
PRIME MINISTER

Yesterday John Gummer showed the attached papers to the

Chief Whip. They are from a private and confidential

survey undertaken by the Party on a nationwide sample

and show the effect of the Community Charge in certain

parts of Finchley and Chipping Barnet. The Chief Whip

and I thought you would be interested to see them because

they illustrate some of the features of the Community	 _ 


Charge which will also be felt in other constituencies

all over the country.

On the paper which deals with Elmshurst Crescent you will

see the effect after the application of the safety net

on several 2-adult households for that area. These are,
_

of course, properties which are at present low-rated.

These papers of course illustrate shifts between individuals 


which, by definition, are not covered by the safety net -

that relates only to shifts between areas.

MARK LENNOX-BOYD
11 July 1989
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Effect of Community Charge on Elmshurst Crescent, N2
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Effect of Community Charge on Bollards Lane, N3 and N1 2
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Effect of Community Charge on Totteridge Common, N20
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ffect of  Community Charge on The Close, N20
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