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@5 ™18 DOCRMENT 1S THE PROPERTY OF HER BRITANNIC MAJESTY'S GOVERNMENT

¢ 10 cory N0 5§
h 1984
% CABINET
: / EDUCATION IN LONDON
Hem UR by the Secretary of State for Education and Science
he Secretary of State for the Environment
PURPOSE
Thig

e
lected education g
2
Autho,, DTESeNt, the ova
1ty .
Pecia) 3o TtEA) is the
;°u§°1110rs
€m|
ityerf from the 12 inner Lo
@Ppoi Ax £ L i
of thztgd (@t and the City after abolition
intrOduct.’ We now propose, ins a directly-elected ILEA. The
kA w SEOn of direct elections --;5’,ot affect tbe status or nature of
€ dire vie ILEA, only the system(fo pointing its members. It would

(probazlelected by the electorate er London, issue its own rate,

¥/ hold its elections in the“yéars between borough elections.
ADVANTAGES @

3 . { I
3 5 e i . .
Joip Main Teasons for ferring a direcely-elected authority to a
t boarg 5 pre ing Y
re -

a A .

Whitelt S favoured by the great majority of
10 Febraper (2%6 to 3 out of specific commen &
of the ?3r¥ » Including those from Conservativeg
10 of ¢y, Mner London Conservative Members of R

boroughs (including Westminster) are

Fesponses to the

nﬁ:
ap%ointeders would actually be able to do the job, whe
°°ntr°11in§yathe boroughs might well find themselves in

Cers in authority vastly bigger than any borough,
€e which the boroughs have never provided.
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Shoul

cﬁ@;%; % The simplicity and wide acceptability of direct elections

d ease the passage of the abolition Bill.

int

<::j> There is a considerable advantage in maintaining contlnulty

he Conservative group on ILEA whose alternative budget will help

15 to set a realistic spending level for the Authority when the rate
DIS@; o
4 ﬂég

getr°P011t int boards (police, fire and public transport in the
Ndirecy i unty Councils (MCCs); and fire in London). But ILEA as an
authOYityyi ted Authority would be the only non-elected education
anything 1iEeEzglaﬂd; consultations on the White Paper have not elicited

Othey ; he same pressure for directly-elected authorities for the
Services,

5 G
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haye ecozd= direct NI

r

t dted members, unlike borough appointees, would not

lection $/5%e two main arguments against direct elections. First, direct
$ingle o EA will lead to requests for direct elections to the other

aims of services on what ratepayers might
gateg fpay. HoweverZ 4/ single service .joint board c?nFrol}ed by

”Guld-hardlﬁom some of tnr‘gf; est spending local authorities in England

Would 5 1 ¥ be a force f-gﬂdyeeomy, either. And an elected Authority

€ast have to answeiﬁégs ect to the electorate for its spending.

and 4 ,.° the elected body ¥ % within the scope of rate limitation;
| € firse three years ¢

;E?Ject to the : ; (Rlehs with the joint boards) it wogld be
ite Paper Special financia Q manpower controls proposed in the

v
2

€ size andre Subordinate issues which

°f the timj Composition of the Authorits ere is also the question

"¢ of legislation. We cannot % the new corporate body until
Provige in°thH°we"?1', officials believe t:hit would be possible to
GLC ;. € Paving Bill for direct electi®ns to the special committee
3 troductio & Mﬂ? 1985. This would, however, be at the expense of delaying
L Sta“tiall unti] immediately after Easter, and 1 hening (possibly

i Y) the Paving Bill. The delay would e)fit even more
ke the Committee Stage on the floo House.

EMENT

need to be settled, such as

to ta

FUBLIc ARNOUNC
7

B If
by the SCOIlea

ecret gues agree to direct elections, we sugges ouncement,
a

depe lsrﬁ of State f9r Education §nd Scien§e, toda¥. VAxraft is at

e iled State €als only with the principle of direct elec&is a more
eport Tom gL would be needed as soon as we have been afl o.consider
eglslatiOn) officials on implementation (including the timing
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/’\.. On ba]._ance’ the advantages of direct elections outweigh any problems
: “Te likely to arise. We therefore invite colleagues to -

" endorse the principle of direct elections to the education
Florilbet fny ot London;

QH?) dgree that an immediate announcement should be made on the lines
cﬁ§§sattached draft; and

p ,
a; %& that a further, more detailed, announcement should be made
S
S

<€f913t:oss:'.ble.

[ &

o

€part
ment of Education and Seci
7 Marey, 1984
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STATEMENT
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'tel;eaguef and I are considering the responses to the
Streamlining the Cities", and the associated
_documents. Conclusions will be announced on a
Chegognts in due course. However, the Government have
¥ : decision on the future arrangements for

Heggg

0 inner London, and we thought it right to inform
O°f this now.

a Unitar Per proposed that there should continue to be
asingl Cation service in inner London, administered by
SUthorjy Cation authority. It also proposed that the

By Ould be a joint board of councillors appointed

e in
OF the Ciger London borough councils and the Common Council

e arguments put forward in consultation,
tly-elected authority would be more
el t board for this service, and we

A 9islat ordingly.

u
direCEher Statement
electioy‘electEG authogs

e Will be made

proposed arrangements for the new
including the timing of
on as possible.

March 1984
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