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The Rducation group is thinking about official education statisticse..

. and will present some ideas to the mext AGM/Conference. Soon aftervards, °
we hope te produce a panphlet a companion’ to the Health' Gioup's 'Unsafe in
Their Hands®, ngnwhlle here is a short piece which we hope will whet
your uppetlte, and perluade you to come to Ycrk Eor nore detalls, and to

" let us have your views, " S

The long—runnlng teachers dlspute has made educatlon an 1nportant'

*politlcll issue nnd the replacement 4F '$i¥ Reith~Jodéph by Kerveth. lg

‘hll led to l lore vtgorous defence of Conservatl ”educatxon pnllcy.

;overnncnt rellca hecvlly on tuo asnertxona- '

1) kgnl lpendlng on educat1on is increasing

2) Pup:l teachers rntnos (RTRs) and by 1mp11cltlon class sizes
e .

are falllng..
There are a nusber of questions which we “should be adking, for
‘axample: . ) : R B o .
a} Arve. the .assertions true, even in their own broad terms?
b) Even if broadly true, how well do they hold up when dtlaggre-
5ated? :

“e)- How “much  Tocal varistion do. national statistics obscure?
d) Are “thaeré other measures which tell a different story?
e) Do importatt deta rémain- uncollected or.unpublished?

. Here we comment very brieff} 6n each ofpfhegé dﬁgsiioni;

. - ) S

a) Data from the [986 UK National Accounts show Chat. oﬁe;all-

‘government npending on educetlon rose slowly betwten 1978 and

1984 (by about 4% in real terms) but then fell “pack in 1985 to a-

level below that in 1980, So the Eirst asgsertion is mot true.

(A slightly different picture.can‘ti obtained from DES spanﬁing

but this excludgq spending in_sébtland_and Rorthern Ireland and

includes spending on science, libraries etc.) Between 1978 and

195§;=Eotni3gxpgnd{thre rose 15%, defence expenditure rose: 25%

"and mpending on pubiic -order and safety vose 33%.

‘DES etatistics show that PTRs have fallen from 1978 to 1985 but
not in 111 sectors and not in all loecal authorlt:es. Alao, the
PTR .is a statistic of rather dubious value,
b) Changes in overall educatign spending have been small but
'chnngel in capital expenditure (land, equipment and buildings)
have been dramatic, as the figure below shows. Capital expen-
diture on education fell by 351 between 1978 and 1982, and wvas
atill 28% below the 1978 level in 1985.
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PTRs in secondary achools have Elll.l‘l nonnltcntlyﬂm‘ 1978 .to
1985, PTRe in primary schools fell from 1978 to lgﬂﬁ but rose

again in 1985. PIRs in nursery schools and eluul have, riun

steadily fro- 1981 and are now higher thln thcy Ieru “in 1973 So
the ucond sssertion is only lulf true. o

c) In 10 (out of 96} !ngluh I..I:Al, lucondlry ml \il'l_gn'__, in
1985 l:h.m in 1979. In 8 LBAI pnury P‘!‘ln WET in- 1985
than in 1919. Md 1.n 14 LEAs, .thq propornon oE !:Ti‘in,,agur-

S,

sery schools and cl.u-e- “fell bathen 1979 and 1985 -
. d) Per cqpxu expenduure on hookn ;n sacondary schools {data yut

together by the Eduul’:ional ‘Publuheu Couucil from statistics
_produced by CIPFA) thous a nrk.d dnclim fron 1979 to 1984,

" &) No data are cvuluble on expendltnre mi the miintenance of
‘schost préauu or' on spendiug on tnchcr mductmn and in-
”lerucc training, oo e

i vclulrly-, if -unl_‘grp_r_hinglj,, -the .situation g _no_ﬁ vhat. the government
‘would like us to thiok it isi:
-wice' are wach nearer the mark:than. goverument auer:iom of mprovmnt.

.Publie. pdi'elpt'i.m'u of a deteriorating ser—

-y

woex or u\l’rlm.. urmomu " Elutm-u (rna ko)
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