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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA
13 November 1987

From the Private Secretary

e,

COMMUNITY CHARGE: TRANSITION

As you know, Ministers are to meet at 9.30 am on
Tuesday 17 November to continue the discussion of this
subject.

In preparation for this meeting I attach a paper by the
Cabinet Office which summarises the outstanding issues. I
understand that your department is considering whether there
is any further information which could be circulated
beforehand about the effect of the different options on
individuals, in the light of the discussion in E(LF) on
Wednesday. '

I am copying this letter and the paper to Alex Allan
(HM Treasury), Mike Eland (Lord President's Office),
Steven Wood (Lord Privy Seal's Office), Jill Rutter (Chief
Secretary's Office), Alan Riddell (Office of the Minister
for Local Government), Murdo Maclean (Chief Whip's Office)
and Trevor Woolley (Cabinet Office).

*er,
LV

David Norgrove

Robin Young, Esqg.,
Department of the Environment.




SECRET

P 02921 From: R T J Wilson
13 November 1987

MR _NORGROVE cc Mr Langdon
Mr Wells

COMMUNITY CHARGE

[ o8 As promised I attach a emee paper for circulation to the

small group of Ministers which is to meet on Tuesday at 9.30.

4 The paper itself has been cleared with the Treasury and DOE
and reflects their comments. Annexes B and C to the paper have
however been the subject of much dispute. The Treasury want to

show the effects of dual running on individuals. The DOE at first

agreed but then said that it could not be done in time and have

instead provided figures which show the effect on households.
They may still be able to provide what the Treasury want on

Monday. My feeling is that if they can, they should.
Yy Y

5 The large number of exemplifications in Annex D have been

included on the specific instruction of the Chancellor.

4, I attach a draft letter for your signature. We have taken
the liberty of passing an advance copy to Mr Ridley's office to
catch his weekend box. We will provide a brief for the Prime

Minister on Monday.

R T J WILSON

SECRET




SECRET

A

TRANSITION TO THE COMMUNITY CHARGE
—_—
Note by the Cabinet Office

1s A decision is needed on the arrangements for the transition
to the community charge in England. Ministerial discussions have
narrowed down the choice to two options, outlined below.

Need for transitional arrangements

2. The community charge will bring about a major shift in the
burden of local taxation, both between areas and etween
individuals within each area. The purpose ®f transitional
arrangement§’is'f6‘§5§§é in the sharpest changes over the four
years from 1990-91 to 1994-95, so as to soften their immediate
impact. The more extensive the arrangements, the smaller will be
the impact of the comﬁEEZEE—EHEEEE_BH‘IOsers in the first year.
Equally, the smaller will be the benefit to gainers. . —

e
———

E It has already been agreed that there should be a safety net
to phase in the shift in local taxation between areas. It has
also been agreed that the maximum contribution to Egi safety net
which any area should be required to make should be £75 per adult.
This ceiling will bring forward to 1990-91 some of the gains which
the community charge will bring to parts of the South. Converse-
ly, local tax DiJTs 1n areas which lose as the safety net is
withdrawn will bé £5 pefr head higher 1in" 1990-91 than they would
have been under a full safety net.

L —
4 The main outstanding issue concerns dual running: that is,
the areas in which the existing rates system should run alongside
the community charge in the transitional period, in order to phase
in smoothly the changes in local tax bills for individuals.

>

g——— \ A \
Option 1: full dual running, £75 safety net {hu\ Unaan s At ﬁkkwﬁ

- ¥ The first option is:

- 2
| - 3&(3 a. to require every area of England to have dual running
j during the transition period; h

and b. to combine this with the £75 safety net.

Option 2: minimal dual running, £75 safety net

6. The second option is:

a. to have dual running only in those areas where spending
is more than £130 per head above Grant-Related Expenditure

(GRE) in their 1987-88 budgets;




and b. to combine this with the £75 safety net.

On this basis dual running would only apply in Inner London and

Waltham Forest: see Annex A. p— L

Difference between the options

T It is common ground between these options that there should
be a £75 safety net and that dual running should operate in the
high-spending areas 1indicated in the previous paragraph. The
question 1s whether dual running should also apply elsewhere in

England.

