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1
Direct Action and the Campaign
for Nuclear Disarmament, 1958–62
Jodi Burkett

The simplicity of the message ‘Ban the Bomb’ was the Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament’s (CND) greatest asset and greatest liability. It
enabled the organisation to attract a wide variety of people, but it also
meant that they needed to undertake actions which would not alienate
any of these disparate people. As the 1960s progressed CND, and its
adherence to moderate activities, was increasingly marginalised within
the radical left. As Adam Lent argues, ‘more than anything else’ the
distinction between CND’s respectful lobbying strategy and the more
urgent, rebellious approach of direct action ‘encapsulated the shift in
movement politics during the 1960s.’1 Focussing on the first four years
of the CND, from its inaugural meeting in February 1958 through the
passing of its first constitution in April 1962, we see an organisation 
at the vanguard, but also one fraught with tension over methodology.
CND called for Britain to unilaterally renounce nuclear weapons,
appealing to the morality of both politicians and the public. But it was
not the only group making this demand. The Direct Action Committee
Against Nuclear War (DAC) also used moral arguments to call for British
unilateral nuclear disarmament. The two groups diverged in their belief
about the best way to accomplish this goal. While the CND hoped to
use the pressure of mass public support to sway politicians to adopt
unilateralism, the DAC thought that politicians could only be forced
into this attitude through the use of direct action. 

Extra-parliamentary organisations, or social movements, have con-
sistently grappled with the question of which tactics to employ. Researchers
have found that the public recognises a number of levels of extremity
in social movement activity. As activists move from conventional to
unconventional politics, through direct action and non-violence, they
tend to lose support.2 The desire for large-scale support tends therefore



to push organisations towards moderate activity. Yet, it is not just
public opinion to which these organisations need to appeal. The type
of activity they engage in also needs to galvanise their own supporters
and provide internal cohesion and a sense of collective identity.
Leaders therefore tread a fine line between advocating radical action to
maintain rank-and-file support without alienating potential allies.3 The
tension that these questions create within a movement was visible in
the early part of the twentieth century within the women’s suffrage
campaign in Britain. Moderate suffragists worked to galvanise large sec-
tions of the public, while the militant suffragettes employed more
radical tactics hoping to pressure those in power to create change more
quickly.4

It was not just in Britain that these were important issues. Around
the same time that the anti-nuclear movement was struggling with
these questions, they were also being discussed within independence
movements throughout the former British Empire. The argument for
non-violent direct action was famously won by Gandhi in India where
he used it to successfully gain his country’s independence.5 This was
not the only means of successfully fighting for independence as we can
see by the examples of both Ghana and Tanganyika (later Tanzania)
where moderate leaders worked with the British government to secure
their countries’ independence.6 Moderation versus militancy continued
to be a major issue throughout the 1960s. It was of vital importance in
the United States civil rights movement where Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
famously took up Gandhi’s example.7

The anti-nuclear movement also drew on longstanding traditions of
British pacifism. One of the reactions to the violence of the First World
War had been to define Britain as a ‘peaceable kingdom’ thereby pri-
vileging peaceful, respectable, law-abiding protest.8 The Peace Pledge
Union was the primary pacifist organisation from the early part of the
century and became the ‘source of the most extreme forms of protest
against nuclear armament’ after the Second World War. In 1950 they
put forward a programme very similar to that advocated by the CND
eight years later.9 From the middle of the 1950s small, local anti-
nuclear groups were being formed throughout the country.10 The increase
in nuclear tests also served to galvanise opposition and resulted in 
the formation of the first national anti-nuclear organisation, the
National Council for the Abolition of Nuclear Weapons Tests in early
1957.11

Though not without tension, the CND and the DAC enjoyed a
working relationship and an overlapping membership for more than
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two years. But by late 1960 questions of tactics had resulted in the
division of the anti-nuclear movement. The creation of the Committee
of 100, which advocated civil disobedience, and the resignation of
Bertrand Russell as President of CND was, according to its chairman,
‘a serious blow to the Campaign, and one from which it never fully
recovered.’12 This division was ostensibly about tactics, but the ability
of CND and DAC to work together, shows that it was not that simple.
The situation surrounding the formation of the Committee of 100, the
personalities involved and their inability to work together, was equally
important in causing the split in the movement. 

The groups: CND, DAC and the Committee of 100

The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament was the largest mass move-
ment in Britain since the war. It is extremely difficult to gauge levels 
of support as there was no mechanism for individual membership
throughout this period, but we do know that mere weeks after their
inaugural meeting in February 1958 there were more than 100 local
CND groups.13 CND also took on symbolic importance and it was
believed that ‘identification with CND could be taken to be a capsule
statement of a distinctive moral and political outlook.’14 While this
statement is oversimplified, assuming much greater unity than existed
in the campaign, it is how CND was viewed by contemporaries. 

The structure of CND was rigidly hierarchical with the Executive
making all decisions for the organisation. In fact, in the early years the
vast majority of CND’s actions were the direct initiative of its Chairman
Canon Collins.15 The leadership of the CND was a self-selected group of
well off, well known, politically important white men quite different
from the rank and file of the organisation. A mass-based movement had
not been Collins’ objective16 He was convinced that the way forward
was to keep the Executive small and in control of all major decisions 
as this would enable it to take action quickly.17 Throughout his tenure
as Chairman, Collins resisted demands from the rank and file for 
representation at the level of decision-making. The creations of the 
Co-ordinating committee, made up of representatives of all affiliated
groups to advise the Executive, and annual conference, were stop gap
measures designed to placate the rank and file while preserving the
existing Executive structure and power.18 A democratic constitution was
finally agreed by the Executive in 1961 and passed at the 1962 annual
conference. It included the election of Executive members but not
individual membership. 
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In 1957 Sheila and Harold Steele attempted to prevent Britain’s
testing of its first hydrogen bomb off Christmas Island by sailing 
a boat into the test area. Although failing to do so, they gained world-
wide publicity and were supported in Britain by an Emergency
Committee for Direct Action Against Nuclear War.19 As this group
transformed into the Direct Action Committee they did not lose their
temporary nature saying that they did not intend ‘to continue for years
or to become an alternative political party.’20 The DAC policy of direct
action rested on a belief in personal responsibility. They thought that
‘Britain should give up unilaterally all nuclear weapons and policies
based upon them, without waiting for agreement between other coun-
tries’ and that since they were asking this of their country they too
should be prepared to act independently.21 They also held that direct
action should be undertaken ‘to focus public attention on the issues
involved.’22 The success of their actions therefore relied on receiving
media coverage and making a clear statement. 

The organisation of the DAC was not dissimilar to that of the 
CND, but it managed to avoid many of their problems by being much
smaller and more tightly knit. The biggest organisational difference
between the two groups was their stance on the relationship of local
and regional groups to the Executive. Whereas the CND Executive was
determined to keep local groups under control, the DAC actively
encouraged local groups to be independent. They thought that ‘if direct
action is to succeed it must go on independently of any particular group
or persons. We hope that many other groups all over the country will
initiate action.’23 The preoccupation of the CND leadership with creat-
ing and maintaining an image of respectability by strictly controlling
what was done in their name and avoiding controversy, was not present
in the DAC. The leadership of the DAC expected their activities to be
controversial. With the caveat that they hoped to get widespread
support for their plans, they took pains to say that they did ‘not imme-
diately abandon any [plans] simply because they are controversial or
unpopular in some quarters. Indeed one of [our] purposes is to initiate
new types of action which, because they are unusual, are liable to
arouse controversy.’24

The Committee of 100 was, according to Richard Taylor and Colin
Pritchard ‘a disparate coalition, united only in its belief in the primacy
of the nuclear issue, its conviction that civil disobedience was the
correct method, and its deep antipathy towards the CND leadership.’25

The Committee was the brainchild of Ralph Schoenman, a young
American member of the CND.26 When Schoenman first pitched the
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idea of a new group to Bertrand Russell he was told that he ‘should 
be able to work as part of the [existing] Direct Action Movement’.27

Schoenman, however, succeeded in convincing Russell that a new
organisation dedicated to civil disobedience was necessary. 

The Committee of 100 consciously designed its structure to be 
different than that of the CND. In particular they tried to counter 
the hierarchical nature of CND, holding Quaker style meetings with
members seated in a circle, each having the same authority to speak,
and striving for consensus.28 The Committee, like both the CND 
and DAC, was originally understood as temporary. Each of the three
groups thought that they would be able to accomplish their objectives
quickly and then disband. This proved not to be the case and they
were forced to co-exist and, increasingly, compete for supporters
within the movement. 

What were direct action, civil disobedience and the
alternative?

All three groups existed outside of traditional political circles. Of the
three, CND took the constraints of the political system most seriously
when planning their actions. The official CND line was that British
unilateral nuclear disarmament would only come about through a Labour
government. They, therefore, advocated more traditional methods, trying
to convince the Labour Party to adopt unilateralism, while the DAC
and Committee of 100 employed a tactical militancy which made the
Labour party uneasy. The model of direct action to which members 
of the anti-nuclear movement turned was that of Gandhi and Martin
Luther King. This included ‘obstruction, occupations, boycotts, tax
refusal, industrial action, [and] illegal leafleting.’29

One of the reasons direct action was so much debated and so divisive
was that its relationship with non-violence and civil disobedience was
unclear. The majority of those who propounded direct action agreed
that it should be non-violent, but did not necessarily agree on what
that meant.30 In their 1959 policy statement the DAC used an
extremely broad definition of non-violence. Not only did they argue
that it required a complete absence of physical violence but also that it
involved ‘complete openness with the authorities.’ This, they argued,
was required because the purpose of non-violent demonstrations was
‘not to score points off the authorities but to win public support and to
protest in an effective and dramatic way.’31 To use violence would be
‘tragically inconsistent’ with their purpose. If they ‘lapsed into secrecy,
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sabotage and violence’ it was argued, the Committee ‘would inevitably
lose all its moral power and defeat its own purpose.’32

Direct action and civil disobedience were often conflated. In the 1980s
Pat Arrowsmith, a member of the DAC Executive, remembered the
debates about direct action as being about civil disobedience. As she says 

many and prolonged were the wrangles about direct action by
nuclear disarmers twenty years ago. Breaking democratically passed
laws was undemocratic argued the constitutionalists. No it wasn’t,
the direct actionists countered – not when something so utterly
undemocratic as planned genocide was involved.33

Her assumption that direct action meant ‘breaking democratically
passed laws’ illustrates this confusion. It was this confusion which
often resulted in the rejection of direct action by more moderate 
supporters. For the DAC civil disobedience was only one of its many
forms of activity in 1959. The creation of the Committee of 100 
itself points to a clear distinction between direct action and civil
disobedience. Again, Arrowsmith recalls that ‘when the Committee of
100 was launched … the question arose: were direct action and civil
disobedience the same thing? If not, were they of equal value?’34

The variety of activities undertaken by the CND and DAC in the late
1950s was not remarkably different. Both marched, leafleted and wrote
to Members of Parliament. But CND focussed their energy on edu-
cational activities. In the summer of 1959 they organised a ‘Nuclear
Disarmament Week’ whose suggested activities included ‘stalls of stands
in market places or shopping centres … chain letters to three friends
asking them to write to the Prime Minister and three other friends;
speakers at Schools; [and] lunch time factory gate meetings.’35 This
emphasis on educational activities was in part a reaction to demands
from regional groups. One such group, Sevenoaks, argued that an edu-
cational programme should take precedence ‘until the movement
attracts a greater measure of public support.’36 They thought that small
marches provided ‘a hostile press with an excellent opportunity to
ridicule the Campaign, and reassures our M.P.’s in their conviction that
they can afford to disregard our lobbying and our letters of protest.’37

There was a strong argument within the CND that effort was being
wasted. ‘Instead of spending time at local meetings’ argued Richard
Acland in 1958 ‘our National Names should give an equivalent number
of evenings to long quiet conversations with four or five carefully
chosen and carefully invited key people.’38
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The activities of the DAC did not focus on education. They continued
to do things like lobby the House of Commons during debates on
Defence Motions in 1959, but this was not their main form of action.39

In December 1958 the DAC planned an intensive campaign at the
rocket base at North Pickenham which marked the beginning of their
most intense year of campaigning.40 Throughout the summer of 1959
the ‘DAC staged poster parades, open-air gatherings, picketings at
defense sites …. Everywhere they urged defense workers to quit their
jobs or strike.’41 This relentless activity had an effect on the authorities
and in December 1959 seven leaders of the Committee, Arrowsmith,
Hugh Brock, April Carter, Frances Edwards, Inez Randall, Allen Skimmes
and Will Warren, were arrested and jailed. They refused the offer of
release in return for giving sureties to keep the peace for one year and
were held for two months.42 For Arrowsmith, it was an example of the
Government persecuting the DAC, finding obscure laws, like the 1361
Justices of the Peace Act under which they were charged, to punish
them.43 It also showed others within the movement that they could be
arrested and imprisoned for seemingly innocuous activity.

