Appendix 1
Disclosures from EA/2006/0006, DfES & IC & Evening Standard

DfES vs INFORMATION COMMISSIONER AND EVENING STANDARD

Information considered by the Information Tribunal on 4-5 January 2007

- highlights disclosure after internal DfES review on 15" April 2005

- highlights further disclosure on 22" November 2006 provided in the
course of preparation for the tribunal hearing.

- Allitems not highlighted comprise protected target material
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Action: Andrew Wye to consult with CONFED on this and continue work
with LEAs. Andrew Wye to get Ministerial sign-off to these proposals

Department
Andrew Wye confirmed that it would be possible to provide 3-year

declarations of amounts available and the formulae for distribution.
Action: Tom Goldman to complete list of grants.

Stephen Crowne
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Stephen Kershaw to produce a note on how the Department is
channelling significant funds into remodelling and why this is such a
top priority
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There was a discussion around extra funding for local authorities to take into
account changes to the level of Standards Fund grant. It was noted that this
will lead to a softening of some cliff edges but not all.
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Action
Tom Goldman to develop paper further and submit for comments

Stephen Crowne

- Local Authorities had not consciously sought to divert funds and the public
debate was unfortunate.

- It was crucial to balance our response and maintain our room to
manoeuvre for both this and next year.

- It was very difficult to get meaningful figures as there was such a mix of
different factors in their individual positions.

- The process on reaching decisions next year should be brought forward by
2 to 3 months, if possible.

- There was some risk of a similar row with the FE Sector.

DavidINGriRGIREXPIESSEAMRARKSIOMREIIRGAIE. The difficulties rose from

lack of action rather than anything deliberate. Part of our strategy should be
to lead those authorities who genuinely did have the money to ease school
difficulties to make a rapid decision.

SDMG meeting MINUTES FROM MEETING ON 23 JUNE 2003

Funding

The group discussed preparation for the funding meeting with David Miliband.
Action points

Philip Nye to revise presentation to reflect SDMG comments

Stephen Kershaw fo'éxpand note’on’LEATfuRding
Peter Housden to revise paper on grant in light of SDMG comments
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Stephen Crowne [ptateclONIONGOINGIWOIK — the purpose of which was to

arrive at a package of measures built around a commitment of a guaranteed
per-pupil increase to create stability for the next two years. Remaining
guestions were how this was to be achieved and there were two funding
routes:

i.  via EFS (with passporting)

ii.  via aring-fenced grant to LEAs.

Which option is a matter of ongoing discussion with the centre but we needed
to move fast for an announcement before the end of the month. Both had
risks: there is the potential for passporting to be unsuccessful or even
perverse; the ring-fenced grant ran the risk of squeezing local services and /or
leading to a rise in Council tax. Discussion brought home the seriousness of
the issue.

It was concluded that the chosen solution must be defendable and it was
made clear that we need to get to an understanding of how this issue may
affect the funding of children’s social services.






