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BIG IS NOT BEAUTIFUL!

Well within the life-time of most of our readers the breakdown and
rebuilding of the structure of local government has undergone a number of
chenges not all for the better, alas.

Long, long ago, you were reguired to clean the street in front of
your door and there were sure-fire remedies for those whose food when
sold were found to be defective. Bakers were placed in the stocks
with their bad dough adorming their necks and incarcerated publicans were
christened by their own sour ale. ind you! in those days salmonella
and listeris had not yet been invented.

However, over the years progress was made and until 1964 we more or
less knew where we stood, in relation to those under whose guidance we
were governed locally, and where we would have to go if things were not
going as we thought they should. In other words it was a settled
existence, or life. Hatters got more complicated if you had occasion
to have to go to the County Hall (GLC) with it's six miles of corridors
and thirteen acres of offices {though they supplied you with a floor plan
in cese you got lost). But most of us omnly dealt with the "authorities"
at the Town Hall — Barnet, Finchley or Hendon.

Then in 1964 "they" decided to do away with it all. The GLC was
abolished, as was Middlesex County Council, the Barnets, Finchley and
Hendon were &ll to become one vast sprawling local government unit,
upwards of 300,000 souls and streiching from Hampstead as far north
elmost to Potters Bar. Remember the fracas about the naming of the new
borough? Some wit suggested a christening under the name of "Barfindon".
At least we were spared thet indignity.

A1l this took place under the guise of greater efficiency and more
economical government. It might well prove to be one of the bigpest
deceptions the public has suffered in an era of many such delusions. For
instance the average ratepeyer may now pay about three times in rates he
paid ten years ago £776 as compared with £262. Refuse collection (of
which we have heard so much recently) is now costing the Borough well over
three times the cost £1.9m to £6.3m. fducation bas risen from £38.9m
to £100.83m.

It is extremely difficult to gauge the exact increases in the costs of
local services. for instance as from the lst Anril 1978 water and sewerage
' charges were charged and served separstely i.e. the figure of £262
includes water and sewerage, £776 does not. Thus the increase could well be
muchk greater than those shown above. Mo one is surzgesting thet the new
"Community Charge" as from the lst April 1990 will lead to a decrease. if
anything the opposite.

As regarcés manpower agein this is difficult to estimate in that omnly
equivalent full-time personnel figures are published, but 8,920 emnloyees
for the year 1987/&8 is we believe the highest recorded number of employvees.