One of the most contested issues in this period was participation 
in electoral activities. Many members of the DAC worked extensively 
on the 1959 campaign of Lawrence Daly in Scotland. Will Warren was
Daly’s election manager. Several members went to Scotland to give
assistance and the group sent a van, printed pamphlets and offered 
to stage a press conference.44 Some members even sent cash donations 
to the campaign.45 They also supported the London Universities and
Schools CND proposal to create a ‘Voter’s Veto’ group. The CND Exe-
cutive was entirely opposed to participating in the election in any way
and were particularly critical of the ‘Voter’s Veto’. At a Co-ordinating
Council meeting in January 1959 Collins ‘stated that if the Direct Action
Committee went ahead with their plans [for a Voter’s Veto] it would be
necessary for the Campaign publicly to dissociate themselves from their
actions.’46

At its inception the objectives of the Committee of 100 were not
entirely clear. For Russell the objective was simple publicity.47 His focus
on the propaganda effect of the Committees activities required highly
visible, but not necessarily high risk, action. Schoenman agreed that
civil disobedience could educate people by showing them the inhu-
manity and illegality of nuclear weapons. But it could do more. He
hoped to unite the activities of the Direct Action Committee with the
mass support of CND. By holding very large illegal demonstrations
Schoenman thought he could force the government to its knees by
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‘filling the jails and thus paralysing the system to the point of col-
lapse.’48 This objective required an exaltation of going to prison which
was visible in the rank and file of the Committee. As one member
recalled of an early Committee of 100 ‘sit down’ ‘Bertrand Russell sat
on the Air Ministry steps and we all sat down on the pavement. But I
didn’t actually get arrested. They just sort of picked me up and told me
to go home. It was very disappointing.’49

These different attitudes permeated the group and informed the loc-
ation and types of action undertaken. Pat Arrowsmith recalled that:

certain Committee of 100 members argued that it was pointless,
even possibly counterproductive, to block innocuous streets; the
action should be at the bases. Others (at first the majority) said that
to get thousands breaking the law conspicuously in city centres
would achieve more publicity, hence be more useful, than getting
(inevitably) fewer people to take action at remote bases.50

The Committee was launched in the autumn of 1960, and held its first
demonstration in 1961. 

The activity which most characterised the anti-nuclear movement in
the early period was the Aldermaston march. It was particularly
identified with CND even though the idea, and the organisation, of the
first march in 1958 were those of the DAC. Initially sceptical, the CND
supported the first march both financially and by announcing it at its
inaugural meeting. The first march, following the ethos of direct
action, started with a rally in Trafalgar square and ended at the Atomic
Weapons Research Establishment in Aldermaston. It was highly suc-
cessful attracting many times the expected number of marchers.51

Despite the success of the 1958 march, there was controversy within
the movement about whether or not to hold another in 1959. The
Executive of the CND were divided on the matter. Collins was very
much for it ‘believing that it would be a cohesive force in the Campaign,
as well as an active means of expressing our purpose.’52 Others within
the CND, supported by the DAC, thought that the point had been made
by the first march and feared that with repetition the march would lose
its impact becoming almost an institution.53 Collins’ argument prevailed
‘after considerable discussion’ within the Co-ordinating committee.54

Two important changes were made to the march that year. The organisa-
tion was taken over by the CND and the direction of the march was
reversed so that it started in Aldermaston and ended in London symbol-
ically bringing the protest to the seat of power.55
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Despite their differences of opinion the CND was able to work along-
side the DAC throughout its first two years. The leadership of the two
organisations may not have always seen eye to eye, but they appreci-
ated that each other’s work was valid and useful. For the rank and file
of both organisations, the activities of the two groups complemented
each other and many people participated in both. 

Relations between the groups

The primacy of the discussion of tactics tends to obscure the large
spheres of agreement between all three groups. As Michael Randle,
member of the DAC Executive, put it they all ‘shared a rejection on
moral grounds of nuclear weapons.’56 All were in agreement that the
goal was to ‘Ban the Bomb’, that nuclear weapons were immoral and
that it was necessary to mobilise the public if they were going to be
successful. The 1961 CND Annual General Meeting passed a resolution
that ‘CND, Direct Action and the Committee of 100 are three tech-
niques in a united attack on preparations for nuclear war.’57 Yet the
tension that existed between those advocating different methodologies
did not disappear.58

The attitude of the CND toward direct action was never simple. Its lead-
ership was largely uncomfortable with such tactics, yet many of its earli-
est supporters were committed to direct action. Just months after its
foundation the Executive committee made it quite clear that it ‘felt it was
very important that Direct Action should be a part of the Campaign in
conjunction with other propaganda such as meetings, literature etc.’59

Direct Action was legitimised, but not privileged, as a form of action.
Peggy Duff, secretary of CND, was generally positive of the DAC saying
that ‘they brought to the campaign a commitment to and an understand-
ing of non-violent techniques which was supremely important at that
time and which set a tone and produced a quality for demonstration
which lasted for many years.’60 From the summer of 1958 

a division of labor was established whereby the CND would have
complete charge of mass demonstrations, while DAC would be free to
‘concentrate on more specialized types of action suited to a small and
flexible body, including demonstrations which have to be mounted at
speed, and the more radical types of direct action projects.’61

Both organisations seemed relatively comfortable with this breakdown
of responsibility.
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The formal relationship between the groups can be vividly seen in
the discussions of both the CND Executive and Co-ordinating commit-
tee. The Executive of the CND wanted close contact with the DAC, to
know what they were doing and to co-ordinate activity. Within the
Co-ordinating committee there was also a desire to include the DAC.
Some members expressed anxiety about the possible inefficiency of a
division in labour while others pointed to the success that had already
accrued because of CND support of DAC activity. It was clear that
many members of the Co-ordinating committee wished the DAC was
more actively involved in their work. At their October 1958 meeting
the committee agreed ‘that a special effort be made’ to persuade the
DAC to take up the delegate space that had been offered them.62

This effort paid off initially as Michael Randle was the DAC repres-
entative at their January 1959 meeting. At that meeting he asked if he
was there as a delegate or an observer. The response of the Committee
acknowledged that there had been some confusion on the issue, but
they agreed that ‘they were welcome as delegates.’63 But this did not
last. In May 1959 it was reported back to the Co-ordinating committee
that two representatives of the CND, Ritchie Calder and Benn Levy,
had met representatives of the DAC to discuss the relationship between
the two groups. The Chairman proposed that ‘after very friendly talks
it had been agreed to recommend that the Direct Action Committee
should no longer be represented on the Co-ordinating Committee, but
that a separate Liaison Committee be set up in order to avoid confu-
sion or difficulties on strategy and tactics.’64 After some discussion the
proposal was agreed upon. The general attitude of the CND towards
the DAC was seen by members of the DAC as benign. It was described
as ‘one of slight distancing but general support.’65 The executive of the
CND clearly did not want their organisation accused of direct action,
but saw that it had a place in the movement as a whole.

There was also a division within the DAC about what sort of rela-
tionship they should have with the CND. They did send represent-
atives to CND Co-ordinating committee meetings and corresponded
with the CND President, Bertrand Russell relying on his financial and
strategic backing. Immediately after the formation of the CND the
DAC sent them a letter ‘asking for further co-operation.’66 Their 1959
Policy Statement said that ‘although they do not always agree on the
methods to be used, both the Campaign [for Nuclear Disarmament]
and the Direct Action Committee agree on the basic principle of uni-
lateral nuclear disarmament … and there is a formal liaison between 
the Direct Action Committee and the Executive Committee of the
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Campaign.’ DAC Executive member Hugh Brock stressed the need for
the closest possible liaison between the two organisations. He criticised
the actions of his colleagues for ‘rocking the boat too much’ saying
that they would not have been so successful ‘without the backing of
the Campaign.’67 On the other hand, the 1959 policy statement also
asserted that ‘the Direct Action Committee is a completely separate
body from the Executive Committee of the Campaign for Nuclear
Disarmament.’68 This attitude was taken up by Michael Randle who
was keen to illustrate the DAC’s independence to the CND Executive
defying the larger organisation on issues like the Voter’s Veto. 

Perhaps the most fundamental aspect of the relationship between
the two organisations in this period was the fact that their membership
largely overlapped. The DAC acknowledged that ‘most participants in
direct action [were also] members of local Campaign [for Nuclear
Disarmament] groups.’69 No matter how much the executives of the
two groups wanted to distance themselves from one another their
overlapping membership made this difficult. Collins was keenly aware
of this. He thought that ‘the vast majority’ of the rank and file ‘were
loyal to executive decisions’ but acknowledged that they ‘also admired
those who engaged in direct action.’ He neatly summarised the
difficult position of the leadership of both groups saying that ‘the rank
and file never seemed fully to realize that in their desire for the kind of
campaign envisaged by the executive and their understandable,
though often sentimental, feelings about direct action, there was,
implicit, a contradiction.’70

The relationship between the CND and the Committee of 100 was
characterised by much more antipathy than that of either group with
the DAC. This is as much a result of the personal relationship between
Cannon Collins and Bertrand Russell as any tactical difference between
the two organisations. Collins clearly felt betrayed by the way in which
the new Committee had been announced. Russell claimed he con-
sulted Collins about the creation of the new group, but Collins insisted
that the first he heard of it was through Victor Gollancz.71 The timing
of the launch of the new organisation was a particular bone of con-
tention. Its creation was leaked to the media mere weeks before the
Labour Party conference at which they were expected to vote for uni-
lateralism. Collins thought that the creation of this militant group, and
CND’s association with it, would jeopardise their chances of getting
the policy passed. The creation of the Committee of 100 resulted in the
acknowledgement by Russell that he was unable to work with Collins
and his resignation as President of the CND.72 The new Committee was
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not just seen as competition for the CND,73 but according to Collins it
brought ‘bickerings, misunderstandings, irreconcilable attitudes and
strained loyalties which inevitably reduced the effectiveness of the
Campaign, hindered its progress, and created such tensions between
those who favoured the technique of civil disobedience and those who
did not that the unity of the movement was destroyed.’74

These feelings went both ways. The Committee of 100 were united in
their antipathy to the leadership of the CND. There was a widespread
belief that their moderate tactics, particularly the reliance on the
Labour Party, was not only too slow but ultimately ineffective. One
member of the Committee said she ‘felt CND was holding back the
anti-nuclear movement because they were trying to be respectable and
establishment all the time.’75 For Schoenman, the actions of the CND
did not match the danger that was posed by nuclear weapons. He
called the leaders of CND, ‘the cultivators of popular-unpopular causes,
those indulgent phrase-makers who plague every dissident movement
with their reformist illusions and irrelevant ambition.’ He said their
activities, were in effect saying to their supporters ‘we are in imminent
danger of mass annihilation; join our annual march’ which, he said
‘seemed pathetic.’76

The relationship between the Committee of 100 and the DAC was
much more sympathetic. The Committee of 100’s activities ‘rapidly
overshadowed’ the DAC, and by the end of 1961 they had agreed to
dissolve themselves and joined the Committee of 100 en masse.77

Youth were an important presence throughout the three organ-
isations. The Executive of the CND encouraged the growth of youth
groups requesting that all groups and regions ‘foster the growth of
Youth Groups wherever possible, and … allow them representation 
on adult Committees and on Regional Councils.’78 Direct action was as
controversial within the Youth CND as in its older counterpart, but
they took a different stance on the issue approving ‘the idea of direct
action and shock tactics within the law’79 at their quarterly meeting in
November 1959. In general young people tended to support the more
radical activities of the DAC and later the Committee of 100.

Conclusions

The debate about tactics and methodology within the anti-nuclear
movement mirrored that occurring throughout the left in the 1960s
and within social movements through the rest of the century. The
ability of disparate groups to unite around a common goal was under-
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mined by their inability to agree on how best to achieve them. These
differing ideas on methodology led to personal antipathies which may
have been even more damaging than the tactical disputes themselves.
With the creation of the Committee of 100 the extent of overlapping
group membership throughout the anti-nuclear movement decreased.
The divergence between the CND and the Committee of 100 required
that people choose between organisations, effectively weakening the
whole movement. The creation of the Committee of 100 did dis-
rupt the functioning of the CND, even if not quite as catastrophically
as Collins suggested. Without pressure to reform coming from DAC
members within CND, the organisation drifted farther and farther away
from the vanguard of the radical left. 

