Hockuey Hougeidiy Ciegis

ihe recolpuised nuuber of honeless in 1972 wxsx2&GxQ8%: 43% of thsee
Ir: heckrey this yes the council paid out over > 105,000 in conths
- putting people in bed ond bre kfast. cnd eocrh vonth its £olng up
Its ¢0ine beyond the point of contoinuent. ‘
Thete one side of it. Lnother is hackrey council iuplecentin the
The PFicr Rents Act amt putting rents up s0p. (Whu else <i¢ cnyone
expect) a token resitamce and then the inevitable climb cdown,
" we personclly. cant afford to followrthe exenple of bre e little
clay croescnd even if we defied the governument the tenonts would hove
to pay in the end. Lnywey its the law of the leond.™
£othird side is wor declered cgoinst the sgtutters by the Housing dept
Thel wastined to coincide wwith the 50p increcse and the tory L
councillors beginmirg t eir election campzign with propegenda cbout
wer heroes being on the weiting list for 30 yecrs. 4lsd becrely
conicealed racicl propecgonde hos been concsistantly nut out by the
council officls both in the Housing end socicl services dept thet
Juteiders” cre the cause of the shortege of houes in Heckney. -

Heckney housing ieg o uisture of preéwor. &lun estdes, lorge new council
esties, ond o vast auount of eirly 20th century houses - some being
terted up others emptied &nd rotting on one side of the borough is

up end couing reptidly bourgiosfied Telington, the other depopulcted
Tower Heulete. (Eocst Tndl . The previous Tory cuuncilspolicy(i.e. ‘
Hekeney wes Tory dring the period 67-70, the only tiwe it had a Tory *
couricil for wmeny yeres) wes to declsre Genrsl Inproverent Arecs —
civing greuts to lendlords end property speculctors to d up t dr
houses: nigher profits, higher rents. The pregent Lobour Council's

is to FEXX declire Redevelopuent arecs — CPOs ell round rehous ng the
ownersg and tenants (i f they've been there long encvugh, oid boar d ng

up or kuocking @& wn strecte ot the some time. The nuibers of homeless
&énd bedly housed rose, The Housi ng dept hes decided 6 build no rtore
tower blocks becuase 'they crecte socicl probleris’ and the councils

eim 1s to lower the populction demsgity - zd to do this they push the old
population out. @hi@"’éiiéyiwﬁﬁéhﬂillﬁé%kjﬁé%#?é5£Piéﬁééiﬁb¥ﬁ§ckﬂé§
ConEXXHXEUTERXNE HSETE 5 eopETY. On the one he nd copitel needs
workers ucinly in HEHVEEXIYEH the cocpitel intensive industries,
which have uoved out or are in the proccess of roving out of London
(because lond is chewper) tu wove out to w rk in thees industries -

b ere there isn't dwoys eunouph lebour evellable,; on. the other hand

it needs & nutber of workers perticulerily unskilled to service
Lonco n. Becucse of o leck of cheap houel rg, the shortoge of service
lebour in Londn is inerecesing. Receutly there hove been recruiting
crives in Glesgow end other for of pleces with offers of hostel
accowodetion to attrect people to come and work fo London transport
treffic wordens ete. L cowbinction of property speculation ad

the Housing finence cct hes wmeamt thet local councils hove less 110 Ney
lese land @nd less proerty & - o housing conditions for the working
clise gob worse ¢1l the tiue.(The fact thot w.st of the councils

woney goes to poayliy beck the interest X&id on loans from the city

$ ar ks e ng thet their recl bucgets becomwe less cnd less — os
interest refes go up becuuse of inflation - the crisis in internsationsl
ceptalasu , inveetuent toving cwey froun the productive sectors into
property etc.) This does unot necn thet the councils end here
e#pecifically Heckrney council cre not agents in the housing creis

but thet they are less able to EEVERZUE potch up or wedicte for
capitleisn or disguise their own reactioncry function. Hackney

council has ¢hown quite clea ly thet it is not prepcred o

Bérecognise a stote of clags wer, different groups of people are
cdevontrating Jdown et the town hall sluost evierydoy cbout thelir

houel ng conditions, ¢ll it trys to do is cover up for its own

political lack of cre 1bility "Ite not our fault we're 1ot building
enough, the tories won't give us the money®.,




