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At t h e i  me 
r

n 8 M a r c  h t n  e
^n
 c o n s u l t 6 6  • n  §  °  Cabinet i n s t r u c t e d me to prepare a note , 


W l t  ^ t*i  e
•he p r o p o s a l 1 0  ^  departments concerned, on c e r t a i n aspects of 

10 about the o r g a n i s a t i o n of education i  n London 

, Minute A). 


2 

D e p - 3  i s note has^b"  E d u c a  t repared i  n c o n s u l t a t i o n w i t h o f f i c i a l  s of the «J Science, the Department of the Environment, 

f f l C e  > the 
coverc  M , and the Parliamentary Counsel O f f i c e . I  t 
t h  e
 f o l l o w i n g top 


The 
 le^gara&ised new d i r e c t l y - e l e c t e d Inner L o  n 

Q O  n E d u  c a t i o n ~ A u t h o r [ L E A  ) . 
i i . 


h U c a t i o n s  o f* M a y  i  o ?  P « the f i r s  t e l e c t i o n s t o the body r
 
9 

l n c l u d i  *  g the i t i o n s f o r the l e g i s l a t i v e S t a b l  e

Hatter 


s
 f o  r dec 
i s i o n are summarised i paragraph 22 of the note 
THE 


? R 0 P °SED NEW AUTHORITY 

3. 


T h e 

d u c a t n
'? a ter Londo- ^  i °   a u t h o r i t y f o r inrve^' London i s a t present the 
l o c a l " T  / s n e c i a  l committee. ( I  t i  s 

G*'a ter London Council (GLC) a c t i n g through a spec  ^ 
c a i C 0 T n m i t t  " which "
 generaUy r e f e r r e d t o as ^ ^ T h  e


 n  a l 

C a
 ^ o  t amend the amount f o r the e d u c a t i o n . p r e c ^ V


t h e
c o^nittee, nor i n t e r f e r e i  n the way » Which ^ 3 /  ̂  Q U  t 


s
 education f u n c t i o n s . 


4, r . , „  i 1 t -Vie f u n c t i o 
e . The proposed new ILEA would have a l  l l o c a l 
cation 


r
i!J d .higher e d ^ °  ^  ̂ (namely r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i  n r e l a t i o , c h ools, f u r t h e r 
 a d u l  t
xnner L o n d ^ ^  0 1 1  '  education and the youth and . se r v i c e s ) 
a


 & f t e  r A p r i  l 1 9 8 6  » w h e  n t h  e G L  C i  s

p r  

S e  P a r a t  e CoT  abolished would be 
b o d 
°Pert  y ^ ° J a 5 e y r a i s i n g i t  s funds by r a t e or prec" r a t e a b l e S u   i n  t 

e  r a t l n n e  * L o n d o  n
J°t  t 0  boroughs and the C i t y of LondonV ould be 
b e s u b j e c ~ C a P P i n §  ! a n  d i  n t h  e f i r s  t .ce i  t 
f 0  three years o f . i t  s 
r


r  s e c a l
 ^°int boards  ̂ ° ̂ P i  f i n a n c i a l and manpower c o n t r o l s sed 

m the White Paper " S t r e a m l i n i n g the C i t i e s " rtxkd 
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have ne i 
r  a o t b e r
the H >, ^  f i n a n c i a l powers ofa l o c a l a u t h o r i t y , i n c l u d i n g
t 0
of the q  borrow under a general consent, b ut w i t h the s p e c i f i c approval 


j e C r e t : a r  - ' 7 n
^ x y v l t v o u l ( ° ^ State  i c e r t a i n cases, b o t h t e m p o r a r i l y and long-term. 
n 0 t  ' o w e v e r 
\ 1972  ̂  » bave power under Section 137 of the Local Government 

to spend up tothe product of a 2p r a t e f o r purposes not otherwise 


^ised: the i n t e n t i o n  i s t o prevent the new-style ILEA from f u n d i n g

l e  s
\  other than e d u c a t i o n a l a c t i v i t i e s . 


body would be ele c t e d by l o c a l government e l e c t o r s f o r the inner 

toughs and the C i t y of London. There would be i n s u f f i c i e n t time 


$al Government Boundary Commission (LGBC)  t o recommend 

^ r e l e c t o r a l d i v i s i o n s f o r the f i r s t e l e c t i o n s . Whether these 


1985 or 1986, the most s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d basis would be f o r 

*4>e ret u r n e d f o r each Parliamentary c o n s t i t u e n c y  i n inner 

approach might w e l l serve f o r the longer term: multi-member 


jimmon f e a t u r e of the l o c a l government e l e c t o r a l system. 

