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LEGLESS CHICKE}J RUNS A},IOCK
IN CUTS FIASCO!

Take a principle, doubl-e it,
cli.,ride it by seven, add three,
multiply it by two, divide it
by four and subtract the
remaini-nq number from the
total - and you have a
reasonable approximation of
what is left of the Labour
Grouprs commitment to defend
(and extend) services and jobs
in the Borough.v When th6 Tories came to
power in T979 they embarked
upon a carefully ealculated,
strategic programme that was
designed to initially
demoralise and ultimately
defeat the working c1ass, their
organi_sati_ons and their eomm-
uni-ties. The Tories were
extremely selective in choosi_ng
their lnitial targets. 0stensibly
popular measures - such as the
sale of Council housing at a
redueed pri-ce to tenants who
could afford to buy - were
coupled with astutely directed
attaeks on trade unions whi_ch
were already weakened or
lemoralised by cuts that had\neen inflicted by Callaghanrs
Labour admi-ni- strati-on. It wasn I t
until thei-r second term of office
that the Tori-es felt confident
enough to take on the more
powerful trade unions and cour-
menee an assault on the
Metropolitan Counties and
Labour-controlled local
authorities. The Minersr Strike,
the abolition of the Metropolitan
Counti-es, and the various
eampaigns against rate-capping,
have been well-doeumented. But
in each case, the Tories were
eareful to prepare their ground
i-n advance, and to ensure that
resistance to their measures
was on terms and conditi_ons that
overwhelmingly suited their
tacti-cs. Even before their third
successive vi-ctory in June of
this year, the Tories were
preparing the, ground for the
current legislation.

Camdents fi-nancial-
diff lculties are si-mply the first
staqe j-n a campaign against
Labour-controll-ed 1ocal author-
ities that will be sustained for
the next fcur years.

The question that we have
asked the Labour leadership in
Camden from the beginning has
been: What is your bottom line?
ltlhat measures would you consider
to be totally unacceptable? What
euts in either jobs or services
would be necessary to reverse the
current policy of surrender? hle
are still waiting for an answer.

In the meantime, what the
Labour Group leadership are doing,j-s effecti-ve1y paving the way for
future legislation that the Tories
are planning.

The proposal to cut serviees
by 20f, and to reduce the workforce
by some I,500 jobs is suicidal.
It has already created confliet
between the Labour Group leader-
ship and vlrtually every section
of the community and the work-
foree. Strikes and lock-outs
have become commonplace in
Camden, petitlons, lobbies and
marehes, against the Labour Grou p
are weekly events.

Laws will be passed to foree
local authorities to make Council
housing self-financing, This will
mean average rent increases in
Camden of E3I per week. The Labour
l-eadership I s response to this
proposal is to eonsider immediate
rent inereases I This will al-ienate
the Couneil tenants who we need
on our side to campai-gn against
the legisl-ation, and it will
effeetively prepare the ground
for that legislatd-on.

Laws will be passed to force
loeal authori-ties to Cispose of
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land and grant planning applica-
tions to the highest bidders. The
Labour leadershiprs response to
these proposals is to enter into
immediate deafs wlth property
speculators and multi_-nationals,
effectively reducing focal
communities and organisations
to spectators as their assets and
their land is sold to the highest
bi dder .

fn order to push through cuts
it is al-so necessary for the
Council leadership to ptay off
one qroup against another in the
fight for reduced resources. At
a time rvhen unity 1s of absolutely
vital importance, the leadership
of the Council ar'e embarking on
a policy which creates the maxim-
um dis-unity, and again, which
demoralises and defeats those who
will be in the dlrect; line of the
Tori es I f orthcomi-ng as sault s .
It is a myopi-c capitulation of
the worst possible kind. And we
find it irnpossibl-e to. def end or
support.

We would urge everyone in
the Labour Party to consi-der the
impi-icati-ons of what the Labour
Group are doinq. They are destroy-
ing not only their own credibility,
but the credibility of the Party
and the hopes and aspirati-ons of
everyone who perceives the Labour
Party tc be in thei-r i-nterest s.
It is a suicidal path - polit-
ical1y, because we are engineering
the destruction of our social
base; socia11y, because we are
providing for the dismantllng of
the soeial fabri-c; and economically
because we are weakening and
undermining those on whom the
future of social-ism depends.

There is an alternative.
And unless i6 begin the process
of resistanee now, there will be
nothing left to defend i-n four
yearsl time. _
.(teve Taylor (Hampstead & I{ighgate
CLP, in a personal capacity)

CAI4DEN PAVES THE i,lAY r,'OR TORIXS

Camden Counci-l is launching an
attack on its workf orce that rrrould
be the envy of any TorY emPloYer.

Mental handicap care workers
are on all-out strike foll owing
the victimisal-.ion of one of their
colleagues who refused to abandon
natloaal NALGO policy. Despite tire
stri-kersr willingness to resolve
the dispute, councillors and-
management are evidentl-Y keener
on union-bashing than Providing^
a service.

l.Iorkers in the l-ibraries
have secured a vietorY over the
issue of vacant Pos*,s. In both
disputes, individuals have been
vic'timised and threatened with
I ock out.

The NUPE Exeeutive (in favour
of eo-operation i'rith the Labour
Group) are supporting a strlke
rn the Boiler Maintenance Secticn.
The tsoil'er section has been
threatened with re-organisation
that will lead to losses i-n
i-ncome of up to one third. Again,
the council. are refusing to
negoti-ate, and are out to smash
any union organisati-on as a
prelude to privatisation. '1

The investigaticn into the
Bed & Breakf ast trscandalrr i s
farcical- for two reasons. First'
of all, the very worfers sent
home ,Lr,d eff ectively crj-ni naLi-sed
by the couneil leadershiP have
feen argulng for mohths that,
qi-ven littIe resources f or cheeks,
[ot e]-i er s would f ind it ea sY t o

profiteer. Secondly, to close
the Homeless Persons Unit in
such a rrough-shod waY i-s just a
cynical means bY which the
eouncil- hopes to wash its hands
of many homeless PeoPle.

The one-day strike on 29th
Oetober by i{ALGO I'ras suPPorted
overwhelmingly aL a branch
meeti-ng. By itself it is not
enough, Uut it Places strike
action on the agenda. Labour
Party mernbers must suPPort this
and other actions against the
cuts.
Padriq Jones(in personal capacity)
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CA.MDEN LABOUR BRIEFING

Next meetinq:
Monday 2 November, 8pm .
Town Hall, Comraittee R,oom 3

AFTER THE LABOUR PARTY &

CHESTERFIELD COi\IFERENCES :
I,{HAT IS THE NEXT },10\rE ?0R THE
and
EIGHTING THE CUTS I}I CAI,IDE}I

LEFT ?