Despite the importance of these issues within the movement, to
those outside these divergent groups were often seen as one large
amalgam. Most often the CND was used as shorthand when referring
to the entire anti-nuclear movement in all its guises. This was true
right from the beginning with a DAC protest in 1958 being ‘one of the
first occasions when the press showed itself quite incapable of dis-
tinguishing between the various wings of the movement.’80 This was
frustrating for both the CND and the other groups. Each fought hard
to define their own boundaries and resented the blurring of the lines.81

Looking at the relationship between the CND, DAC and the Com-
mittee of 100, we can begin to unpack the assumption that a split over
tactics meant that the movement itself would inevitably divide. The
CND and the DAC were able to work together, sometimes even at
the same demonstration, while holding radically different ideas about
the best way to accomplish their mutual goals. The circumstances sur-
rounding the launching of the Committee of 100, and the personal
antagonisms between its leaders, played as much a part in splitting the
anti-nuclear movement as ideological differences. Proponents of uni-
lateral British nuclear disarmament were divided by their age, class,
gender, and political beliefs. Yet they were united in their abhorrence
of nuclear warfare and belief that Britain should take the moral high
ground in renouncing the weapons and stepping out of the nuclear
game. It was through this unity that they created the first mass move-
ment to ‘Ban the Bomb’.

Notes

1 Adam Lent, British Social Movements since 1945: Sex, Colour, Peace and Power
(Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2001), p. 43.

Jodi Burkett 33

Proof



2 Russell J. Dalton, Citizen Politics in Western Democracies: Public Opinion and
Political Parties in the United States, Great Britain, West Germany, and France
(Chatham, N.J.: Chatham House Publishers, 1988), p. 65.

3 Donatella della Porter and Mario Diani, Social Movements: An Introduction
(Oxford: Blackwell, 1999), p. 182.

4 On the debate within the suffrage movement see Jill Liddington and Jill
Norris, One Hand Tied Behind Us: The Rise of the Women’s Suffrage Movement
(London: Rivers Oram Press, 2000).

5 For discussion of tactics within the Indian independence movement see for
example Anshu Singh, National Movement and Communal Strife in India from
1937 to 1947 (a Study in Strategy and Interactions) (Delhi: Kalpaz Publications,
2004). 

6 See Gregory Maddox, ed., Colonialism and Nationalism in Africa: A Four
Volume Anthology of Scholarly Articles, 4 vols. (London: Garland Publishing
Inc., 1993). Particularly volumes 3 and 4 for discussions of other paths to
independence.

7 For discussions of civil rights in the United States see Simon Hall, Peace and
Freedom: The Civil Rights and Antiwar Movements in the 1960s (Philadelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press, 2005). These issues were also discussed 
in the Northern Irish civil rights movement. For a discussion of this see 
Bob Purdie, Politics in the Streets: The Origins of the Civil Rights Movement in
Northern Ireland (Belfast: Blackstaff, 1990), pp. 137ff., 239ff.

8 This legacy is discussed in Holger Nehring, ‘The British and West German
Protests against Nuclear Weapons and the Cultures of the Cold War, 1957–64’,
Contemporary British History 19, no. 2 (2005), p. 231.

9 Frank E. Myers, ‘British Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Dis-
armament and the Committee of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University:
1965), pp. 7, 38–9.

10 Adam Lent, British Social Movements since 1945: Sex, Colour, Peace and Power
(Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2001), p. 40. See Jones, Sheila, Peace News 7 March
1958 obituary of Gertrude Fishwick quoted in Frank E. Myers, ‘British Peace
Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament and the Committee of
100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University: 1965), p. 82.

11 Wayland Young, Strategy for Survival: First Steps in Nuclear Disarmament
(Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1959), p. 40.

12 Canon L. John Collins, Faith under Fire (London: Leslie Frewin Publishers
Ltd., 1966), p. 318.

13 Frank E. Myers, ‘British Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Disarma-
ment and the Committee of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University:
1965), p. 105.

14 Frank Parkin, Middle Class Radicalism: The Social Bases of the British
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (Manchester: University Press, 1968), 
p. 3.

15 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 15 May 1958’,
(LSE, CND/1). 

16 Canon L. John Collins, Faith under Fire (London: Leslie Frewin Publishers
Ltd., 1966), p. 315.

17 Ibid, p. 315.
18 Ibid, pp. 315–16.

34 NGOs in Contemporary Britain

Proof



19 Kate Hudson, CND – Now More Than Ever: The Story of a Peace Movement
(London: Vision Paperbacks, 2005), p. 41. Also see Frank E. Myers, ‘British
Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament and the Committee
of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University: 1965), pp. 45, 46.

20 DAC, ‘Policy Statement of the Direct Action Committee against Nuclear
War, 26 May 1959’ (Lawrence Daly Papers, MRC MSS 302/3/15, 26 May
1959).

21 Ibid.
22 Ibid.
23 Ibid.
24 Ibid.
25 R.K.S. Taylor and Colin Pritchard, The Protest Makers: The British Nuclear

Disarmament Movement of 1958–1965, Twenty Years On (Oxford: Pergamon,
1980), p. 42.

26 Frank E. Myers, ‘British Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Dis-
armament and the Committee of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University:
1965), p. 153.

27 Bertrand Russell, ‘Letter to Ralph Schoenman – 21 July 1960’, in The Selected
Letters of Bertrand Russell, ed. Nicholas Griffin (London: Routledge, 2001),
p. 528.

28 Sam Carroll, ‘“I Was Arrested at Greenham in 1962”: Investigating the Oral
Narratives of Women in the Committee of 100’, Oral History 32, no. Spring
2004 (2004), pp. 11, 13.

29 Pat Arrowsmith, ‘The Direct-Action Debate’, in The CND Story: The First
25 Years of CND in the Words of the People Involved, ed. John Minnion and
Philip Bolsover (London: Allison & Busby, 1983), p. 139.

30 Ibid, p. 140.
31 DAC, ‘Policy Statement of the Direct Action Committee against Nuclear

War, 26 May 1959’ (Lawrence Daly Papers, MRC MSS 302/3/15, 26 May
1959).

32 Ibid.
33 Pat Arrowsmith, ‘The Direct-Action Debate’, in The CND Story: The First

25 Years of CND in the Words of the People Involved, ed. John Minnion and
Philip Bolsover (London: Allison & Busby, 1983), p. 139.

34 Ibid, p. 140.
35 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 13 May 1959’

(LSE, CND/1).
36 Sevenoaks CND, ‘Memo from Sevenoaks CND, July 1958’ (LSE, 

CND/1).
37 Ibid.
38 Richard Acland, ‘Memorandum on Techniques for Nuclear Disarmament

Campaign’ (LSE, CND/1, 26 September 1958).
39 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 11 February

1959’ (LSE, CND/1).
40 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 28 November

1958’ (LSE, CND/1).
41 Frank E. Myers, ‘British Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear

Disarmament and the Committee of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia
University: 1965), p. 147.

Jodi Burkett 35

Proof



42 Ibid, p. 148.
43 Pat Arrowsmith, ‘The Direct-Action Debate’, in The CND Story: The First

25 Years of CND in the Words of the People Involved, ed. John Minnion and
Philip Bolsover (London: Allison & Busby, 1983), p. 141.

44 Papers of Lawrence Daly, MRC, MSS 302/3/13.
45 April Carter, ‘Letter to Will Warren, 14 September 1959’ (Modern Records

Centre (MSS/302/3/13)).
46 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 3 January 1959’

(LSE, CND/1).
47 Bertrand Russell, ‘Letter to Ralph Schoenman – 16 August 1960’, in The

Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, ed. Nicholas Griffin (London: Routledge,
2001), p. 533.

48 J. Minnion and P. Bolsover, ed., The CND Story: The First 25 Years of CND 
in the Words of the People Involved (Allison and Busby, 1983), pp. 10, 140.
R.K.S. Taylor and Colin Pritchard, The Protest Makers: The British Nuclear
Disarmament Movement of 1958–1965, Twenty Years On (Oxford: Pergamon,
1980), pp. 80–1.

49 Quoted in Sam Carroll, ‘“I Was Arrested at Greenham in 1962”: Invest-
igating the Oral Narratives of Women in the Committee of 100’, Oral
History 32, no. Spring 2004 (2004), pp. 21–2.

50 Pat Arrowsmith, ‘The Direct-Action Debate’, in The CND Story: The First
25 Years of CND in the Words of the People Involved, ed. John Minnion and
Philip Bolsover (London: Allison & Busby, 1983), p. 140.

51 Peggy Duff, Left, Left, Left. A Personal Account of Six Protest Campaigns,
1945–65 (London: Allison & Busby, 1971), p. 165.

52 Canon L. John Collins, Faith under Fire (London: Leslie Frewin Publishers
Ltd., 1966), p. 312.

53 Chingford Nuclear Disarmament Committee, ‘Letter to Peggy Duff, 8 Novem-
ber 1959’ (LSE CND/1/3).

54 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 3 January 1959’
(LSE, CND/1).

55 Peggy Duff, ‘Letter to Mrs Margaret Bowles, 23 November 1959’ (LSE
(CND/1/3)). See also Canon L. John Collins, Faith under Fire (London: Leslie
Frewin Publishers Ltd., 1966), p. 312.

56 Michael Randle, ‘Non-Violent Direct Action in the 1950s and 1960s’, in
Campaigns for Peace: British Peace Movements in the Twentieth Century, ed.
Richard Taylor and Nigel Young (Manchester: Manchester University Press,
1987), p. 146.

57 Quoted in Diana Collins, Partners in Protest: Life with Canon Collins (London:
Victor Gollancz Ltd., 1992), p. 250.

58 Paul Byrne, The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (London: Croom Helm,
1988), p. 45

59 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 15 May 1958’
(LSE, CND/1).

60 Peggy Duff, Left, Left, Left. A Personal Account of Six Protest Campaigns,
1945–65 (London: Allison & Busby, 1971), p. 128.

61 DAC letter to supporters June 1958 quoted in Frank E. Myers, ‘British 
Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament and the Committee
of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University: 1965), pp. 145–6.

36 NGOs in Contemporary Britain

Proof



62 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 7 October 1958’
(LSE, CND/1).

63 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 11 February
1959’ (LSE, CND/1).

64 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 13 May 1959’
(LSE, CND/1).

65 Paul Mercer, ‘Peace’ of the Dead: The Truth Behind the Nuclear Disarmers
(London: Policy Research Publications, 1986), p. 58.

66 CND, ‘Minutes of the Executive Committee, 18 March 1958’ (LSE, CND/1).
67 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 13 May 1959’

(LSE, CND/1).
68 DAC, ‘Policy Statement of the Direct Action Committee against Nuclear

War, 26 May 1959’ (Lawrence Daly Papers, MRC MSS 302/3/15, 26 May
1959).

69 Ibid.
70 Canon L. John Collins, Faith under Fire (London: Leslie Frewin Publishers

Ltd., 1966), p. 329.
71 Bertrand Russell, The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell. Volume III 1945–1967

(London: Allen & Unwin, 1969), p. 110. Cannon John Collins, ‘Chairman’s
Report to CND Executive, 1960’ (LSE CND/1/60).

72 Bertrand Russell, The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell. Volume III 1945–1967
(London: Allen & Unwin, 1969).

73 Peggy Duff, Left, Left, Left. A Personal Account of Six Protest Campaigns,
1945–65 (London: Allison & Busby, 1971), p. 171.

74 Canon L. John Collins, Faith under Fire (London: Leslie Frewin Publishers
Ltd., 1966), p. 318.

75 Sam Carroll, ‘“I Was Arrested at Greenham in 1962”: Investigating the Oral
Narratives of Women in the Committee of 100’, Oral History 32, no. Spring
2004 (2004), p. 20.

76 Ralph Schoenman, ed., Bertrand Russell: Philosopher of the Century (London:
George Allen & Unwin Ltd., 1967), p. 4.

77 April Carter, ‘Direct Action against Nuclear War’, in CND Story: The First
25 Years of CND in the Words of the People Involved., ed. J. and P. Bolsover
Minnion (London: Allison & Busby, 1983), p. 52.

78 CND, ‘Minutes of the National Co-Ordinating Committee, 13 May 1959’
(LSE, CND/1).

79 Youth Against the Bomb (London) December 1959 quoted in Frank E. Myers,
‘British Peace Politics: The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament and the
Committee of 100, 1957–1962’ (PhD, Columbia University: 1965), p. 151.

80 Peggy Duff, Left, Left, Left. A Personal Account of Six Protest Campaigns,
1945–65 (London: Allison & Busby, 1971), p. 167.