Ministers wished,  i t would be po s s i b l e  t o r e q u i r e theLGBC  t o 


n
C o t n Plet - * o j f W '  s i n g le-member, e l e c t o r a l d i v i s i o n s as soon as they have 
>ming review of borough boundaries.  I f the e l e c t i o n s 

( i e > l d every
I r i 1 n „ ~ > a r s , t h i s would enable the t h i r d round of e l e c t i o n s1993 •<Uvi sion< or 199 fought on the basis of single-member e l e c t o r a l 

^ e n t i a l  t o have enough d i v i s i o n s  t o r e t u r n a 
U P large enou> c j i r r y out the work  of the ILEA (about 50 people) 

a r e t i n g t  ^ t h e r r S e d  P r d i s c u s s i o n t h a t the new body should be < 
u t h o r i t y ,  i n order  t o enhance i t s 

U l
 t y  to the ratep
7


 r a J e r S a l  S  l n t h  £ R a t  Paper already go a long way to enable^ ^ P ^ 
h o  m
1 1 9  8 5~86 r  t 0 p e r c e i v  e . .  w w u . ^ w ^ y c ILEA  i s c o s t i n g him.  I n a l  l areas, 

e T D a r i d > the e a c  b
 ratepayer w i l l Vey^b^e  t osee, on the face of h i s r a t e 
e a D l o u n  t
a t n°urit'i  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o 4 ^ c b ) \ p p e r - t i e r a u t h o r i t y as w e l l as the
ev
 
l e  ° t b  e
^ u P P o r t i  r a t i n g a u t h o r i t j ^ x ^ L f . Moreover, the i n f o r m a t i o n
n e 
  

r a t  e
U s  e h o l ( j •  d e m a  n d w i l l f o r t h ^ ^ j f t s t time have  t o be sent  t o every 

» d e l u d i n g those  i n c o u n c i l h^v^M. 


e] *  T h e S e a r  r 


/ e c  t e d  X L E a  
i r a n  g e m e n t s could be developedwo p r o v i d e t h a t the d i r e c t i v ­


u o u  - L d 
  es h» , 4 - a i issue a  separatseparate e statemenstatement t t ot oeacheach ratepayeratepayer e x p l a i nb u  d g e t should issue a r e x p l a i n i n g

n
°unto f t h  s e t t i n g out the r a t e poundage and, i f d e s i r e d , the a c t u a l 


t h  e
u  rate \ a t t r i b u t a b l e  to the ILEA ( d u p l i c a t i n g the i n f o r m a t i o nt 

e m a n d  i t s e l f T h
o f 6 " ^ n a b o i  ) - i s would r e q u i r e /^T^wers  t o be taken  i n 
Co 1
nomy m i o n" °-B i l l  .LJ-- -- The procedure would be ows: f o r reasons
v  i n e 

a  n e  r a
s i  

t 

t i n g a u t h o r i t :ies would issue each 'aver w i t h a demand
n o 1
^ v i e „ S l » g l ee v  i e d S U m ; t h i  E w o u l  df o r t h  i n c l u d e the borough rat: amount to be 
- - - _ 
l L E  A S n  d 3 s e  P
a separate amount  t o be l e v i e ,yery other
p 0  

J U  ^ Precept 6 a r  a t e amount  t o be l e v i e d 

S s i b  U  t V n § ' a U t h o r i t y 's e i n c l u d i n g the M e t r o p o l i t a n I t would 
u 

j a r a t  i n a d d i t i o n f o r
a i 0 e e n v e l ° V l d  e  the ILEA statement  t o sued  i n a 

6 a n d  t 0 m a k e  x t e v e n
does  m°re p e r c e p t i b l e . But t I d 


not need  t o be decided now
9 
To 

e r
LEA'R  " and r e q u i r e r a t i n g a u t h o r i t i e s  to demand an 

e  £ S
r c°stly /  c o m  P l e t e l y s e p a r a t e l y from t h e i r own ra t e s W O U K J
a t
 
e p a  a y  £ ^
y e r .  m i l l i o n ) and a p o s s i b l e cause of confusion to 
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10.
u- To 

