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EXPENDITURE LEV FOR GLC
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I believe it would be better to seek a larger cut rather than

to be seen to be endorsing the present excessive expenditure at
a time when we are claiming that there is substantial scope for
saving.
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challenge by
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which shows how we might do this,
minimum volume budget.
is budgetting to spend 94% over minimum volume budget.
figure in any other authority is 36% for Greenwich.

ck is anxious not to lay himself open to legal

ring to discriminate between classes of authority,
on of such a power on the face of the Rates Bill.
diture is so excessive that I believe it can

ial treatment, in the same way as we have, in

he GLC out for tough targets. I attach an option
based on spending over 1981-82
Even after excluding transport the GLC
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simply discriminate against the GLC - or hone our ELs more finely

to expenditure over 1981-82 minimum volume budgets.
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I attach a
a possible option.

simple cash freeze on all NIS-
come from the 2% cut sought
the GLC. If colleagues
a larger cut from the GLC,
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to Sir Robert Armstrong.
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. Percentage over minimum Expenditure
Authority Volume Budget Level®

Lewisham 9.56 0%
Sheffield 11.46 0%
Merseyside .75 0%
Portsmouth 15.45 0%

South Yorkshire 0%

Haringey
Thamesdown
Hackney

Islington

* % change, cash on NIS-adjusted budget.