81 Kate Hudson, CND – Now More Than Ever: The Story of a Peace Movement
(London: Vision Paperbacks, 2005), p. 67.

Jodi Burkett 37

Proof



Proof

Abel-Smith, Brian, 147, 155
The Poor and the Poorest (published

1965), 147
Abortion Act (1967), 53, 72, 80, 88,

90, 92
Abortion Law Reform Association

(ALRA), 9–10, 72, 77, 87–9, 
92

Abortion Law Reformed (‘official’
ALRA account of the Abortion
Act), 90

constructed meaning of sexuality
and gender (1930s to 1970s),
78–9

founding and early years of, 80–5
In Desperation: Letters Sent to the

Abortion Law Association
(publication), 90

and legislation, 86, 92
rights of women as individuals, 78,

92
‘social clause’ strategy, 90–1

abortion, 9, 53, 62, 71–2, 182, 193,
245

advocacy, 79–80, 86–7
backstreet, 80, 89–90
and health issues, 89
law reform, 83, 85–6, 89–92
legal, 72, 77, 78, 80–3, 86–9, 90, 

91, 92
political support for, 78, 86
reform, 80, 86, 87, 88–9
rights of women as individuals 

and, 78, 92
role of class in representation of,

86–9, 90–2
therapeutic, 80, 86, 91–2

Action Aid, 48, 216
Action for World Development, 45–6,

53
activism/activists, 1, 6, 7, 11, 12,

14–16, 78–81, 109, 155, 191,
208–9, 210–11, 218, 247

events imparting impetus to,
121–2, 131–2, 133, 137

forms of action of, 21–2, 118,
134–6, 138–40, 188–9, 215

motivations of, 121–4, 130, 183
political involvement of, 138, 142
spread of, 90, 98–9, 140–2, 143
structures and organisation of, 99,

213
tactics employed in, 21–3, 129, 205

Adam Smith Institute, 14
Addaction, 164, 166, 173
Advisory Council on the Misuse of

Drugs, 170
affluence, 5, 6–7, 17, 183, 191, 218
Africa Bureau, 119, 127n.26, 132
aid and development charities, 217
Airport Watch, 215
ALARM (ad hoc campaign 

coalition), 213
Albany Trust, 97, 98
Alcoholics Anonymous, 12
Alfie (British film), 89
Ali, Tariq, 187
Allen, Elizabeth, 122
Allied Powers/Allies, 41–2
Almond, A., 253
Alternative Trade Organisations

(ATOs), 222, 229–33, 237
Amandla (ANC cultural group), 141
Amnesty International (founded

1961), 15, 16, 113, 114, 117, 118,
120, 121, 122, 125, 217, 273, 274

awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in
1977, 119

campaign on behalf of ‘prisoners 
of conscience’, 114

constituency of, 124
individuals behind, 122–3

An Eochair, 248
Animal Liberation Movement, 7
Annan Committee on Broadcasting

(1977), 185

281

Index



Anti-Apartheid Movement (AAM), 8,
11, 129, 130, 134, 137–9, 142–3

Anti-Apartheid News, 140
formation and historical

background, 130–3
Mandela campaign, 140–1
and transformative ‘space of

action’, 135–6
anti-Communism, 117, 133, 138, 191
anti-debt movement, 50–3
anti-establishment ethos, 134–5,

182–3
anti-fascist bodies, 115–16
antiglobalisation, 16
Anti-Litter League, 81
anti-materialism, 196
Anti-Nazi League, 14
anti-nuclear movement, 22, 23, 28,

25–30, 32–3, 211
anti-poll tax movement, 14
anti-poverty sector, 6

see also poverty lobby
anti-road protests, 216
anti-roads activists, 215
Anti-Slavery Society (established

1839), 115
anti-Thatcherism, 129, 137–40
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty,

207
Arena Three (lesbian magazine), 97
arms trade/arms export, 45, 48, 135,

139
Arrowsmith, Pat, 26, 27, 28
Arts Council, 190
Association for the Prevention of

Addiction, 164
Association of Parents of Addicts

(APA), 164
Association of Rivers Trusts, 214
Astor, David, 118, 125
Attlee government, 133, 147

Baby Milk Action, 12
Baker, Eric, 118, 123, 128n.38
Ballybeen Women’s Centre, 245
‘Ban the Bomb’ campaign, 21, 29, 33
Baptist Union, 184
Barclays Bank, 136
Barnardo, Dr Thomas John, 5, 153

BBC, 8, 132, 182, 183–4, 188–92, 194
Belfast Agreement, 100
Benenson, Peter, 117, 118, 119, 121,

122, 123, 124, 127n.24, 
128n.38

Benn, Tony, 192, 194
Beveridge, William, 165, 167

‘distressed minorities’, 165
Birdlife International, 216
Birkett Committee, 83
birth control, 62, 70–2, 80, 87
bisexuality, 95, 96, 101, 106, 109
Black Consciousness, 135, 137
Black Poppy (drug user activist

publication), 174
Blair, Tony, 102, 103, 120
Boer Camps, 41
Bourne, Aleck, 80, 84
British Council of Churches, 43,

56n.17, 229
British Debt Crisis Network, 50
British Ecological Society, 15
British Hydrogen bomb, testing of

(1958), 12, 24
British peace movement, 12
British Quakers/Quakers, 25, 40–2,

43–4, 118, 148, 232
Social and Economic Affairs

Committee, 148
British society, 59, 73–4, 87, 147–9,

218
British Trust for Conservation

Volunteers (BTCV), 204, 207
British Union of Fascists (BUF), 115
Broadcasting Standards Commission

(1988), 183
Brock, Hugh (of DAC Executive), 27,

31
Buckland, Norah, 182, 191, 192
Buglife – The Invertebrate

Conservation Trust, 214

Campaign Against the Arms Trade, 48
campaign coalitions, 49–55, 213
Campaign Coffee, 234
Campaign for Homosexual Equality

(CHE), 1, 98, 99, 102
Campaign for Homosexual Law

Reform, 100

282 Index

Proof



Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
(CND) (1958–62), 6–8, 16, 21,
24–8, 33, 73, 123, 134, 137, 183,
192, 196, 197

‘Ban the Bomb’ campaign, 21
relations among anti-nuclear

groups, 22–3, 29–32
Campaign for Real Aid, 47, 48
Campaign for Social Justice, 244
Campaign to Protect Rural England

(CPRE), 201, 204, 206, 207, 213,
214, 215, 218

Camps for Climate Action
(‘disorganisation’), 219

Cancún (Mexico), 48, 51
WTO meeting, 51

cannabis, 167, 168
capitalist consumerism, 213
Catholic Agency for Overseas

Development (CAFOD), 8, 12, 43,
50–1, 57n.45, 216, 239n.17,
241n.83

Catholic Institute for International
Development, 45

Catholic Teachers’ Federation (CTF),
190

Cathy Come Home (television film),
12, 150

Central Funding Initiative (CFI), 165,
170–3

Central Landowners Association, 206
Centre for Contemporary Cultural

Studies (CCCS), Birmingham
University, 194

Centre for Policy Studies, 14
Chance, Janet, 80, 81, 85, 86, 87
charities, 3, 9, 17, 45, 54, 164, 167–8,

177, 216, 218, 226
engagement political activity by,

45, 46
implications of registration, 204,

209
seeking legislative change, 50, 53

Charity Commission, 3, 45, 46–9,
54–5, 209, 234, 235

groups engaging in political
activity, 46–9

charity laws, 9, 38, 39–40, 45–50, 53,
218, 235

Charter 77 (Czech dissident group),
120

Charter 88, 120
Charter of the United Nations 

(UN, 1945), 116
Child Benefit, 157
Child Interim (later One Parent

Family), 150
Child Poverty Action Group (CPAG,

1965), 6, 14, 73, 148, 149, 150–2,
155–7, 167

child poverty, 149–50
see also Child Poverty Action Group

(CPAG, 1965)
Children Act (1989), 174
Christian Aid, 8, 12, 16, 45–7, 49,

50–3, 216–17, 229–31, 232,
235–7, 240n.43

see also fair trade movement
Christian Aid News, 230
Christian Reconstruction in Europe

(1945), 42, 229
Christianity/Christian values, 8, 40,

114, 185, 191, 196
Church Missionary Society, 51
Church of England, 61–2
Citizen’s Charter (1991), 174
citizenship, 62–4, 95–6
Civic Trust, 214
civil disobedience, 23–9, 32, 134, 187
civil liberties, 113, 117, 120–1, 124,

125n.3, 168
civil partnerships, 1, 100–1, 103, 109
civil rights movement, 12, 22, 244
civil servants, 151, 153, 154, 211–12,

215, 246
civil society organisations (CSOs), 3,

130, 261, 264, 266
civil society, 3, 4–5, 17, 137, 242–8,

261
approach to peace-building, 249–57
promoting solidarity, 130–4
voluntary organisations and, 165–6

class bias, 68–9, 187
Cleaning-up TV (1967), 186, 194
‘Clean-up TV’ campaign, 182, 184,

189
climate change, 52, 209, 211, 217,

219

Index 283

Proof



Climate Chaos march (November
2006, London), 216

Cloke, Paul, 52, 224, 229
Coalition on Sexual Orientation

(COSO), 100
Coiste n-Iarchimi (umbrella

organisation), 247
Cold War, 34, 116, 117, 119, 127,

137, 138
Collins, Canon (Chairman, CND), 23,

27, 28, 31, 32, 33, 132, 133
Comic Relief, 12
Commission for Equality and Human

Rights (2007), 96, 101, 109
Commission for Racial Equality, 101
Commission on Obscenity and

Pornography (in America), 185
Committee (later Council) for

Environmental Conservation
(CoEnCo, 1969), 208

Committee for Homosexual 
Equality, 98

Committee of 100 (anti-nuclear
movement), 23–9, 31–3, 134

Committee of African Organisations
(CAO), 131, 143n.6

Common Agricultural Policy, 230
Commons Preservation Society

(1865), 205
Communist Party, 177
communities, 62, 72, 100, 132, 245,

248, 249–51
balancing aims and needs, 216
reducing reliance upon the 

state, 172–3
Community of St Mary the 

Virgin, 167
Compact with the Voluntary Sector

(1998), 253
conflict transformation, 242–57
confrontations, 9–11, 14–15, 17,

129–30, 194, 244–5, 249
Conservation Corps (now BTCV), 207
conservation organisations, 218–19,

220n.20
conservation, 11, 39, 204, 205,

207–11, 214, 215–16, 218–19
Conservative Government, 100,

101–2, 136, 157, 169

conservative women’s organisations,
14, 15, 16, 60–1, 67, 191, 212

constituencies, 7, 123–4, 232, 261–4,
266–9, 272–6

consumerism, 1, 16
boycotts, 130, 135, 218
Consumers’ Association, 184, 194
Co-operative Wholesale 

Society, 231
marketised welfare state 

and, 175–6, 177
NGOs relating to, 223–5, 237
power of, 8, 236

consumption, 16, 130, 217, 230
contraception, 77–8, 83, 85, 87
Coon, Caroline (of Release), 168
Corporate Watch, 50
COSMO (TV pressure group), 193
Council for the Protection of Rural

England, 15, 215
Countryside Alliance, 2
County Council Association, 206
Crosland, Tony, 103, 104

The Future of Socialism (1956), 103

Daily Mail, 187
Daily Mirror, 82, 151, 208
Daily Sketch, 187
Daily Telegraph, 121, 122
Dance, Major James (Conservative

MP), 184, 192, 193
Database of Archives of UK 

Non-Governmental
Organisations (DANGO), 17n.1,
56n.8, 264, 266, 277

Daughters of Bilitis, 96
Debt Crisis Network, 50
Deedes Committee, 168
democracy/democratic, 7, 8, 16, 51,

96, 107, 275
agents, 261–2, 266
‘democratic deficits’, 7–8, 261–4
expression, 6–7, 255
failings of British in, 120–1
participatory, 99–100, 101, 105–6,

108–9, 192–3, 196
potential (of NGOs), 263, 264,

266–8, 276–7
strong civil sphere in, 250–1

284 Index

Proof



Department for International
Development, 215–16

Department of Health and Social
Security (DHSS), 153, 155, 170,
171, 172

Department of Social Development
(DSD), 246, 253, 254, 255

‘Harbison Report’, 253–4, 255
developing countries, 40, 42–3,

222–3, 231
Devlin, Bernadette, 247, 251
Direct Action Committee Against

Nuclear War (DAC), 24, 27, 31,
47

nuclear disarmament campaign,
21–30, 33

relations among anti-nuclear
groups, 22–3, 29–32

direct action, 7, 21–2, 24–33, 50–1,
55, 105–6, 130, 134–5, 137,
138–9, 187, 209–10, 213, 215,
217–18, 224–5, 244–9

see also non-violent direct action
(NVDA)

Disability Rights Commission, 100
disabled, 148, 264
Disablement Income Group (1965),

148
Disarm for Development coalition

(1982), 47, 48
disaster relief, 40, 42–3, 44, 45, 53,

229
Disasters Emergency Committee

(DEC), 12, 53
discrimination, 1, 4, 68–70, 100, 103,

104–5, 106, 107, 109
discursive approach (of

organisations), 9–10, 17, 80, 107,
152

‘disorganisations’, 11, 100, 213, 219
‘distressed minorities’, 165, 167, 177
diversity, 3, 11–17, 96, 103, 107–8,

143, 166, 177, 201, 204, 255
divorce, 6, 70, 73, 75n.32, 154

legislation, 61–2, 192
Divorce Reform Act (1969), 70

women, 69–70, 73
Doha round of trade negotiations, 51
Dolci, Danilo, 118, 122

‘donor fatigue’, 54–5
drugs

addicts/addiction/use, 167–9, 
176

field, 166–7, 170, 173–6
illegal, 164–77
laws, 167, 175–6
user activists, 174–6
voluntary sector, 165–6