8. Annexes B, C and D compare the effect of having dual running
everywhere with the effect of confining it to the high spending
areas. It should be noted that the flgures are all 1n terms of
7 Rouseholds. It has not been pOSSlble in the time available to —
NS hpﬂaproduce tables showing the gains and losses for individuals within
vl W those househglds. But such a presentation would show more gainers
‘Yolda and losers, and smaller gains and losses.
it e Lo depgias ond oo ——
a. For one-adult households the figures would all be the
same.

b. For two-adult households the numbers of gainers and
losers would be twice as great as shown in Annexes B and C,
but the actual gains and losses per adult would be half the

size. g S—

—
c. For households with three or more adults, the number of
gainers and losers would be 3.3 times the numbers shown, but
the gains and losses for each individual would be a third of
the figures for households.

9 Annex B compares the impact of the two options on households
in England as a whole and in the main regions. It shows the
absolute amounts of money which those households would gain or
lose in 1990-91 compared with their position under the present
rating system. It also shows their final position when the
community charge has been fully introduced in 1994-95.

10. Annex C shows the percentage increase or decrease which
households in each region would experience under each option in
1990-91 compared with their rates bill in the previous year.

15 Annex D contains examples of what the pattern of household
bills would be for 1989-90 through to 1994-95 for different types
of household in a range of local authorities.

Implications for Legislation

12\ Option_1 would require no change to the forthcoming Rates
Reform Bill as at present drafted: the Bill already allows for
the £75 safety net and full dual running. Option 2 would require
an "amendment to the Bill to reflect the decision to restrict dual
running to high-spending areas. If this option were chosen, the
Department of Environment would need to consult urgently with

—
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Parliamentary Counsel to see whether the amendment could be made

before the Bill was introduced. It is highly desirable that it
should. e

Conclusions

e Ministers are invited:

a. to decide whether Government policy should be based on
option 1 or option 2;

b. to agree that every effort should be make to make any
necessary amendments to the forthcoming Bill before
introduction.

Cabinet Office
13 November 1987
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ANNEX A

NDIHG AND CONMMUMITY CHARGES

OVERSPEN

Unsafety netted

1987/88 Safety nettod

overspend . community community charge

on GRE charge

(£ per head)

City of London
Camden

Hackney
Lewisham

Tower Hamlets
Greenwich
Southwark
Lambeth
Islington

Hammersmith

Wandsworth
Westminster
Waltham Forest
Kensington
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Brentwoo
Haringey

Harlow

Manchester
Newham
Liverpool
Newcastle

Brent




HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF
COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

‘ ENGLAND

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 : 1994/95

Single Other Tuo Adults Three + All

r , All
pensioner single adult Adults :
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DUAL RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY

Single Other Two Adults Three + All
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HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION
COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

‘ NORTH ENGLAND

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 ‘ 1994/95
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HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF
COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

. MIDLANDS

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 1994 /95
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HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF
COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

. SOUTH ENGLAND

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 1994/95
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HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF
COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

" GREATER LONDON

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 1994 /95

Single Other Two Adults  Three + ALl ALl
pensioner  single adult Adults Households | Households

POUNDS PER WEEK
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ANNEX C

SEHOLDS GAINING AND LOSING FROM INTRODUCTION OF THE COMMUNITY
GE: '000s

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 1994/95

All All
North Midlands South London Households Households

Percentage of net rates paid

Losers

100+ 63
80-100 53
50-80 181
20-50 ' 454
0-20

Total
Losers

Gainers

0-20
20-50
50-80
80-100
100+

Total
gainers 3,005 1,793 35054

DUAL RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY

Losers

100+
80-100
50-80
20-50
0-20

Total
losers

Gainers

0-20
20-50
50-80
80-100
100+

Total
gainers




EXAMPLES OF THE PATTERN OF HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

Examples for local authority areas with high per capita

rateable values are first, sudivided between high spending,

moderate spending and low spending councils.
followed by areas of moderate and low per capita

values, similarly subdivided.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
HIGH RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (HARLOW)
DUAL RUNNING.

Household 198990 "1990-91 . 1991-92

New Payver |
1 adult 0 |
I
I

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-9Q ' 1990-91 1991-93 ~1992-93

New Payer
1 adult 321 320

1l adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 954

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88§.




JQSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

HIGH RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (EALING)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-30

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults

Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Paver
1l adult 295 284

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 824 903 851 834

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




HIGH RATABLE
DUAL RUNNING.
Household

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNI

Household

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all fig

VALUE, MODERATE SPEL

1989-90 1990-91

I
I
!
|

I
i
|
i
I

I
|
|
i
!
I
|
I
i
|
I

NG.

198990 :1990-91  1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

ures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




I&STRATIVE HOUSEHOLD

HIGH RATABLE VALUE,
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90" 1990-91 - 1991-92  1992-93

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1994-95

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 815 781 72

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from




LLLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
HIGH RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY:
UUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Ssmaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume




QUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
HIGH RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDIN

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

!
!
1}
1
I
I
I
1
I
}
]
|
|
|
|
2 adults |
|
|
i
|
]
|
i
]
I
|
]
1
]
|

3 adults
Larger House !

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from




I!LUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOL

IIGH RATABLE VALUE, L
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91

New Pavyer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

: 3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1990-91 1991-92

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
HIGH RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY:
DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

New Paver
1l adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House
3 adults
Larger House i 744

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1




DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1985-90 1990-91

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989=90" ' 3990~9ks 1983 =93

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (BASILDON)
DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payver
1 adult 325

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House
2 adults
Larger House
3 adults
Average House
3 adults
Larger House 975

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORIT
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-%92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Pavyer
1 adult ‘ 205 ’ 235

1 adult
Smaller House 5 | 205

2 adults
Smaller House 410

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
parger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults

Larger House 511 705 735

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




LLLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (STOCKTON)
UUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Payer
1 adult | 100

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults

Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payer
1 adult 250

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3.adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from




QUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (NOTTINGHAM)
DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 ‘1990-91 1991~92

New Pavyer
1l adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
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|
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NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




MODERATE RATABLE VALUE,

'DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 623

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY:

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1589-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Pavyer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from




'USTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993~-94

New Payer
1 adult

8o
15N
O

233

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House
2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 645

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




QUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY:
DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1990-91 1991-92

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House 316

3 adults
Larger House 411

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




gUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORIT
UDUAL RUNNING.

Household

New Pavyer
1 adult

1 adult
smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94

New Paver i
1 adult |

i
1 adult |
Smaller House i

i
2 adults |
Smaller House I

1}

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 580 ] 447

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE 1 U LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY:
DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 ' 19590-91 1991-92 1992-93

New Payer
1l adult i 117

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
uarger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Housenold 1989=90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

New Paver
1 adult 244 225

1 adult
smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




‘USTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY:
puaL RUNNING.
Household 1990-91 1991-92

New Paver
1l adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92

New Payer
1L adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

~

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 614

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-




QUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD L

LOW RATABLE VALUE,
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume

199091 199192

587

unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




DUAL RUNNING.
Household

New Paver
1l adult

T aanit
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payer

1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House ‘ 745

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




LOW RATABLE VAL
VUAL RUNNING.
Household

New Pavyer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household

New Paver

1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House
2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults

Larger House

Note: all

figures assume

1989-90 1990-91

1589-90 1990-91

1991-92

1991-92

195

1992-93

3993=94

unchanged cash spending and income from




DUAL RUNNING.
Household

New Paver
1L adult

Loadult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House
2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 19950-91

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income fronm

au

1991-92

47

1992-93

1993-94

1994-95




‘QUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

LOW RATABLE VALUE, MODER
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-30

New Payer
1 adult

1 adult
maller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90

New Paver
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
uLarger House ‘ 411

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




QLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHO

LOW RATABLE VALUE,  PEI L 1 (FENLAND)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989—-90 #9919

New Payer
1 adult

1l adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-9

New Paver
1 adult ' 187

1l adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House 449

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spendinag and income from




‘LUETRAT IVE HOUSEHOLD

L RATABLE VALUE,
DUAL RUNNING.
Household

New Pavyer
1 adult

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
Smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House

3 adults
Average House

3 adults
Larger House
NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 19

New Payer
1 adult i 141

1 adult
Smaller House

2 adults
smaller House

2 adults
Average House

2 adults
Larger House
3 adults
Average House | ] 447

3 adults
Larger House 447

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from