- h a t  '  i n t i U


 m 3 k e  t h £  I L E A a  r a t i n
% d i t i o  "  S ^ S a u t h o r i t y would mean 

6
 t o* X i i U i ni s s u i n gS r a t er a t e demanddemandss d i r e cd i r e c t  t o  ratepayerratepayers s i ti twowould
r e  s p o n s i b t  t o
 

a d l
}nS b e n e f i t ( h  i ^ s t e r i n  g r a t e enforcement; a d m i n i s t e r i n g
n o w
\ c a t i o n  of d - .  in c o r p o r a t e s r a t e r e b a t e s ) ; and d e c i d i n g

S C r e t l o n a r >
h a ' r e l i e f (eg f o r y . This would- ~ w w a i - i.cxxei veg i o remptemptyp r o p e r t y )p r o p e r t y ) . This would a )

_ u t ,  s t a n t i a l change of p r a c t i c e and p r i n c i p l e  i n the r a t i n g system,
le Sive t e c h n i c a l r e d r a f t i n g of the General Rate Ac t , since e x i s t i n g
i t i e i s based on the assumption t h a t there  i s only one r a t i n g a u t h o r i t y
"have t Functions  i n inner London would be d u p l i c a t e d . The ILEA would

complex from s c r a t c h a l a r g e r a t e c o l l e c t i o n department. Apart from

%tant, vni ements f o r a d m i n i s t e r i n g housing b e n e f i t , domestic r a t e r e l i e f 


spayments t> P 2 i  d to r a t i n g a u t h o r i t i e s  i n order  to reduce d o m e s t i c r a t e 
f
apportioned o r every pound of r a t e a b l e v a l u e , would have  t o be 

The running - o n s i s t e n t way between the ILEA and each of the boroughs. 
s
London, which might match the e x i s t i n g costs  of r a t e c o l l e c t i o n  i n i n n e r 

£ l l d
 r u  ^ n i n 1 C  h ^ 1983-8A are about £16$ m i l l i o n . (The costs of e s t a b l i s h i n g
running the ILEA 
L0
 watewater authorities, r alL* e as a r a t i n g a u t h o r i t y cannot be compared w i t h the costs
Lave to * J - ' admi c o l l e c t i n g water charges. Water a u t h o r i t i e s do not
n i s t e r
11 t i n g system and r a t e r e l i e f s , n o t a b l y housing b e n e f i t s 


ster< w i l l 
 note the f o l l o w i n g p o i n t s : 

a - I f  i t were a 
some discretion  i n gr u t h o r i t y the ILEA would be able  t o ex e r c i s e 
property, but  i t  i s r a t e r e l i e f  to p a r t i c u l a r classes  of 

t h a t  i t could d i s c r i m i n a t e u n f a i r l ybetween different London , 
contains safeguards again 

v ;hs. E x i s t i n g l e g i s l a t i o n already

supplemented,  i f found Jh d i s c r i m i n a t i o n , which co u l d be
r

d i t ec  t election. nece ^ f x  \  i n the l e g i s l a t i o n p r o v i d i n g f o r 

The 
a r e 1 X 0


1
•quali  s u b s t a n t i a l 1 "ions f o r the London Ratesa i lS-t-^ -"wououuxelA illtfJ^iCS-t lo:
••ation Scheme. But, i f the
^ a n g e i n e r ^ ^heme But, i f the A s r  e a r a t i n g a u t h o r i t y , the
n»e«i-. i r e l i e f g r a n t between t h e 
e r  s
;  w o u i d « I s p l i t t i n g d o m e s t i Y ^ t r i r e l i e f g r a n t between the 
C e n t t 0 ^ a d a p t e  d  t 0 ^ i a l  c i 
r a l b o r o u h  t % ^ c i a  l circumstances of the 


oughs, which c o n t r i b u t e  t o Yte/^cheiDe. 