Drug Action Teams (DATs), 174
involvement of users/user 

groups, 8–9, 10, 174–6, 
273

legal aid, 168–9
Users’ Voice (drugs user activist

publication), 174
Duff, Peggy, 25

Earth First!, 213
Eastern Europe, 3, 41, 42, 117
Economic and Social Committee

(United Nations), 3
economic development, 51, 217
Economic Partnership Agreements

(EPAs), 51–2
ecosystem, 216, 268–9
Edinburgh, 2, 52, 191
education/educational, 1, 27, 43, 54,

59, 62, 64, 82, 149, 194, 197, 201,
205, 210

constituency amongst students, 124
inclusion of anti-apartheid in, 140
voluntary women’s organisations

and, 59, 62–4, 78, 245
Emergency Committee for Direct

Action Against Nuclear War, 24
empowerment, 175–6, 250
England, 2, 3, 49, 89, 96, 98, 109,

118, 190, 208, 209, 214, 216, 219,
220n.6, 244

English Church Census, 232
Ennals, David (Labour Cabinet

minister), 122, 155, 273
Ennals, Martin, 119, 122
Environment Council, 204
environmental degradation, 48
environmental education, 201–5
Environmental Investigation 

Agency, 212

Index 285

Proof



environmental movement, 39, 48,
201–19

see also environmental 
non-governmental
organisations (ENGOs)

environmental non-governmental
organisations (ENGOs), 201–3,
218–19

broadening agenda of, 215–18
effects of Second World War 

on, 206
evolution of modern mass

movement by, 207–15
Social Trends (official statistical

digest), 214
thematic concerns of, 204–5
see also environmental movement;

environmentalism
environmental protection, 210, 217,

218, 219
environmental sector, 2, 11
environmentalism, 1, 12, 14, 15–16,

201–3, 211–16, 219
biocentric trend in, 11
emergence of modern, 207–10
public image of, 204–5
transnational agenda of, 217–18
see also environmental 

non-governmental
organisations (ENGOs)

EPIC (for Loyalist former 
prisoners), 247

Equal Franchise Act (1928), 62
Equal Opportunities 

Commission, 101
Equal Pay Act (1970), 68
Equality Act (2006), 101, 109
equalities/equal

agenda, 3, 104, 106, 108
Equality Alliance, 100–6, 107–8
formal, 108, 109–10
legal, 96, 104, 106
pay campaign (for women 

workers), 67
Equal Pay Campaign Committee

(EPCC), 1944, 66–7, 68
Esquire Clubs Ltd, 98
ethical consumerism, 16, 224–5,

236–8

European Commission, 51
European Convention (1950), 120
European Convention for the

Protection of Human Rights 
and Fundamental Freedoms
(1950), 116

European Fair Trade Association
(EFTA), 238n.6

European Union (EU), 52, 185, 242,
250, 252, 253, 255

European Union of Women, 185
European Values Study, 229
Evangelical Alliance Relief Fund

(Tearfund), 232
Evans, Tanya, 6, 10
Ex-Pac, 248
extra-parliamentary

organisations/groups, 21–3, 132,
192

Fabian Society, 87
fair trade movement, 226, 228–33,

239n.25
Fairtrade Foundation, 12, 14, 16,

222, 225, 231, 237–8, 239n.17
distribution of ‘social 

premium’, 235
labelling and branding, 222,

234–6
‘Third World’ development, 225

FAIRTRADE Mark, 222, 225, 234–6
Fairtrade Towns, 229, 240n.40
redefined roles for NGOs, 234

Falls Women’s Centre, 246, 251
family allowances, 63, 65, 70–1,

149–50, 153
Family Endowment Society, 65
family life, 66, 69, 71, 85, 91, 229

traditional, 64–5
family planning, 71–2, 88

Family Planning Act (1969), 71
Family Policy Studies Centre, 153
family poverty, 148–9, 152

see also poor families
famine relief, 40, 45
female alcoholics, 167
femininity, 77–9, 83–4, 191
feminism, 15–16, 59–61, 77–8, 79–80,

99, 107, 193–4

286 Index

Proof



feminist groups, 59, 61, 62–3, 67–8,
77–80

Festival of Light, 14, 185
Field, Frank, 150, 155, 156, 157
Fight the Famine (later Save the

Children), 41, 42
FINE: Fairtrade Labelling

Organisations International
(FLO), 238n.6

Finer Report, 149–50, 157
Finer Joint Action Committee, 150

Finer, Sir Morris, 149, 150
First World War, 22, 41, 206
fishing, 204, 216
forests/rainforests, 204, 209, 211, 

213
former prisoners’ movement, 246–9,

257
Foyle Women’s Aid (domestic

violence), 244
Freedom Defence Committee, 117
Freedom from Hunger Campaign

(1960s), 43–4, 47–8
‘Helping the Hungry to Help

Themselves’ (motto), 43
Freedom March (Glasgow to 

London), 141
freedom of expression, 114, 115, 

116
Freedom of Information Act 

(2000), 120
Fridell, Gavin, 225, 226
Friends Ambulance Committee, 41
Friends Foreign Missionary

Association, 41
Friends of the Earth (FoE), 11, 201,

204, 209–10, 212, 214, 216,
217–18

campaigns in England, 208–11
centrality in environmental

network, 215
‘getting the science right’, 210
younger generation’s 

perceptions of, 213
Friends Service Council, 43
Friends War Victims Relief

Committee (FWVRC), 41
fundraising, 39, 44, 54, 139, 149, 

152, 216

G8 summit, 52–3
Heiligendamm, near Rostock,

Germany (2 June 2007), 52
Gandhi, Mahatma Mohandas

Karamchand, 22, 25
Garnett, Alf (TV character), 187
GATT (General Agreement on Tariffs

and Trade), 45
gay AIDS organisations, 175
Gay Liberation Front, 1, 7, 98–100

gay rights movement, 6
gay liberationism, 98–109
gay rights, 1, 6, 98, 99, 100, 120
gender, 1, 16, 60, 90, 103, 275

identities, 99
politics of, 95–6, 169
roles, 60, 63, 73

traditional, 60–4, 73
sexual orientation, 109, 124–5
sexuality, 77–80, 92

General Agreement in Trade and
Services, 50

Germany Emergency Committee
(later Friends Committee for
Refugees and Aliens), 41

Gingerbread, 6, 150, 154–5, 160n.12,
162n.61

Girl Guides, 190
global civil society, 129–30, 

142–3
global environmental justice and

inequalities, 209
Third World, 209

global justice movement (GJM), 38,
49, 50, 52, 55

global South, 217
GM crops, 218
Good Friday Agreement (Northern

Ireland), 247
governance, 186, 204, 211, 242–8,

255–7
bureaucracy and, 252–4
transformation of social

movements into 
NGOs, 249–51

government policy, 120–1, 168, 177,
187

graduates, 148–9, 209
Grasslands Trust, 214

Index 287

Proof



grassroots
activism/activists, 11, 109, 210–11,

213, 215, 229, 234, 246
groups, 8–9
membership, 72–3, 155

Green Party, 51, 216
Greene, Hugh (Hughie) Carleton, 182
greenhouse gas emissions, 10
Greenpeace, 11, 13, 15, 16, 44, 201,

204, 209–10
green belts, 207
Greenpeace International, 210
Greenpeace UK, 210, 211, 213, 214,

217
Grey, Antony, 96, 97, 98
group system, 261, 262
Guardian, The, 90, 126n.11, 148, 150,

151, 160n.12, 164

Hain, Peter, 134
Hall, Stuart, 139, 194, 195
Halloran, James, 194, 195
Hamilton, Neil (NVALA chair, 

1972), 185, 193
‘Harbison Report’, 253–4
Headmistresses Association, 184
Health and Social Care Act 

(2001), 174
Heavily Indebted Poor Country

Initiatives (1996), 50
Heiligendamm (near Rostock,

Germany), 52
Help the Aged, 149
Helping by Selling (HbS), 227–8
heroin, 164, 168, 170
Herpetological Society, 207
heterosexuality, 77, 95–6, 97–8,

104–5, 109–10
Higgins, Tony, 190, 194
Himmelweit, Hilde, 194, 195
HIV/AIDS, 170, 173
Hoffman, Rev George, 232, 233
Hoggart, Richard, 193, 194
Home Office drugs branch, 168
homelessness, 1, 148, 264, 273
Homosexual Law Reform Society

(HLRS), 1, 10, 96–8
homosexuality/homosexual, 43,

93n.5, 96–104, 120, 192

acts, 1, 10
organisations, 96–108

Hopgood, Stephen, 113, 114
Hopkins Funds Board, 88
Horsfall, Allan, 98
Houghton, Douglas (Labour MP), 86,

87
House of Commons, 27, 89, 90, 184,

187, 205, 245
see also House of Lords; Parliament

House of Lords, 86, 89, 90, 156, 157
see also House of Commons;

Parliament
housewives, 59–74, 148, 160n.12,

187, 188, 191
and contraception, 84
participation in fair trade, 231

housing, 2, 5, 63, 64, 244
Howard, Peter, 191, 192
Human Rights Act (1998), 120,

125n.3
human rights, 1, 15, 16, 124–5,

129–30
abuses, 105, 119–20
campaigns, 113–25
drug users’ rights, 175
environmentalism, 217–18
legislation, 120–2
organisations, 113–15, 116–17,

119–21
specialist legal practices for, 123

Humanist News, 188
humanitarian crises, 41, 42–4
humanitarian NGOs see

humanitarian, aid and
development organisations’
(HADOs)

humanitarian relief, 39, 53
19th century–1950s, 40–1
developing countries

(1950s–1960s), 42
emerging politicisation of(1960s),

43–8
‘humanitarian, aid and 

development organisations’
(HADOs), 38–55

anti-debt movement of, 50–3
development of British, 39–52
trajectory of, 53–5

288 Index

Proof



Hungary, 114
Soviet repression of November 

1956 uprising, 117
Hunger Marchers, 115
hunger strike (Northern Ireland,

1980), 247

identity (of NGOs and
constituencies), 5, 6, 8, 12, 
22, 77, 79, 93n.5, 99, 135, 
269

distinctiveness in, 237, 256
politics, 3, 12, 184
skills of qualified volunteers 

and, 149
transnational nature of movement

and, 130, 137, 142
ideologies/ideological, 7, 33, 40, 

102, 110, 130, 138, 193, 
196

illegal abortions, 78–9, 83, 85
Indecent Displays Act (1982), 182
Independent Group on British Aid,

47, 48
Independent, The, 151
influence (of NGOs and

constituencies), 4, 15–17, 39–42,
48, 56n.8, 80, 107, 116, 125, 129,
135, 147, 154, 176, 183, 196, 
210, 220n.20, 233, 242, 255, 
269

anti-establishment ethos, 134
of élite opinion, 82–3
of government, 48, 51, 64–5, 98,

149–51, 155, 158, 212, 218, 
256

of network links, 214
political agendas, 61, 74
of sexual equality, 97, 99, 100–5
of society and public sphere, 59, 69,

79, 13
of viewer opinion, 182, 194

Inglehart, R., 183, 196, 197
Institute of Race Relations, 12
Inter-Church Aid and Refugee Service

(1949), 42, 229
Interdepartmental Committee on

Abortion, 83
Majority Report (1939), 84

Inter-departmental Committee on
Social Insurance and Allied
Services (1941), 64–5

interest groups, 261, 264–5, 266,
269–70, 279n.29

internal democracies, 262–3, 266,
268–9, 270, 273, 276–7

internal democratic structures, 7–8,
264

international aid, 1, 44, 51
International Association of

Democratic Lawyers (IADL,
established 1946), 116

International Brigade Association,
117

International Chamber of 
Commerce, 50

International Commission of Jurists
(ICJ), 114–15, 117, 118

International Committee on Planned
Parenthood, 86

International Co-operative Alliance,
226

International Defence and Aid Fund
(IDAF), 130, 132, 141, 143

international development, 3, 9–10,
11, 12, 15, 16, 38, 226, 227

International Fair Trade Association
(IFAT), 238n.6

International Labour Organisation, 51
International Lesbian and Gay

Association, 100
International Monetary Fund, 48, 50,

51
international trade, 51, 222–3, 233,

236–7, 238n.6
development potential of, 227–8
Fridell’s analysis of, 225–6

inter-war years, 62, 71, 91, 206
Iraq War (2003), 120
Irish Sea, 209
Islam, 109
Islamic Relief, 14

Jenkins, Alice, 80, 81, 86, 87
Law for the Rich (publication, 1960),

87
‘voluntary parenthood’ of women,

81

Index 289

Proof



Jenkins, Roy (Home Secretary), 92,
104

John Mordaunt Trust, 174
‘Joint Union of Societies to Insure

Civil Liberties in England 
and Elsewhere’ (JUSTICE,
founded 1956–7), 114, 117, 
188, 122, 123–4

