RESTRICTED

OF Thg

Treasury Chambers, Parliament Street, SWIP 3AG
0O1-233 3000

24 October 1984

Andrew Turnbull Esq
10 Downing Street

LONDON
SW1

Dear Pudecs

PARTNERSHIP TAXATION:
BASIS OF ASSESSMENT

The Chancellor thought the Prime Minister should
see a copy of the attached 1978 correspondence
between Sir Geoffrey Howe and Denis Healey, the
then Chancellor, before they discuss this matter
tomorrow morning. I apologise for the quality of
the copies.

U\A I
D L C PERETZ
Principal Private Secretary
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Quite apart from any change in the basis of assesasment, wrav
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Perhaps yot
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'In view of the widespread inter
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"‘
- Treasury Chambers, Parliament Street, SWIP 3AG
' CI1-233 3000
& January, 1979
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You vrote to PO on Uth. December abou
made in the Sixth Report frem the Puo’*v
. that consideraczon ShOHld be "1”Eﬂ to su
assessments {rom a previous year
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I think that any concern about
"of the self-employed is unnecessary.
carrying ont a broad-based reviev
and collecticn generally, of h-lﬂh
possibility of a currenv yea i
aspect. So far as Schedule
8t1l11l at an early stage.
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The ansvwers to thne SﬁCC;f‘C questions you put to me
.about the current year basis are as follows:
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