^tft in th »»BMjBireun l u i v i j o j - o o , tne imance torD  t h e o t h e r


a C t i c y e a  r m u £  t  b e r a i s e  d hthe l L E ! C e V e  r  arrangements forVI985-86 , the f i n a n c e f o r
^  a b l  „ y Precept.  I t would not be 
v ^ 1 1  1 1 1  t 0 C r e a t e  a n•Pril mr,, 0 Create an a u t h n n ' f  v sKlo 1-n. ~ = r a t epran-,- 1986

e t h a t V P a r n ma u t h o r i t y> r V>- able  t o levy b e f o re 
1 ' £ n d  i l v o u l d n o t
d  the  be a p p r o p r i a t e t ' ude  i n the Paving
p
 

P ° W e r  s
° e s  c r i b e d  r e q u i r e d  to prov i d e f o r the s statement 
t a t  ." C a  P p i n e p a r a  § r a  p L 8 above. The precept wou b^) s u b j e c t  t o 

Slo N 
 POP. 


12 


°f ed"6i r n  P o r u 6 S t e  d d u r i n  § the Cabinet s d i s c u s s i o n on 8 M 

r t C a t J  t 0 m a k e


n
 r eview of anv new
a r ^  i o  £ n  p r o v i s i o n f o r * I | B  v i  w or any new at 
e r L o n d o n \ T h e
a^d ^  > t  s c o u l d  *  P o s s i b i l i t y  of re v i e w i n g tf}


r n e t e a i S 0  l n
" i J  " a
ovi 7 r o  c i i  r e l a t i o n  t o j o i n t board s e r v i cP r


 C ° U n t i e s  > a n  d  i c m a 
f°r each >' b * d e s i r a b l e t h a t the re' 

ser v i c e should be c o n s i s t e n t . F u r t h e r work i s 
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n
° thesf 
m atters. I n any event, i  t i s suggested t h a t p r o v i s i o n f o r review 

6 ^ 0 1 6 a p p r o P r i a t e
^ T w ^ l  l b e   to the main a b o l i t i o n B i l l  : the Paving B i l  l 

° 0 n ^ : ' - n e  d
V ^ f f e c t  i  t o the minimum r e q u i r e d t o make the a b o l i t o n t i m e t a b l e 


; t h i c l e a r l y does not i n c l u d e p r o v i s i o n f o r a review i  n the 
gar term. 


RATIONS OF ELECTIONS IN MAY 1985 


>was proposed i n C(8A) 10 t h a t the f i r s  t e l e c t i o n s t o the new _ 
" should be h e l d i  n May 1985: since the main a b o l i t i o n B i l  l i  s 
\d to re c e i v e Royal Assent u n t i  l J u l y or August 1985, t h i s would 
Necessary s t a t u t o r y p r o v i s i o n s t o be inc l u d e d i  n the Paving 

V t r o d u c e d l a t e r t h i s Session. 

ECTIONS IN MAY 1985 

U n t i l M 


e d  u c a t i 0  n • • ̂ 8 5 , the GLC w i l  l continue t o e x i s t i  n i t  s present form; ' 

n n e
^  l
committ-o* r London w i l  l continue t o be run through the s p e c i a l 


6 o f
the  i n '  G;̂  omposed of 35 GLC members and 13 appointees from 

n n e rG o v '  ^ n d o n s and the C i t y of London. I n May 1985, under the 

e x  s
Us a ™ ^  t  a b o l i t  T p o s als, although the GLC w i l  l c o n tinue i  n b e i n g , 
g
London v  m e  m bers replaced by r e p r e s e n t a t i v e members of the 


t a  k e o v e l the new, d i r e c t l y - e l e c t e d a u t h o r i t y d i d n ot 
° r ° U g  h  C O w c i
 

e membership o f the ILEA between May 1985 
- - i i 30  D would have composed e n t i r e l y of appointed borough 

r e  p r e s e n t a t i v e s . Many membe, the present ILEA and l i k e l  y candidates 
f o r the d i r e c t l y - e l e c t e d XL N d not be able t o serve d u r i n g t h i s p e r i o d because they would n o t be mem 
 borough c o u n c i l s . There would thus 
be a serious d i s c o n t i n u i t y l T  1 \ 
 ibership of the body r e s p o n s i b l e f o r 
education i  n inner London, t a k i n 
 i l l o g i c a  l form of i n t e r p o s i n g a
nominated bodv b p n i e » " ' l y e l e c t e d and another which w i l  l 
t W e e n W h i C h 
v h°lly e l e c  b d
t
 

15, 

T  h 


 t h e f u r t h e r
l e c t i  o  argument tha y be less confusing i  f the 

) n S d u e i n
P r°Posals 

M a  y 1985 (but t o '_, l i e d under the a b o l i t i o n 

^ 0 l B l  & i t tee S!f r e  P l a  c e d at the same time , ec t i o n s t o the s p e c i a l 


r
 
l f f e r  e n  t dat t h a  n c a n c e l l e  d a n  d
 replac> by d i f f e r e n t e l e c t i o n s a t a 


16. 