Jubilee 2000, 16, 39, 50–2, 54–5
Jubilee Debt campaign, 12, 51, 52
JUSTICE see ‘Joint Union of Societies

to Insure Civil Liberties in
England and Elsewhere’
(JUSTICE, founded 1956–7)

justice/injustice, 16, 40–1, 114, 120,
121, 209

see also global justice movement
(GJM)

juvenile delinquency, 66, 185

Kenric (lesbian social group), 97
Keynesian capitalism, 5, 14
Kidd, Ronald (founder of NCCL), 115,

122, 125n.11, 128n.36
King, Dr. Martin Luther Jr., 22, 25

United States civil rights
movement, 21

Klein, Viola, 65, 66
Women’s Two Roles: Home and 

Work (1956), 65–6
Korean War, 42

Labour government, 25, 99, 103, 120,
133, 148, 158, 174, 207

Labour Party, 32, 79, 81, 82, 118, 131,
148, 150

and AAM, 133, 139
adoption of unilateralism by, 25, 31
connection to ALRA, 81, 85, 86
East Ham Women’s Section of, 85–6
and poverty lobby, 155–6
progressive politics of

‘modernisation’ of, 104–5
right to abortion as party policy

(1970s), 78
Spanish Democrats Defence Fund

of, 117
stance on South Africa, 133, 141
supporter to Amnesty, 124

Lake District Defence Society, 205
legislative reforms, 11, 61, 64, 206

change, 3, 10, 47, 80, 81, 152,
168–9

divorce, 61–2, 70
equal pay for women, 68
legal equality, 104–5
partial decriminalisation of

homosexual acts, 96, 97
payment to mothers under family

allowance scheme, 70
women’s franchise, 62–3

Lent, Adam, 12, 21, 79, 92
‘long explosion’ of activism, 12

Lesbian and Gay Switchboard, 100
Lesbian Avengers, 105
lesbian parental custody, 106–7
Lesbian, Gay and Bisexual (LGB)

NGOs, 11–12, 95, 109–10
emergence of homosexual

organisations, 96–7
gay liberationism, 98–108
LGB Forum Cymru (Wales), 101

Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and
Transgender (LGBT), 100, 106

politics, 96, 107–9
‘social movements’, 95
Youth Scotland, 98

lesbianism, legal status of, 97
Lewis, Paul, 151, 156
Life Style movement (founded 

1972), 230
Ligue des droits de l’homme (French

NGO, established 1898), 116
The Limits to Growth, 11
Lister, Ruth, 156, 157
lobbying, 1, 21, 26, 27, 40, 45, 50,

97–8, 132, 134, 137, 140, 212,
213, 215, 252, 265 

delivery of services, 245, 248, 
249

government, 65, 136
official sanctions, 131, 135
parliament, 27, 48, 81
specific issues, 100–1, 108
voluntary groups, 61–2, 69
see also poverty lobby

local authorities, 66, 71–2, 100,
139–40, 170–1, 172–3

290 Index

Proof



Local Government Act (1986), 100,
120, 140

Local Government Act (1988), 100,
120, 140

Section 28 on homosexuality
repealed, 120

local groups (of NGOs/voluntary
organisations), 24, 47–8, 90, 131,
137–9

ad hoc funding of, 170
anti-Thatcherism of, 137–40
autonomy of, 204
independence of, 24
operation by core of volunteer

women, 124
say in management and campaign

strategy, 210–11
London Baptist Association, 189
London Boroughs Association, 157,

165, 170
London School of Economics 

(LSE), 148, 153
London Voluntary Service 

Council, 157
lone mothers, 149, 153, 154
Lonrho, 231
Loyalist prisoners, 246
Lucas, I., 101, 105
Lynes, Tony (CPAG), 150, 152, 161n.38

Magna Carta, 124
mainstream politics, 10–11, 133–4,

147–8
mainstream women’s

organisations/societies, 60–1, 63,
71–3, 110, 248

and abortion reform, 80
legislative reform of divorce, 70
married women working outside

home, 67–9
promote and support family life,

64–5
sexual politics, 99–101

Major, John, 102
Make Poverty History (MPH), 2, 39,

50, 55, 217
demonstration in London (July

2005), 52–3
‘Your Voice Against Poverty’, 52

Malleson, Joan, 80, 81, 82
Mammal Society, 207
Mandela, Nelson, 140–2
manifestos, 46, 103–4, 182, 183, 188,

190
marginalised groups, 167
Marine Conservation Society, 212
marriages, 6, 65, 67, 83, 84, 85, 87,

90, 92, 109, 194
civil partnerships, 109
ending in divorce, 70–1, 75n.32

married women, 74, 81
going out to work, 64–9, 75n.20
no pre-conditions for abortion,

84–5
Married Women’s Property Act

(1964), 70
Marsh, Norman, 118, 123
Marshall Plan, 226
Marxism, 99, 107, 129
Maslow, Abraham, 5
Mason, Angela, 100, 104, 105
mass education, 6–7, 17
mass membership, 204, 211
mass movement, 23, 33, 79, 82,

188–9, 192, 205
maternal deaths, 83, 89–90
Maternity Alliance, 157
Matrimonial Homes Act (1967), 70
Mattachine Society, 96
McCarthyism, 188
McGregor, Lord, 153, 156, 157
McKellan, Ian, 100, 102
media, 24, 31, 61, 73, 82, 89–90, 105,

149, 150–1, 155, 183, 186–7, 190,
193–4, 196, 230–1, 245

apartheid and South African
society, 132, 134, 140–2

former prisoners’ movement, 247
high profile protests and ‘zaps’, 105
nature conservation organisations,

208–9, 210, 211
positive representation of lone

parents in, 153
poverty NGOs, 158–9

Medical Foundation for the Care of
the Victims of Torture, 119

membership organisations, 204, 210
MENCAP, 12

Index 291

Proof



Mental Health Act (1959), 217n.19
mental health, 1, 91, 122–3, 124,

127n.19
Methadone Alliance (now 

‘Alliance’), 174
middle class, 60, 66–7, 68, 73–4, 80,

81, 149, 154–5, 196, 206
and abortion, 78–9, 88–9, 91
professionalisation and change, 149

middle-class sexuality, 88
middle-class women, 66–7, 80, 81
Midland Bank, 136
militancy, 22, 25, 31, 138
miners’ strike (1984–5), 14–15, 120
Ministry of Health, 64, 165

Design of Dwellings 
Sub-Committee, 64

Ministry of National Insurance, 69
Minorities Research Group, 97
moderation (in activity/tactics), 21,

22–3, 26, 39, 95, 253
achieving radical and feminist

ends, 79–80
Charity Commission constraints,

49, 54
effectiveness of, 32
rejection of direct action, 26
rolling back of welfare state, 47

Moral Rearmament movement
(MRA), 118, 184, 188, 191, 192

morality, 16, 21, 97, 185, 191
motherhood, 67, 79–81, 83, 92
Mothers in Action, 150
Mothers’ Union (1885), 7, 16, 63, 64,

67, 74, 76n.49
campaign for equal pay for 
women, 68
Commission to review its objects

(1969), 73
New Dimensions (report, 1972), 73

The Mothers’ Union Journal, 62
The Mothers’ Union News, 73
opposed liberalisation of divorce

legislation, 61–2
opposed to abortion, 72
payment under family allowance

scheme to mothers, 70
re-building traditional family 

life, 64

right of older married women to
work, 65–6, 69

Movement for Colonial Freedom, 132
multiculturalism, 103, 108–9, 183
Multilateral Agreement on

Investment (MAI), 50
Munday, Diane (Vice-Chair, 

ALRA), 87, 88, 90
Muslim Council of Britain, 14
Myrdal, Alva, 65, 66

Women’s Two Roles: Home and 
Work (1956), 65–6

Narcotics Anonymous (NA), 166, 
176

National Abortion Campaign, 78, 92
National anti-Vivisection Society, 190
National Assembly of Wales, 101
National Association for 

Freedom, 120
National Association for Mental

Health (MIND), 12, 123
National Association for Parents of

Backward Children (later
MENCAP), 12

National Audience Board (in
America), 185

National Citizens’ Association, 81
National Consumer Congress (1981),

185
National Council for Civil Liberties

(NCCL, 1934), 15–16, 113,
125nn.3–4, 127n.19

formation of, 115–20
motivations for 121–4
suspected Communist links 

of, 126n.11
National Council for the Abolition of

Nuclear Weapons Tests (1957), 22
National Council for the Unmarried

Mother and Her Child (NCUMC,
1918), 6, 147, 148–9, 150, 151

National Council for Voluntary
Organisations (NCVO), 2

National Council of Women, 68
National Federation of Homophile

Organisations, 99
National Federation of Women’s

Institutes (1915), 62

292 Index

Proof



National Front, 14
National Health Service (NHS), 69, 70,

71, 167, 171, 172, 174
National Health Service and

Community Care Act (1990), 174
National Housewives Register,

160n.12
National Insurance Act, 69
National Labour Women’s Advisory

Committee, 77–8
National Opinion Poll (1962, on legal

abortion), 89–90
National Parks (created 1951), 207
National Parks and Access to the

Countryside Act (1949), 207
national parks, 206, 207
national politics, 3, 130, 142
National Treatment Agency 

(NTA, 2001), 173
National Trust (NT), 11, 201, 204,

205, 206, 211, 214, 215
National Trust Act (1907), 206
National Trust for Places of Historic

Interest or Natural Beauty (NT)
(1895) see National Trust (NT)

National Union of Societies for Equal
Citizenship, 62

National Union of Students, 208, 271
National Union of Teachers, 195
National Viewers and Listeners

Association (NVALA), 8, 182–3,
197

contexts for, 191–2
Convention 1970, 190
Mary Whitehouse’s strategy 

for, 186–8
supporters of, 189–90
TV pressure groups, 193–6
viewers’ council, 184–5
see also Whitehouse, Mary

National Women’s Advisory
Committee, 193

natural environment, 205–7, 219
Nature Conservancy (NC, 1948), 207
nature conservation, 204, 207, 209,

219
nature protection, 208, 213, 214, 215,

216, 219
Nazism, 114, 119

neo-colonialism, 108
neo-liberal agenda, 38, 51–3
neo-liberalism, 38, 136
neo-marxism, 135–6
Network of European World Shops

(NEWS!), 238n.6
New Economics Foundation 

(NEF), 50, 51
‘New Labour’ government, 99, 100,

102, 103, 104, 120
New Left, 16, 182, 183
new politics, 166–8, 169
New Right, 169, 156
new social movements, 2, 15–16, 73,

129, 167
News Chronicle, 82
NHS Drug Dependence Units, 167
NHS Plan of 2000, 174
non-discrimination (in law), 106, 

109
non-governmental organisations

(NGOs), 1–3, 5–17, 114–15,
261–77

activities, 11, 130, 273
affiliations, 269–70, 272, 279nn.31,

44, 280n.46
British, 50, 126n.15, 213

changing role of, 164–77
evolution of, 40–55
leading environmental NGOs

(2005), 202–3
categorisation of, 264–5
conflicts with governmental

regulations, 47–9
democratic potential of, 263, 264,

266–75, 277
drugs voluntary sector, 165–6
fair trade, 222–38
internal democratic practices of,

261–77
key characteristics of, 4, 38–9
in Northern Ireland (1970–2006),

242–57
direct action by, 244–5, 246–7
former prisoners’ movement,

246–8
women’s movement, 244–5

politics, 55, 92
process of ‘norm setting’, 121

Index 293

Proof



non-governmental organisations
(NGOs) – continued

public interest or ‘benevolence’
test, 280n.48

sector, 10–17, 49–55
state role in voluntary groups,

167–73
transnational relationships and

networking, 50, 129–43, 204–5,
208–11

variations in democratic practices
of, 270–2

see also objectives (of NGOs)
non-humans, 267, 268, 272, 276
non-state actors, 3
non-violence, 21–2, 25–30, 38,

209–10, 215, 217, 250, 266
non-violent direct action (NVDA), 22,

25, 209–10, 215, 217
see also direct action

Norfolk Group, 190
Normanbrook, Lord (Chairman,

BBC), 184, 188
North America/North American, 11,

208, 209
Northeast England Greens, 50
Northern Ireland Abortion Campaign

(1980), 245
Northern Ireland Act (1998), 100
Northern Ireland Civil Rights

Association (NICRA, established
1967), 120

Northern Ireland conflict, 11–12, 
120

Northern Ireland Council for
Voluntary Action (1938), 255

Northern Ireland Gay Rights
Association (NIGRA, 1975), 100

Northern Ireland NGOs see
non-governmental organisations
(NGOs)

Northern Ireland Office (NIO), 255
Northern Ireland Women’s Rights

Movement (NIWRM), 245
Northern Ireland, 8, 11, 96, 99, 100,

120, 220n.6, 242–57
North-Western Homosexual Law

Reform Committee (formed
1964), 98

nuclear disarmament (1958–62),
21–30

see also Campaign for Nuclear
Disarmament (CND) (1958–62);
Direct Action Committee
Against Nuclear War (DAC)

nuclear energy, 204–5, 209, 211
‘nuclear family’, 153
nuclear reprocessing, 209
nuclear weapons, 21, 24, 27–8, 29, 32,

