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A.I.D.S. Update

Health Minister Kenneth Clarke was within his lawful powers when he issued rules to permit the forceable detention of AIDS patients in hospital.

That is the conclusion of an official parliamentary committee appointed to review the use of ministerial powers. They were asked to consider Clarke's new rules by the Campaign for Homosexual Equality. 

The rules include powers to carry out compulsory examinations on people with AIDS, or on people who are carrying an organism capable of carrying AIDS. They will also allow the forceable detention of AIDS patients in hospital if the relevant local authority believes that proper precautions will not be taken to prevent the spread of AIDS. CRE believe the powers are too stringent and would easily be abused. it is widely believed that they have been introduced to calm public opinion after the recent sensational press coverage of AIDS.
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PRISON

Hysteria and Outrage

The biggest threat to the rights and liberties of people with AIDS has taken place here in Manchester over the past two weeks. The case of a man being imprisoned in Monsall Isolation Hospital in Crumpsall has thrown the policies of Manchester City Council towards those suffering from the Syndrome into the spotlight of national and international scrutiny. 

The relationship between Gay Men in Manchester and the City Council has also been stretched to an unprecedented point in the light of the application taken out by the City, in the form of a Court Order, seeking the detention of the patient in Monsall Hospital due to him suffering from AIDs. 

The crisis began on the 14th September when the patient in question requested permission to leave the Hospital, where he had been receiving treatment for his condition since August. He wished to spend a weekend at his home in South Manchester.

The permission was not granted but the consultant dealing with the patient, Doctor Edward Dunbar, realised that, under the circumstances, he had no legal right to keep the patient in hospital against his wishes.

Enter Dr. Elizabeth Jones, Medical Officer for Environmental Health employed by Manchester City Council. Dr. Dunbar, in a panic that the patient would discharge himself, called upon Dr. Jones to apply to Manchester City Magistrates for a court order, under the Public Health and Communicable Diseases Act 1984, to detain the patient in Hospital for three weeks.

This Order was granted on Saturday 14th September in open magistrates court despite requests that the case be dealt with in private, and the name and details of the patient were communicated to the press by unknown sources. 

Dr. Jones, in considering whether to apply for the Order, contacted Councillor Keith Bradley, Chair of Manchester's Environmental Services Committee, the body responsible for making such applications, and Dr. Jones employer. Without consulting other Councillors and without being aware of the identity of the patient or the illness, Cllr. Bradley agreed to the detention.

The granting of the Order immediately created a national furore by all people concerned with the care and treatment of AIDs patients owing to the fact that this was the first time in Western Europe that such an Order had been issued.

John Browne of Manchester AIDS-line was outraged. "We are deeply concerned that this move will act as a red-light for other local authorities to declare 'open season' on AIDS patients and to use this piece of legislation to forcibly imprison ill people."

As a result of the press campaign of sensationalism approaches are being made by Mancunian Gay, and other gay groups in the City, to refer the actions of Piccadilly Radio and the Manchester Evening News to the Press Council.

At a new hearing on Tuesday 24th. September the Crown Court in Manchester upheld the appeal of the patient and his Solicitor, Rhys Vaughan, to have the Order withdrawn. At that hearing the City Council agreed to the withdrawal of the Order on the grounds that "The Council is pleased the detention has led to the patient's improved medical condition so that there is no longe any risk to the public. Under the circumstances we were happy to agree to the Order being lifted by consent today."
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PRISON!

An enraged Gay Men's Sub-Committee meeting later that same day called upon the Council to repudiate that statement and to agree not to use the legislation again given the fact that AIDS is not an infectious disease, and that the care of the patient, in their own home, with proper medical back-up, presents no risk to the general public health.

As Mancunian Gay goes to print the City Council is considering these demands and whether or not to admit that it made a mistake in applying for the Court Order in the first place.

The implications of the case have not been lost on the gay community in Manchester. The proprietors of the Archway nightclub were so worried about the possibility of people with AIDs being with-held, against their wishes and at the request of the City Council, that they wrote to the Gay Men's Sub-Committee withdrawing their offer to host the next City Council public meeting for Gay Men scheduled for October 8th.

Harry Maney of ALLman Leisure (m/cr) Ltd., owners of Archway, wrote:

"We were surprised to learn of the recent development of Manchester City Council in the forcible detainment of a local gay men. We regret that this action has forced us to reconsider our invitation to host the October 'Gay Men's Public Meeting.'

The fact that a Council with a supposedly positive attitude to gay rights and in favour of the combatting of hysteria regarding AIDS has taken this action is bound to have an affect on the ability of the Council to convince the gay men of Manchester of their good intentions.

WE SAY

The fact that Manchester City Council last month used the law to detain a man with Aids at Monsall Hospital raises questions about the civil rights of people with Aids and the relationship between the City Council and gay men in Manchester.
These new regulations were rushed onto the statute book last summer by a government responding to a media induced panic about Aids. There was little consultation with anyone and many doctors and gay groups opposed the new laws from the start.