T  h 


1 0 1 1 5 f o r t h e
f ^ s i o n 1 ? ! ^ "   l e g i s l a t i v e t i m e t a h i n c l u d i n g 
t h  e  a b U t
l ° V *
n S i n i  ?  i o  n Paving B i l  l are d i s c u Ln paragraphs 19-21 
s
 

and i s . S t e r  s w i l  l also wish t o consider the \i n paragraphs 

STAT US op 

I L 2  A
 BETWEEN MAY 1985 AND APRIL 198; 
17 , 
 I t 

e 

l t  s e  S  C  a  P  a  b  l  e t h a  t t h  e I L E  A w i l  1 c o n t i n u  e u n t i  l 

v .1986 t o p r e s 
  

t
^ ^ i t t e e - . f  n s t  a t u s of being the GLC a c t i n g through a l 

v°uld w. ' there i s Jt ^ .v. ,  b  e  6 l  E n 0  t  t  0 r e  P a r  e t h a t 
t'"ne
Pro •  n e  e d ed  P  and pass the l e g i s 


 t  o
V l s  i o  n  f  t r a n s f e r p r o p e r t y t o a new body and make ate 

0 r


 a n  d
l e  g i s l a r , - _ S t a f  f  f i n a nce from an e a r l i e r date hether 
L a t i o n i
 s 
 p a r t of the a b o l i t i o n l e g i s l a t i o n or a separa' 
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s u c c e s s f u
i n  i t i a l l v  V l candidates ii n e l e c t i o n s i  n May 1985 would 

n e e  m  e
^ ? \  d not  m e r n b e  r  s of a special c committee of a body of which they 


m s e l v e
^ ^ e c t l  v  T s be members, and whi  have been 
which would not i t s e l  f

rt  e l  ected 
y k ----u. While t h i s presents no insuperable l e g a l d i f f i c u l t y  , 


 & S  a n o m a u s  t n e
P e d a n t ' C r i t  ^ C ^ S e  d l °  • But  c r i t i c i s m could be regarded 

l c 
  . , since both e l e c t o r s and members now regard the ILEA as 


^dependent of the GLC, as i n substance i  t i s  . 

AN' 

^ T I Q  N OP P R I N C I P L  E O F A B O L I T I O  N 


n m e n  t
-°^incC^^e ^  bas been concerned not to include provisions in the 
a b 0 l i t i ^ 2  -^3tf h  C ° U l d b e r e S a r d e d a s
 prejudging the principle of 

11  1 t h  e P r  ° v i £ i o n  s f o  r  d i r e c
P a v S ? ^  t elections in May 1985 were included 

n0 t b e  t h e y w o u l d
b r o S I ^ - 1  1  therefore, like other provisions in the B i l l  , 

Second i n t o e f f e c t u n t i  l a f t e r the Main B i l  l had received i t  s 
Read 
P r o v  i i s  l  n t h  e 1 9 8 4 
i o  r T ~ 8 5 Session. The Paving B i l  l w i l  l also c o n t a i n 
n s


t o cancel the e f f e c t s of any a c t i o n taken under i  t i  f the 

P o s S
s i b i i l  1  .  e v e n t u a l l y f a i  l to pass i n t o law. Nevertheless, the 


nl W 0 U l d / 5 ^  f t h a  t d i r e c  t
° y to b y f  e l e c t i o n s might be held i n May 1985, 
e
 
l l o w  ^ b
p°ssibix i  t / °  y the f a i l u r e of the Main B i l  l a ta l a t e r date. The 


I a i l v
 te 
 would B-r'/o^Xf-o; there i s no obvious reason why the B i l  l should 
econd Reading i  n the House of Commons. Even so, 

jSed of a n t i c i p a t i n g the p r i n c i p l e of a b o l i t i o n , 

~^ons which might leave the successful 
candidates i  n limbo, i t  l a <  2* i n s i g n i f i c a n t way than i n the other matters 


to be covered by the Paving 
LEGISLATIVE TIMETABLE 

i r i n g '•̂  /Assent t o the Paving B i l  l by the end 

s e C ^ u19. Ministers aim a t ^  b'« managers i  n the House of Lords °f July. I understand tna

 t e

^ i n t r o d u c e d i n t h a t House no 
consider that th i  s requires ^ J u n  e

later than the week, b e g ^ n i  w he B i l  l i s not i n t r o d u c e d i  n 
g B o u s e

the House of Commons befo: ,for the Easter Recess, i  t w i l  l 
a c n i e 
be impossible t  o i n tv, v  e t h i s w i t h o u t 1 si: severe c u r t a i l m e n t of 
debate :  House of Co 20, 