136

O’Neill, J., 264, 267–8, 275
objectives (of NGOs), 3, 25, 27–8, 50,

73, 99, 104, 158, 232, 255
conflicts with the state, 175–6
contrasts of style, 105–6
greater specialisation of, 253
see also non-governmental

organisations (NGOs)
Obscene Publications Act, 194
Observer, 89, 119

series on abortion by Paul Ferris, 89
One Parent Families (OPF), 6, 147,

148–50
concerns of unmarried mothers,

156
dependence on academics, 152–3
introduction of business model,

157–8
lack of funds, 155
Legal and Social Policy 

Committee, 153
support of individual journalists 

to, 151–2
one parent families, 6, 150, 153, 156
One Village (Alternative Trading

Organisation), 228–9
ONE, 96
Organisation for Lesbian and Gay

Action (OLGA), 100, 101
organisational forms, 7, 11, 55,

129–30
Outrage!, 1, 100–5
Outright Scotland (formerly Scottish

Minorities Group), 98
overseas aid see international aid
Overseas Development Institute, 45,

47

294 Index

Proof



Oxfam Activities Ltd, 227, 228
Oxfam, 9, 12, 16, 40–1, 42, 48, 50–1,

236
campaign coalitions, 51–2
campaign for fair tea prices, 231,

234
concern about patterns of world

trade, 44
contretemps with Charity

Commission, 45, 47, 49, 54
cooperation with ENGOs, 213,

216–17
Mugged: Poverty in Your Coffee Cup

(critical report), 237
New Internationalist (magazine), 45
Oxford Council for Famine 

Relief, 41–2, 43–4, 45
self-help development projects, 53
Third World development and

relief, 45, 226–9

pacifism, 22, 40
paid work, 2, 65–7, 74
Parkin, F., 183, 196, 197

Middle Class Radicalism (study), 183
Parliament, 79, 81, 82, 149, 152, 155,

156, 158, 182, 185–7, 245, 247,
256, 261

participatory democracy see
democracy/democratic

PEACE I, 250
PEACE II, 250, 253
peace movement, 12, 15, 48
Peace Pledge Union, 22
peace processes, 8, 242–3, 256–7

formal, 242, 250, 255
Peace Testimony, 40
peace, 8, 11–12, 16, 27, 40–1, 48, 

122, 127n.26, 182–3, 242, 
243

peace-building policies, 242
PEN International (founded 1921),

114, 115, 118
permissive society, 10, 189, 190, 

191
pesticides, 207
Pilkington report (1962, on ITV), 194
Pitkin, Hannah, 267, 268, 269, 272,

275, 279n.36

Plantlife, Froglife and the
Herpetological Conservation
Trust, 212

playgroup movement, 160n.12
pluralism, 172, 196, 250
police action, 115, 121, 168, 167
politics/political

activism, 16, 46, 49, 129–30, 143,
167, 244–6, 248–9

advocacy, 25, 265–6
agendas, 7, 48, 74, 219
beliefs, 6, 33, 118–19
boycott movement, 134–7
campaigning, 39–40, 44, 45, 50, 61,

63, 73, 96, 142
consumerism, 223
engagement, 138, 142, 176, 224–5,

272
ideologies, 2, 103
imprisonment, 115, 117, 122,

128n.40
integration of social movement

activists into mainstream,
139–40

issues, 44, 62–3, 64, 72–4
neutrality, 102, 245
prisoners, 117, 121, 141, 273
rights, 124–5
theory, 96, 107, 108–9
see also Parliament

pollution, 15, 185, 204, 205, 207
Pond Conservation, 212
poor countries, 43–4, 48–9, 52–3, 226
poor families, 43, 148, 149–51, 159

see also family poverty
poor peoples’ self-sufficiency, 43–4
pornography, 182, 185, 193
Porritt, Jonathon, 216
Positive Steps, 253, 254
post-materialism, 5, 14, 17, 196–7
post-war Britain, 63–4, 74
post-war decades see post-war period
post-war period, 1, 4–17, 123, 130,

142–3, 207–11, 229
campaign for women’s rights in,

59–74
human rights movements in,

113–25
LGB NGOs in, 95–10

Index 295

Proof



post-war period – continued
poverty lobby in, 149–59
social movements in, 132–4

Poujadism (France), 188
poverty lobby, 148, 149, 150, 158–9,

160n.12, 162n.61
income maintenance policies of

government, 149
pressure on government, 153–4
separation from Labour Party, 155
support from empirical evidence,

152
see also ‘humanitarian, aid and

development organisations’
(HADOs); poverty

poverty NGOs, 147–59
poverty, 10–16, 39–43, 69–70, 80,

152, 154, 159, 167, 233, 235
of disabled people, 148
nature of, 44–9
political campaigns of, 47–53
and welfare state, 147–9
see also ‘humanitarian, aid and

development organisations’
(HADOs); poverty lobby

Press Council, 185
Press for Change (UK transgender

group), 106
pressure group politics, 129–43
pressure groups, 4, 15, 61–2, 73, 79,

92, 131–2, 142–3, 148, 182, 
192

broadsheet media, 151–2
success of, 154
tactics of, 157–9
TV, 193–5, 197

Prices and Incomes Board, 187
‘prisoners of conscience’, 114, 119
prisoners’ movement, 8, 246–9
professionalisation, 3, 6, 114–15,

142–59, 184, 205, 218, 245, 249,
253, 262, 264

NGOs, 142–6
politics, 184, 191
poverty NGOs (1945–95), 147–59
social action, 256

professionals, 81, 148–9, 187, 194,
206

public awareness, 39, 43–4, 131

Public Health Services and Public
Health Act, 1968, Section 64, 170

public housing, 244
Public Morality Council, 189
public opinion, 22, 81, 91, 229–30,

231, 272
see also public support

Public Order Act (1936), 115
public policy, 65–6, 242–3, 261–2,

265–6
public political organisations, 166–7,

264–6
public protest, 38–9, 210
public services, 173–4
public support, 11, 21, 25–6, 39,

89–90, 97, 123–4, 251
see also public opinion

Quaker agencies, 232
Quakers see British Quakers/Quakers
queer politics, 108
queerbashings, 105

Race Relations Act (1968), 187
race, 1, 16, 103, 130
radical democracy, 96, 107–9
radical left, 21, 33, 104
radical politics, 182–3, 206
radicalism, 7, 16–17, 82, 105–6, 123,

129, 133, 135, 155, 177, 194, 226,
243, 249, 253

accomplishment of mutual 
goals, 33

create quicker change, 22
environmental issues, 213, 216–19
forms of action and organisation,

210
freedom of expression, 115–16
legislation, 100–1
moderate campaign groups, 79–80
New Left, 182–3
radicalisation, 9, 11, 12, 15, 108,

134
religious-inspired groups, 48–9
sexual politics, 87, 92, 95, 96, 98–9,

107–9
social movements, 39, 73, 105
support for, 32
women’s movement, 60–1, 67, 74

296 Index

Proof



Ramblers’ Association, 206
Randle, Michael (of DAC Executive),

29, 30, 31
Real World Coalition (sustainable

development), 213
Reclaim the Streets, 16, 213, 219
Red Cross, 12, 42, 53, 56n.9, 119, 122
‘rediscovery of poverty’, 10–14, 148–9
Relate, 153
Relatives’ Action Committee

(prisoners’ rights group), 244
Release (charity), 167–9, 170, 177
Relief Committee for Victims of

Fascism and For Intellectual
Liberty, 115

relief work, 41, 42
religious groups, 8, 109
renewable energy, 217–18, 219
representation, 6, 23, 32, 103, 142,

153, 249, 251–2, 263, 266–72
authentic, 251–2, 255–7, 263–4
participatory, 105–6, 108, 109,

155–6, 174–6, 185–6
‘reasonable’ ENGOs, 213
women, 70–4, 90–2
see also solidarity

representative democracy, 107
Republican Prisoners, 247
Restriction of Ribbon Development

Act (1935), 206
Reynolds News, 82
Rio Earth Summit (UNCED, 1992),

213
Rising Tide (‘disorganisation’), 219
Roadblock!, 215
Rotary Clubs, 184
Rowntree Foundation, 7
Royal Automobile Club, 206
Royal Commission on Equal Pay, 68
Royal Commission on Population

(1944), 64, 65, 75n.17, 85
Royal Institute of British Architects,

206
Royal National Institute of the Blind

(RNIB), 273, 274, 277
Royal Society for the Prevention of

Cruelty to Animals, 11
Royal Society for the Protection of

Birds (RSPB), 11, 201, 217

Royal Society for Wildlife Trusts, 206
Rural Women’s Development

Organisation, 245
Russell, Bertrand, 23, 25, 27, 28, 30,

31, 117
Russell, Dora, 80, 81

Salazar, António, 121, 122
Salvation Army, 5
same-sex civil partnerships, 100
same-sex domestic violence, 109
same-sex relationships, 100, 103–4
sanctions, 130, 131, 134–7
Sands, Bobby, 247
Sané, Pierre (former Secretary General

of Amnesty), 119
Sappho (lesbian social group), 97
Sargant, Tom, 118, 122, 123
satire, 182, 187
Saturday Night and Sunday Morning

(British film), 89
Save the Children, 9, 12, 41–2, 43, 51,

53, 216
Schoenman, Ralph (American

member of CND), 24, 25, 27, 
32

scholarship, 129–30, 261
Scott, Roy, 227, 228
Scottish Housewives Association, 189
Scottish Lesbian Feminists, 98
Scottish Minorities Group (SMG), 97,

99
Scottish Parliament, 98
Seattle protests (1999), 11
Second World War, 22, 41, 42, 63, 64,

85, 114, 115, 116, 147, 206–11
second-wave feminism, 12
secularisation, 3, 8, 191, 193, 196

hinted religion, 183
NGO sectors, 52
social action, 130

Seebohm Report (1968), 154
Selborne Society, 205
self-help

development projects, 44–5, 53
groups, 43–5, 53–4, 164, 166, 170,

176
movements, 43, 44–5, 53–5, 164,

166, 170, 176

Index 297

Proof



Sellars, Kirsten, 116, 126n.15
service delivery, 174, 245–6, 

248–9
service provision, 5, 9, 10, 17, 96,

167, 177, 245–6
civil society in, 242
responsiveness to consumer needs,

175–6
rolling back of welfare state, 47, 

165
in Sixties (1960s), 12–14
voluntary organisations and

groups, 166, 167, 169, 171, 
174

service-delivery, 245, 246, 248–9
sexual citizenship debate, 96, 

108–9
sexual equality, 99–109
sexual expression, 77–8
sexual freedom, 83, 87, 92, 99–100
sexual identity, 6–7
Sexual Law Reform Society, 97
sexual life, 78, 90–1
Sexual Offences Act (1967), 96, 97
Sexual Orientation Regulations

(2007), 104
sexual politics, 77–92, 95–110
sexual reform, 83, 92
sexuality, 1, 16

gender, 95–6, 103
sexual reform, 83–4, 88
working-class, 77–80, 89–92

Sharpeville massacre (March 1960),
131–4

Shaw, General Roy, 183, 190
Shell, 136, 139, 217

UK’s first offshore wind farm, 217
Shelter (1966), 13, 14, 122, 148, 150,

157, 161n.22, 167, 194
Sierra Club (US nature preservation

organisation), 208
Silent Spring, 11
Simms, Madeline, 87, 88
Sims, Monica (editor, Cleaning-up TV),

186
Sisters of the Community of St Mary

the Virgin, 167
sites of special scientific interest

(SSSI), 207

Sixties (1960s), the, 1, 6, 7, 10–15,
137–8, 190n.12

anti-establishment ethos, 134,
182–3

anti-nuclear movement, 21, 22,
32–3

anti-poverty related to activism,
147–8, 152–4

development of environment
consciousness, 207–8, 210–11

modern fair trade movement,
222–3, 225

‘new’ politics in, 169–70
social movements of NGOs, 182–4
South Africa and apartheid, 130–5
UN development decade, 225–6,

227, 239n.28
voluntary activity related to illegal

drug use, 165–8, 173–4, 177
slave trade, 10, 115
Slipman, Sue, 157, 158
social action, 2–15, 255–6

role of bureaucracy, 243–4, 252–4
source of values, ideas and beliefs,

249–51
social activism/social activists, 12, 63,

118
‘social businesses’, 164–5
‘social capital’, 165, 193, 254
social care/social care groups, 12–13,

17, 172, 173–4
social change, 6, 14–15, 61, 71–2,

196, 206, 256–7
social conditions, 5, 6, 14–15
social enterprise, 3, 224
social innovation, 12
social justice, 84, 213, 215, 250
social movement organisations

