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ggi?DIRECTLY-ELECTED INNER LONDON EDUCATION AUTHORITY

a directly-elected Inner London Education Authority

joint board, would substantially ease the passage

i¥1 and of the main Bill through both Houses.

re may well be a majority for direct elections
ing for a directly-elected authority will
nctions of the new ILEA, nor its financial

The
Uestyq, Secretary of the Ch;ft-t's note (C(84) 12) deals with the

Wou] q providrating', I am ng isfied that the proposals in paragraph 8
© make 1 € the direct ac papility that we all agree is desirable.
attractions 3 separate ratingg ity would have superficial

ave attq ke but it would be cod Moreover, critics of abolition
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frathat ratepayers would be faced
of separate demands @ g¢§§5have been concerned to deny
Som
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aspeCts o Olleagues expressed concern a the implications for other
at € abolition policy. 1 see 1fficulty in maintaining

educat‘ . =
ILE alya slon 1s different from the othe joint board services. The

8Xe on quit a9 ?ad a8 unique constitution. Moreover, its operations
;ts T enuee a d1f§erent scale from the other proposed joint boards.
NStance 1§xpe?dlture for 1983-84 is £850 millj compared with, for
transpory ; 3 million for the police and £132 m{113dn for public
€rvie noggeater Manchester and only £126 mi r the Fire
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hree very strong reasons for putting the d election
€ Paving Bill rather than in the main Abo
18 Session will carry more conviction than
1slon to legislate in the main Bill. It woul

¥e are already making about how few real functio
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c?i;; Bill, weLzﬁdon Council (GLC) has. Once Parliament has passed the Paving
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Sk uld be in a very strong position to emphasise the hollowness
aims that the GLC are making in their propaganda campaign.

of th

Second,

T 1t would avoid very cumbrous transitionmal arrangements.
@Ving Bi

S 11 would enable a simple transition from the existing
P to an all elected ILEA in May 1985. If we do not legislate

t ’ 3 3
h? Main Bill, it would mean that ILEA would have three separate
1Ps within 12 months:

2 8May 1985 35 GLC members and 13 borough appointees
e 5 to April 1986 All borough appointees
86 onwards Directly elected
oroughrée re are only four GLC members for inner London who are also
Y boroger SrS» 80 from May 1985 to April 1986 ILEA would be largely run

liteye '8h councillors who have no experience of running education, and

ine x 5 FLiigEt
or ip ;. cRtive to take an interest, as they would lose responsibility
N April 194

tYons in May 1985 would substantially ease the

inney Londe the inner London boroughs. Conservative
OToughe inn1b°r°USh ; have expressed concern about the load on the
ILEA Would o586, ¢ the need for borough appointees to run

fewence here.
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I therefore urge -
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arrantzat we go for a dir lected ILEA with precepting
e eniument§ (as set out i raph 8 of C(84) 12) so.as
ele Te direct accountabi ILEA to inner London
¢tors; apgq
b. :
Bill_that we legislate.for direct%é%%a}ions in the Paving
P.J
Department

i of the Environment
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C ) Annex A
‘ . =OMparison of Schemes Proposed for ILEA
P o : :
Tom rij e Joint Board Directly Elected
p i
Appointed by Boroughs Directly elected
Stat
us
Separate corporate body
Ctiong

As for other education authorities

3 year interim controls on precept and

; manpower
labl
e
PPing After interim controls
1le
Ctign
f pr
€Cept Separate statement of rate
liability feasible under either
scheme
Dif
bet Ten ia]l Prec
Oroughg No scope under either scheme

Same effect under either scheme

E“Vol
thy 9 t
byl bor _ ,
a?%et Egnsul a ggghs, Feasible under either scheme
on
ent i

Feasible under either scheme

Appointed by Boroughs Either directly
.elected in
May 1985 or
appointed by
boroughs followed
by directly

8¢ elected members
g : in April 1986
HGM@ . . Special committee of the GLC

o

ra

L Capyp i
Ollect. PPing Yes

lon 6

Sane arrangement feasible under
either scheme




