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1, The meeting of E(DL) on 5 June 1979 asked me to circulate a
paper about the lon§er term disposal of public sector land and
ildings (E(DL)(79)1st). I propose to do this in two stages:
the first -~ to which this paper relates - covers the disposal of
surplus land and buildings and for which provisions will be
needed in the Local Government, Planning and Land Bill in the
atum, The second stage will relate to raising cash on assets
that are not surplus, and is not subject to the same timetable.

2 My Objectivés in securing the disposal of surplus land are:-
a8 to bring in capital receipts

b. to make the land more readily available to people
likely to develop it or use it better

€. to help minimise the demand on agricultural land
for development
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4. Basically my proposal,
a. that publicly-owne

which excepts Crown land, Provides.

d land not i'n full beneficial
would be entered on a regls?er malr}tained by 1o
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Ync};icate to developers and others whether or not it ygg
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will require careful consideration; 8
b. a power for the territorial Secretary of State to

direct disposal of public land, subject to consultation

and pricing safeguards;
¢c. a power for public bodies and bona fide developers
to challenge the continued public ownership of specific

sites with adjudication by the territorial Secretary of
State concerned (with optional provision for a public

inquiry);
d. Crown sites would be entered on the register on a
voluntary basis.
These proposals are set out more fully in the attached note

%repared by my officials after discussion with other Departments
although other Departments are not committed to them).
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5. I seek my colleagues approval to the general
proposals; to initiating consultations with the
chiefly local authorities and nationalised industr
bringing back detailed proposals to the Committee.
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s It has elso been suggested that the prime constraing i Ao
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3 Public authorities to mean local authorites, nationalised
industries (and other statubory undertakers) and other
public bodies. The Crown not to be a public authority
for this purpose; but to register on a volunbary basis
as if the legislation did apply.
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Liverpool - 716 hectares of which 463 hectares is in the inner ‘

area. Vacanlt, and about to becone vacant, land in the “inner

area is put at 643 hectares or 14% of the inner area. The land
is primarily in the ownership of the public sector. The local i
authority own about half of all the land in Liverpool: probably
at least that percentage of inner area vacant land is theirs.

Some 200 hectares is owned by other public bodies of which the

largest slice, 178 hectares, is owned by MHDC. Much
vacant land in Liverpool is unlikely to be develo]
Present owners in the next 5 years.

Manchester - 630 hectares of vacant
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Bi\m‘ilishﬂ ~ 312 hectares

City Council ownership and
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