(SMOs), 39, 261, 264, 265
social movements, 7, 11, 17, 21–3,

32–3, 39, 46, 48, 52, 60, 105, 114,
129, 242–4

‘back-to-front’ trajectory, 39
fair trade, 222–8
global dimensions, 129, 142–3
history of, 182–98, 132
‘traditional’, 243, 249, 244, 249,

256–7
transformation into NGOs, 249–55

298 Index

Proof



social policy, 1, 109
Social Responsibility (Methodist

Church Division), 51
Social Security Reform, 156
social services, 2, 4–5, 130, 148–9,

169–70, 171, 174, 244–5, 278n.21
social welfare system see welfarism
Socialist International Women, 78
Society for the Preservation of

Ancient Buildings, 206
Society for the Promotion of Nature

Reserves (1912), 206
Society for the Protection of Unborn

Children, 13
socio-economic changes, 7
socio-economic forces, 15
socio-economic groups, 15
sociologists, 148, 196
socio-political action, 2–3, 5–6, 8–10,

15–17, 74, 130, 134–7, 177
forms of action, 134–7, 166, 167–9
influencing and effecting change, 4,

7, 176
socio-political activism, 165, 166
socio-political actors, 4, 17, 38, 61,

266
socio-political influences, 4, 176
solidarity versus representation

distinction (between NGOs),
268–76, 279n.46

solidarity, 7, 129–43, 264, 266–7, 270,
274–6, 279n.44, 280n.46

constituencies of non-humans and
future generations, 268–9

potential for, 271–3
see also representation

South Africa, 114, 125, 129, 142
boycott of, 131, 134–6
critique of apartheid policy, 132
Free Mandela campaign, 140–1
liberation movements of, 130, 131
solidarity with black

peoples/workers of, 130, 132–3
State of Emergency within, 137–9
Treason Trials in, 117, 118

Soweto uprising (1976), 135–6, 
137

Spanish Democrats Defence Fund 
(of Labour Party), 117

Spastics Society, 157
Spelthorne St Mary, 166
spirituality/’spiritual values’, 40, 42,

197, 232
Sri Lanka, 231, 233, 234
standardisation, 247–8, 253–4, 255,

256–7
Standing Conference On Drug Abuse

(SCODA), 170
Standing Conference on Television,

193
Starbucks, 224
state repression, 114
statutory funding, 154, 169–71,

173–4, 253–4
see also Central Funding Initiative

(CFI)
statutory sector, 167, 169–70, 

172–3
statutory services, 168, 248, 253
Steel, David, 91, 92
Stonewall, 1, 100–10

Stonewall Cymru (Wales), 101
Stonewall Scotland, 98–9, 

100–10
Stop the Seventy Tour (STST)

campaign, 134
strategies (of NGOS), 21, 30, 40, 44,

86, 99, 108, 109, 149, 152, 157,
171, 186–9, 210, 235–6, 253, 254,
255, 272

campaigning, 40, 45, 71, 156
conscious moderation, 79–80
direct action, 105
lobbying, 21, 97, 101–4
media, 140–2, 150–1, 158, 209
politicisation of, 53–4, 97–8
public protest, 38
‘strategic sanctions’ at state level,

135
stress on consumer responsibility,

230–1
Study of Drug Dependence, 170
Supplementary Benefits 

Commission (SBC), 151, 155,
161n.38

sustainable development, 44, 213,
217, 238n.6

Sustrans (sustainable transport), 204

Index 299

Proof



Tar Anall (for Republican former
prisoners), 247

Tatchell, Peter, 105
Tavistock Institute, 72
‘teach a man to fish’ rhetoric, 40,

43–4
Teach na Failte (former prisoners),

248
Tearcraft and Traidcraft, 232–3
Tearfund, 8, 50, 232, 233
Television Act (1964), 183
Television Research Committee 

(at Leicester University), 195
Television Viewers’ Council (TVC),

194, 195
Terrence Higgins Trust, 14
Thalidomide, 89, 90
Thatcher government, 100, 120,

156–7
Thatcherism/Thatcherite, 8–9, 14,

120, 136, 142, 155–9, 191
third world debt, 45
Third World development

programme, 226
Third World First (student network 

of Oxfam), 45, 48, 53
Third World/’third world’, 42, 209,

225, 233, 235
charities, 54
concept of ‘alternative trade’, 225
debt, 45, 48, 50–2
development, 222, 226, 232
fair trade, 227–8, 236–7
global environmental justice and

inequalities, 209
poverty, 42, 52
prisoners of conscience, 119

Thörn, Håkan, 129, 134, 141, 142
Thurtle, Dorothy, 83, 84
Times, The, 127n.26, 150, 151
Timmins, Nicholas, 155
Titmuss, R., 147, 152, 153, 155,

161n.38
Tory Campaign for Homosexual

Equality (TORCHE), 102
Town and Country Planning Act

(1932), 206
Town and Country Planning Act

(1947), 207

Townsend, Peter, 147, 148, 152, 
159

Townswomen’s Guilds, 7, 60, 64, 74,
76n.49

attracting women to its
organisation, 72–3, 76n.49

campaign for equal pay for 
women, 68

campaigned beyond social and
political issues, 62–3

encouraged married women to
work outside home, 67, 69

payment under family allowance
scheme to mothers, 70

screening service for cervical
cancer, 71

support of legalised abortion, 72
The Townswoman, 68, 73

TRACK (Television and Radio
Committee), 193

Trade Crisis Network (1996), 50
Trade Justice Movement (TJM), 39,

50, 51, 52, 55, 217
‘Lock Africa into Poverty’, 52

trade unionism/trade unionists, 14,
48, 138

Trades Union Congress (TUC), 132,
133

trading ventures, 223, 227–8
traditionalism/traditional/

traditionalist, 11, 25, 60, 
63–5, 99, 125, 154, 183, 192, 
207

conservation organisations, 211–12,
218

erosion of, 196
gender roles, 73, 80
political activism, 129–30, 133–4
sexual life, 90–1

Transfair (USA), 237
Transform, 174
transgender organisations/groups, 95,

106
transnational activism, 129–43
transnational ENGOs, 204
transnational social movements, 50,

142–3
see also Anti-Apartheid Movement

(AAM)

300 Index

Proof



Transport 2000, 14
Troubles, 242
Troyskyite Revolutionary Communist

Group (RCG), 138
TV pressure groups, 193–4
Twyford Down, 213, 215
Typhoo tea, 235, 236

UK Harm Reduction Alliance, 174
UK National Union of Students, 208,

271
umbrella

bodies/groups/organisations, 2,
106, 204, 206, 245–6, 248–9, 254,
255

unilateral nuclear disarmament, 21
nuclear disarmament campaign,

21–33
unilateralism, 21, 25, 31–5
Union for Sexual Freedoms 

(Ireland), 99
unionisation, 14
UNISON (public sector trade 

union), 50
United Nations (UN), 3, 4, 17, 116,

132, 135, 136, 142, 208, 225, 226,
227

Third World products, 226–33
UN Association, 43
UN Conference on Environment

and Development (UNCED),
213

UN Conference on the Human
Environment, Stockholm
(1972), 208

UN Declaration of Human 
Rights (UDHR, 1948), 116, 121

UN Development Decade, 222,
225–6, 227, 229

UN Year for Displaced Persons, 114
UN’s first Development Decade,

1960s, 222–38
UNESCO, 119
UNICEF (UK Committee for), 43
United Nations Conference on

Trade and Development (1968),
226

United Society for the Propagation of
the Gospel, 51

unmarried mothers, 62, 150, 152,
153, 154, 156, 158

US Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid
Act (1986), 140

USA, 96, 136

vanguardism, 33, 108–9, 149, 
209

‘Victorian values’, 183
viewer opinion, 182–3, 185–6
viewers’ councils, 182, 184–6, 190–1,

194
voluntarism, 167, 173–7

‘social businesses’, 164–5
voluntary action, 164–77
voluntary groups, 61–3, 116–17,

154, 165–6, 170–1, 177
state role in, 167–8
welfare service provision, 169

voluntary organisations, 15, 62,
114–15, 165–7, 177

funding and government
support, 147, 148–9, 169,
173–4

main driving factors, 121–4
networking. 157–8
‘rolling back of the state’, 169–72

voluntary sector, 3–17, 61, 113,
147–9, 158, 176, 250, 253, 254,
264, 278n.21

diversity of action by, 166
enhancing citizen participation,

172–3
government involvement of,

169–71
principle of consultation in,

251–2
voluntary women’s organisations,

59–74
Voluntary Christian Service Group,

149
Voluntary Committee on Overseas

Aid and Development (VCOAD),
45

Voluntary Service Overseas, 12
Voluntary Services Unit (VSU), 

Home Office, 169
Volunteers Action, 48
Voter’s Veto, 27, 31

Index 301

Proof



war charity, 41, 42, 43, 53
‘War on Terror’, 120
War on Want, 16, 42, 43, 44, 48, 49,

53–4, 231
disputes with Charity 

Commission, 47
exposed unethical practices of

MNCs, 45
Weeks, Jeffrey, 96, 108
welfare state, 4–5, 47, 60, 87, 168,

177, 196–7
improved position of 

women, 69
lawyers’ autonomy and status, 123
poverty, 147–8
responsiveness to consumer 

needs, 175–6
see also welfarism

welfarism, 4, 6, 69–71, 154, 167,
169–70, 171, 172, 245

see also welfare state
Wells, H.G., 81
Westminster see Parliament
Whale and Dolphin Conservation

Society, 212
Whitehall, 79, 83, 90, 149, 155, 156,

196
Attlee government, 147
Blair’s ‘New Labour’ government

(1997), 120–1
income maintenance policies, 149
Thatcher governments, 120, 136,

156
Wilson governments (1964–1970),

123, 133–4, 135, 192
Whitehouse, Mary, 8, 182–96

consequences of involvement in
MRA, 191–3

support of other voluntary
organisations, 190–1

see also National Viewers and
Listeners Association 
(NVALA)

Wildfowl and Wetlands Trust, 201,
207

Wildlife and Countryside Link, 204,
214, 215

Wildlife Trusts, 204, 213, 215
Wilson, Des, 150, 157

Wilson, H.H., 192
Pressure Group, 192

Wilson, Harriet, 147, 148
Wilson, Harold, 134, 186, 187, 189,

191
Wimperis, Virginia, 147, 152
Windscale nuclear reprocessing 

plant, 209
Winyard, S., 160n.12, 162n.61
Wolfenden Report (published 1957), 1,

96, 251, 253, 254
Woman (women’s magazine), 66, 

151
Women and Equality Unit

2002–2007, 100
women’s activism see voluntarism
Women’s and Trade Union

movement, 151
Women’s Cooperative Guild, 80, 81,

82
Women’s Group on Public Welfare

(1939), 63–4
women’s health, 70–1, 87
Women’s Information group

(umbrella organisation), 245
Women’s Institute (WI), 7, 60, 62–5,

73–4
birth control information and

effect on abortions, 71–2
demands for equal pay for women,

67–8
equitable treatment for women

citizens, 69
family allowance scheme payments

to mothers, 70
founding members of Fairtrade

Foundation, 239n.17
Home and Country (journal), 66
‘Mothers at Work’ (article), 66
screening service for cervical

cancer, 71
Women’s Institutes Movement, 64,

66
Women’s Liberation Movement

(WLM), 7, 60, 73, 79
The Women’s Library (TWL), 159n.4
women’s magazines, 67, 151
women’s march on London (1964),

187

302 Index

Proof



women’s movement, 8, 60–1, 63–4
espoused women’s causes, 65–74
growth in numbers and

memberships, 64
promoted and supported family

life, 64–5
women’s rights, 47, 59–74, 78, 87,

90–2, 120, 167, 244–5
women’s suffrage, 22, 115
Woodland Trust, 201, 213
Wootton Committee (on

amphetamines and LSD), 168
working-class mothers, 78–9, 83, 82,

85–6, 90–2
working-class sexuality, 78–9, 88–92
working-class women, 68–9, 80–1
World Archaeological Congress, 139
World Bank, 48, 50, 51
World Development Movement

(WDM), 12, 16, 44, 48, 53,
56n.21, 231, 234, 239n.17,
241n.83

development of, 45–7
direct action tactics employed, 50–1
fair trade in Britain, 233, 234

Guide to Where the Parties Stand (for
general election of 1983), 43

mass lobby of parliament, 48
World in Action, 231
World Poverty Action Day, 51
‘World Poverty Action’ groups, 46
World Refugee Year (1960), 53, 232
World Trade Organisation (WTO), 50,

51
World Wildlife Fund (WWF), 50, 201,

204, 211, 214–15
change in character of, 216–17
direct action tactics employed, 50–1
funding sources, 207–8
parting of ways with FoE, 213
shedding charitable status, 211–12
WWF Scotland, 272
WWF-UK, 208, 216, 218

WTO meeting, 51
Wynn, Margaret, 117

Fatherless Families, 147

Young Wives groups, 184
Your Voice Against Poverty, 50, 52,

55

Index 303

Proof




	Contents
	Chapter 1
	Index