Many doctors believe these new laws are unnecessary and counter-productive. Tony Pinching, consultant at St Mary's Hospital, Paddington, the country's leading centre for Aids treatment, has said that detention of people with Aids is unwarranted. With adequate planning and resources people with Aids can be cared for in the community with absolutely no risk to anyone.

As a consequence of the Council's action there has been considerable local and national publicity about the detained man at Monsall. His name has appeared in the Manchester Evening News and in the national press. His family and friends have been harassed by the press and offered money for their story. This publicity is bound to reduce people's trust in the health service and make people worried about the disease reluctant to seek medical help.

Already people have lost their homes and their jobs because of Aids. And in the last few weeks there have been several cases of haemophiliac children who have antibodies to Aids (but who do not have Aids) being denied their basic right to education. If people with Aids are to be publicly identified by the use of this legislation then this discrimination is bound to increase.

The relationship between the Council and the gay community has been severely damaged by these events. The decision by the Archway not to let the Council's next Public Meeting for gay men to be held there is only one example of this. Over the last year the Council has developed an extremely good relationship with gay men in the City. This has given hope to gay men throughout the country and has encouraged other local authorities to adopt similar policies. In order for the Council to rebuild and strengthen this relationship several things need to happen. 

The Council has to admit that the action it took was wrong. The order should never have been granted. The Council was ill prepared and made a mistake. All this should be publicly admitted. Attempts to deny this, whether by the Environmental Services Committee or in statements to the press, can only increase feelings of mistrust. 

The Council also has to decide how it will respond to these regulations in the future, so that there is a clearly defined policy to follow. We would agree with the recommendations of the Gay Men's Sub-Committee and urge the Council to say that they will not use this legislation and campaign for its repeal.

By being the first authority to use these measures the Council has set a dangerous precedent. Other local authorities may now consider using these laws. If Manchester can say clearly that they now realise that using this law was counter-productive and that they will lead the campaign against it, this will help undo the damage they have done.

But in the long term what may make the most difference is a change in attitudes and perceptions. Financial support and good speeches in Council are vital and still extremely rare, but some understanding of what it's actually like to be gay is even rarer. Taking gay rights seriously means recognising that there are many issues to do with sexuality which are challenging and which cannot be neatly fitted into a manifesto commitment.

What you can do:

1) Support Manchester AIDSline - they need more volunteers, and money. Phone 228 1617, 7-10pm every Monday and Friday.

2) Come along to the meeting AIDS - Your rights under threat? on Monday 14th October at 7.30pm at Archway.

3) Support the lobby of the Labour group at 6.30pm Tuesday 8th October at the Town Hall, Albert Square. They will be discussing the Gay Men's Sub-Committee's resolution on Aids at this meeting. 
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NEWS UPDATE

LOBBY: A SUCCESS

under a photograph of Manchester Lesbian Link demonstrators and their banner, and NALGO members with union placards outside the Town Hall, entitled: Lesbian Link at the National AIDS Lobby

A hundred people turned up in the pouring rain to the first national lobby in defence of the rights of people with AIDS when Manchester AIDS-Line called for a demonstration to take place before the meeting of the City Council's Labour Group on 8th October
       

The group was lobbied as a response, by the gay community and AIDS campaigners, to the forcible detention of a gay man with AIDS in Monsall Isolation Hospital five weeks ago.

The detention was the first incident of its kind in Western Europe and was the result of an application for a Court Order under the Public Health (Infectious Diseases) Act 1984 and the specific amendment to that act which deals with AIDS and was enacted in February of this year.

The application for the Court order was made by a City Council employee, Dr Elizabeth Jones, Medical Officer for Environmental Health, and was sanctioned by the Chair of the City Council's Environmental Services Committee, Cllr. Keith Bradley.

It is the role that the Council has played in the application that has caused the national outcry from AIDS campaigners given the high profile that the council has given to it's Equal Opportunities work with the lesbian and gay communities and its stated aim of combatting AIDS hysteria.

The lobbyists called upon the Council to admit they had made a mistake in applying for the detention order and to commit itself to campaigning for the repeal of the AIDS amendment from the Act.

The incident has caused a crisis of confidence in the lesbian and gay communities with the half-yearly 'Gay Men's Public Meeting' being cancelled due to the owners of the club in which it was due to be held with drawing their invitation in protest at the imprisonment.

The outcome of the Group meeting was that the ruling group agreed that the Council was inadequately prepared for the situation and that they will strive to ensure that the AIDS amendment to the Public Health Act is never used again.

The fact that the amendment was used at all came as a surprise to both local AIDS workers and the Communicable Diseases Surveilance Centre at Collingdale.

 

It is seen by AIDS workers nationally that the campaign to force the Council to change its policy for dealing with AIDS patients has been remarkable as the first step towards ensuring that the specific AIDS legislation is scrapped.
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