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Bl O iture of Scottish localliaih e was through
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1§vet ofor each authority the implications of the aggrepate
l“s“r: gypenditure ure in the RSG settlement) and exh
evanFur‘t‘her pressure could be exerted by reducing or™
i pa;:able under the increase order, in respect of pay and
ce increases. The power to reduce an individual authority's
e support grant retrospectively, provided that the House of
ons approves a report by the Secretary of State to the effect
faf that authority had incurred excessive and unreasonable
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expenditure of local authorities was reasonably
the level of expenditure assumed in the rate s
ment, but in 1980-81 and in planned expendit
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do not have power to strike supplementary
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lective grant reductions - particularly
authorities - have to be made at increase
to planned overspending.

S drEs as therefore been made by use of my power
aging iz.eosuppoft grant but, like the Secretary of State
sreduce T3t B %, I consider that further powers to control
s the ENVT essary. 1 propose therefore to include in
and Planning (Scotland) Bill provisions

t ng the Secretary of State to intervene in the rate fixing
ﬂmons}?gsatisfiz—zd that in determining its rate poundage an

peess 1 0 lanned for an excessive and unreasonable level
mthomgiture. I envisage that, if so satisfied, the Secretary
““f”i’z should be able to direct the authority to use from the
uf S:agf the financial year a lower rate of a prescribed amoun
;::Lrate would subsist throughout the year unless a proposal
nre-adopt the rate originally determined were endor_sed by a
sferendum (probably of all voters) by 81 July. I do not propose
wintroduce provision for supplementary rates the absence of
#ich gives greater control over total expenditure by local

athorities in Scotland.
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1ikely rate of progress with the Bill,
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