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From: J U Hedger

[November 1993]

PS/MR FORTEH

ASBESTOS IN SCHOOLS

with

iid.

A5 the Minister is aware, I took a meeting on 5 November

NUT officers lad by Mr McAvoy, the General Secretary. This

we would net be in favour of a national audit in which
returne would be made to DFE. These matterg are
entrusted to LEAs and governors and fhey should be
fully responsible. (In any case, a nationwide DFE-
organised zudit would be hound ©o lead to further
deménﬁs for additlonal public expenditure on schools

buildings, at a time of increased resource squeeze.)

We shall let the Minister have a full brisf nearer the time;
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TO: 0 SENET /ME/ ChipperDi DATE: 14702794
) TIME: 15:22
CCr Wilson J J JPS
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BUBIRECT s ASBESTOS IN SCHOOLS
PRIORITY: o]
ATTACHMENTS:

DEBATE: JOHN BATTLE

How is DFE responding to the WUT call for a &.urvey of ail
schools

9 Ar

51
iy

¥r Forth {(DFE PUSS) net Dcuq Mchvcy (NUT1 an 1 December
the meeting Mr Forth agresd That it might be timely for
Dapartment to remind LEAz and school govermnors of their

responsibilities on health and safety relating to asbestos., He
falt morse comfortable with Tthis course of action thar initiating
a national audit which could lead te a panic reactiorn. He
highlighted the recent scare cver asbestos in schools in New York
which had led to major disvuption, [We are still awaiting advice
from New Vork on tThis]. A national auvdit wouid alaeo have
significant cost implications. Mr Forth will be writing to Mr

Monvay in dus Qouraes
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m Department for
Education and Employme:

Caxton House
6-12 Tothill Street
London SW1H SNF

21 August 1997

ASBESTOS SUBMISSION

Thank you for the sight of the above.

| must admit, like you, we would not be very keen on the idea of surveying all the schools.
The cost of survey and removal and reinstatement would be prohibitive and probably much
higher than the estimates in your repont. As far as the schools and Local Education
Authorities are concerned this would be a 'new burden', as such we would look for an
appropriate PES transfer increase in funding to meet the cost of this 'new burden'. It may be

helpful to bring out this point in the submission.

Head of Architects & Building Branch
Capital & Buildings Division
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LINE TO TAKE

» A raguiztory requirement to inspect 24,600 schools would:
{a) represent 2 costly new hurden. We would look for a PES
transfor from the sporsoring Department;
{b} alarm peopls {the New York experience);
{c) where asbestos is found, isad to calis for its removal even

where it is better ieft in place;

A blanket inspeciion in advance of need could be a costly and unnecessary

gRercise,
#
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SE
Health & Safery
Execuiive
BATE: g6 JULY 1858
RE: MINUTES; ASBESTCS IN NON DOMESTIC PREMISES MEETING

achaois and lLocal Authoritizs

2%

%

The main concern here was over the cost of carmrying

out  Building survevs and who  would  accept
respoansibility for this cost
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DEPARTMENT FOR EDUCATION AND EMPLOYMENT
WRITTEN REPLY

TLESDAY 17 .JLINE 1997

4210 MR MICHAEL CLAPHAM (Barnsley West and Penistone): To ask the
Secretary of State for Education and Employment, what assessment his
Department has made or commissioned of the risk to school teachers and
pupils from the crumbling of materials containing asbestos in schools; and if he
will make a statement.
2% $ ID< * 55(



Environment and the Health and Safety Executive provide them with detailed

guidance on asbestos, including advice on how to assess risks, and on other

* * -% ! % !
I % % I *
%
% * n 0 * % n 0
% - ! %
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Backaround
1 We are not aware of any specific local issue in Mr Clapham's constituency that might

have led to the present question.

. A central government initiative to assess the risk to teachers and pupils would not only
be inappropriate, given where the statutory responsibility lies, but would also lead to pressure
for centrally funded initiatives to remove all asbestos and for other aspects of building work.

That would be extremely expensive, as well as risky and disruptive for the schools concerned.
The schools capital budget is already overstretched and the baseline falls over the next three
years on present expenditure plans. Asbestos removal undertaken at the initiative of an LEA

Presentation

6. We do not recommend issuing a Press Notice. Asbestos in schools is an emotive issue.
Any press coverage could lead to renewed calls to remove all asbestos, which would be very
expensive and could actually increase risks in some cases - see 3 above.
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