists local to the Olympic boroughs have been campaigning against the Olympic proposals since 2001. The Hackney and Leyton Football League are conducting a separate campaign (on a sport-only platform) and can be contacted via their Secretary Kevin Doolin on 07956303053.

Further information about No London 2012 can be gleaned from <www.nolondon2012.org> and other websites listed in this document. Speakers are available for interview (please contact them directly). Notes for reporters and editors (sent out with press invitation) available via email on request: please contact Carolyn Smith 020-7739 3435 <c.smith4@lycos.com>.

Useful websites

· No London 2012 <www.nolondon2012.org>. Pictures from the demonstrations are available online.

· Pictures (Hackney Marsh User Group) <www.hackneyenvironment.org.uk>

· Exploitation of sportswear garment workers Sponsored by Oxfam, Make Trade Fair, Clean Clothes Campaign, Global Unions <www.fairolympics.org/en/index.htm>

· Corporate Watch on Newham Council's Olympic process <www.corporatewatch.org.uk/news/bullying_and_bribery.htm>

· Ten reasons to oppose all Olympic Games <www.anti-2004.net/ten_reasons.htm>

· Anti-Olympics round up <www.scotland.indymedia.org/newswire/display_any/580> 

· Hack the bid <http://hackthebid.org>

Other cities resistant

· Sydney 2000 <www.cat.org.au/aoa>

· Athens 2004 <www.anti2004.net>

· Torino 2006 <http://nolimpiadi.8m.com/maineng.html>

· Helsinki 2008 <www.helsinki.fi/~vholmber/antiolympia>

· Toronto 2008 <www.breadnotcircuses.org>

· Vancouver 2012 <www.creativeresistance.ca/awareness-toc/awareness-olympic-watch.htm>

Impact of Olympic Games

· The role of mega-events in urban competitiveness and its consequences on people (Barcelona) <http://netx.u-paris10.fr/actuelmarx/m4olmo.htm>

· Peter A. Haxton. Community involvement and the Olympic Games <www.sport.gov.gr/2/24/243/2431/24314/243144/paper11.html>

· Rising East <www.uel.ac.uk/risingeast/currentissue>

Official information

· London 2012 <www.london2012.org/en>

· Olympics Joint Planning Action Team (JPAT) <www.olympicsjpat.org.uk>

· International Olympic Committee (IOC) <www.olympic.org/uk/index_uk.asp>

· International Paralympic Committee <www.paralympic.org/release/main_sections_menu/index.html>

· Moscow <www.m2012.ru/en>

· Madrid <www.madrid2012.es>

· Paris <www.parisjo2012.fr/en>

· New York <www.nyc2012.com>

· Bid profile and fact sheet <www.gamesbids.com/english/bids/2012.shtml>