L n  e Dmmons 

t h 
  e B i x i l a  ? e n t  a r  y Counsel has advised t h a t ^ i  t should be f e a s i b l e t o have 


p r o v
t e a d  y f or i s i o  n f o r the ILEA e l e c t i o n s but no other changes, 

P r o v l n t r o d u c
i - s i o  t i o  n before the Easter Recess, s p e c i a l l  y i  f d e t a i l e d 
n s
 
a r  i  d e a l  t w i t  h
V n a v  o i d M £  i  n secondary l e g i s l a t i c M V ^ e v e r t h e l e s s , t h e r e i  s 
a
 

 r i s k t h a t a
?f ^ s t r u c t 1  compressed t i m e t a b l e fCTy^ 5«\preparation 
r°duct;„ n  s a n  d
 d r a f t i n g would lead t o a need fbi£_jkWendments a f t e r 


t i m e   n  ;
eetaVi  and the B i l  l  have t o f o l l o V - ^ / f e r y t i g h t 
t a b i   would s t i l  l

21 

H i  n 


e r  s
 w i l  l also wish to consider the following?^^yb> 

e v\n&a i t >endine nt s 

B i ]  - 1 covers e l e c t i o n s , i  t w i l  l be c 

P r 0 V i d i n S f o  r
t e  P r e s e   d i f f e r e n t e l e c t o r a l boundaries, Ttional 
n t a t 
  

t h  e l i k e 
e x t  e n d the - Discussion of such amendme I  d 
t i m e t a b l e i  n both the House of Commons and the 
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^ U t t b e H 1 S
t h e ^ 8 '  ^̂ "  already 5  0 open because i  t provides f o r 

C  O  n  s 
  , ,  t i t u t i o  n of the t r a n s i t i o n a l body and amendments proposing 


i f f e r e n t c o n s t i t u t i o n can be i  n order. 


P r o v i d i n g f o r d i r e c t e l e c t i o n s i  n the Paving B i l  l should 

a
 l y ease the passage of the l e g i s l a t i o n . I  f M i n i s t e r s decided 


^ a i n s t t h i s course, i  t would probably be necessary t o make an e a r l y 

d e t a i l e d statement of the Government's i n t e n t i o n s . 


? ^ F 0  R CONSIDERATION 


a u  t :  e r S v o u r
t h o r i < ^ i ^  f a  t h e p r i n c i p l e of e s t a b l i s h i n g a new d i r e c t l y - e l e c t e d s
 
 u  n
f°llovinlFw/  education i  n inner London, they w i l  l wish t o decide the 


>s: 


- view of the fo r m i d a b l e d i f f i c u l t i e  s t h a t would be 

^ n m a  n 
are vr • ^ i  S the new, d i r e c t l y - e l e c t e d body a r a t i n g a u t h o r i t y , 


u.. l n  i s t e r  s prepared to accept t h a t i  t should r a i s e i t  s funds 
by p r e c e p t i 
n 

i i  . 

of . I  f so i  t issue a separate statement t o each ratepayer 


l t  s
 budget a poundage? 

tti.  .T ^any p r o v i s i o n s r e q u i r i n g a review of 
 a g r e e  d 
educate ^


a t  S a r r a n g £ inner London would be a p p r o p r i a t e t o the H a i 
  'ing B i l l ? 
rather than t o t 

> t h  e
doM  ^gbt of i d e r a t i o n s i  n paragraphs 1A —21 above 
 t e r  s
held

i 

•  wish to provi the f i r s  t d i r e c t e l e c t i o n s t o be 

1 9 8  5 a n d t h e r 
  b i n c l u d e the necessary s t a t u t o r y 
P r o v i s L ^ .  e ­^sions m the abolition ' B i l l  ? 


Signed' ROBERT ARMSTRONG 


Cab inet 
Off ice 
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