10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA
13 November 1987

From the Private Secretary

Bep 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).

.
LN

David Norgrove

Robin Young, Esqg.,
Department of the Environment.
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i A decision is needed on the arrangements for the tran51tlonf”'v/’

to the community charge in England. Ministerial discussions have LN,
narrowed down the choice to two options, outlined below. ) %‘

SAC <
Need for transitional arrangements S xﬁﬂ> i
@!‘\fj" s T
25 The community charge will bring about a major shift in the , lf& W
burden of local taxation, both between areas and between Xﬁ/ xﬁf\fﬂ
individuals within each area. The purpose of transitional <{\a Py’ \{
arrangements is to phase in the sharpest changes over the four " *ﬁg
years from 1990-91 to 1994-95, so as to soften their immediate ¥ %~ ¥
impact. The more extensive the arrangements, the smaller will be*‘ﬂf
the impact of the community charge on losers in the first year. Ffﬁ W
Equally, the smaller will be the benefit to gainers. I 3>
g\\
5 It has already been agreed that there should be a safety né£§ﬁg
to phase in the shift in local taxation between areas. It has SRR
also been agreed that the maximum contribution to the safety net ¥ﬁ$ JA
which any area should be required to make should be £75 per adult. !qu
This ceiling will bring forward to 1990-91 some of the gains which\") ,
the community charge will bring to parts of the South. Converse- 4;L>
ly, local tax bills in areas which lose as the safety net is Cvﬁdyﬂ
withdrawn will be £5 per head higher in 1990-91 than they would ﬁg
have been under a full safety net. ‘ﬂﬁuﬂ
' W‘l\.
4. The main outstanding issue concerns dual running: that is, %?
the areas in which the existing rates system should run alongside v

the community charge in the transitional period, in order to phase
in smoothly the changes in local tax bills for individuals.

Option 1: full dual running, £75 safety net

5. The first optioen.is:

a. to require every area of England to have dual running

during the transition period; CARINET™
OFFICE
and b. to combine this with the £75 safety net. PAPER

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;

PR TR )




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.

Difference between the options

75 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 indicated in the previous paragraph. The
question is whether dual running should also apply elsewhere in

Enyland.

88 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 figures are all in terms of
households. It has not been possible in the time available to
produce tables showing the gains and losses for individuals within
those households. But such a presentation would show more gainers
and losers, and smaller gains and losses.

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.

c. For households with three or_more adults, the number of
galners 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.

ok 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.

1495 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.

12 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

e 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.

Conclusions
13 Ministers are invited:

a. to decide whether Government policy should be based on
option | 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

OVERSPENDING AND CONMMUNITY CHARGES

1987/88 Safety netteod Unsafety netted

overspend . community community charge

on GRE charge

(£ per head)

City of London 7630 182 487
Camden 481 461 782
Hackney 382 417 691
Lewisham‘ 378 395 677
Tower lHainlets 344 313 639
Greenwich 321 266 608
Southwark 30 293 570

. Lambeth 278 307 547
Islington 229 294 483
Hammersmith . TG 28Ik 465
Wandsworth 190 216 435
Westminster 158 471 396
Waltham Forest 142 356 365
Kensington :137

B e e e 2 e Lt 2od B Do

T R L g et I e
-Brentwood 12 355 339

Haringey ! 317 340 329
Harlow 102 3271 31.5
Manchester 95 261 272
. Newham 94 309 304
Liverpool 93 263 301
Newcastle 87 259 292

Brent 80 326 283




ANNEX R

HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF
COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

.  ENGLAND
FANVNEX
WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 (-5 1984/95
= i
= ~ Single  Other Tuo Adults  Three + ALl e
et eale gl Adults Housenolds ; llousehiolds

POUNDS PER WEEX ,l ?
LOSERS |
105 i : : |
5-10 : 3 g et
5'- TR —— = 23 25 ?{;‘E 669
o - E 126 . BE 81T |° " 2,108
2 1 38 1,254 735 2,00 ’
0-1 s i ' 39 2, , 1,509
4,449 500 5,733 | 3,187
Total losers 364 461
- , = S b 5,829 1,946 8,600 | -
EOTHC O O = DTS 3 e ! by i 77694
GAINERS ¢ ud fakta BEE. \S 3t e 308
ok 1,600 1,015 3,164 222 G004 | ynes
1-2 263 447 1,05 Paas
e £ 1096 140 1,910 | 1,856
iy 153 192 584 81 9 | '
—T——— e 1,012 | 2,349
- 6 7 58 R e e e .
10+ ¥ ] (et 928
l g 4} 160
I’otal q;mers Fioi 2,027 1,662 4,863 449 9,008 | 9,915
3 .ge MELS - A TS 2 o IVR 9,726 1482 1$89% | (Zo18
DUAL RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY
Single Other Two Adulis Three + All !
pensioner single adult Adults Households
POUNDS PER WEEX
LOSERS A |
10+ - - - 3 37 \\bY Vray 11 4\
5-10 - Sl m R s o agple LR S S
S S ke 4 S IR 1 020 2008 ”ltog
1-2 : 28 114 T e ) 1,880 | soq
0-1 350 320 3,195 272 4,138 /33
Tatal losers ‘ 5 382 471 5,305 2,047 8,809 3698
E% i SEEIELN S 0 i p S 38)_. 4-1‘ ‘ "?'O é‘f ?155—' ,91 35'9 (61?18
3AINERS
) -1 1,352 737 2,190 142 4,423 G(22
-2 212 285 979 77 1,553 (8SL
=T 33 52 1,198 85 2,139 23uq
e % — 3} RS - DS e v e 4 e IO - f(_y: 928
10’ 3 12 67 g L S
'otal gainers : - 2,009 1,633 4,786 348 8,800 9915
CHAL GBS - ANCTS 1,009 1,653 9512 1148 14582 (7,078

g change - Z




HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF

w’ﬂ DUAL RUNNING

COMMUNITY CHARGE: '000s

NORTH ENGLAND

1990/91

Singls Other Two Adults Three + All
pencioner  single adult Adults Housenolds
POUNDS PER HEEY
LOSERS
10t - = L
=10 - = == - 6 6
29 = = 18 221 269
Be=s0 1 12 412 237 (62
D=l 139 11 1,270 150 1,698
Total losers ‘ g 131 131 173 644 2,636
o SRS ER TS 31 13 % RS S
GAINER
8= 577 331 986 81 1,975
L= 2 123 346 =3 510
=0 3 39 238 39 389
SESE, 3 2 26 1 32
10+ = - = = =
Io.gainers 713 321 Tam 9% 174 3,008
TS CHhaBAS - ADVETS . HY 52 319G et
No change - - - = =
DUAL RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY
POUNDS PEE WEEY
LOSERS
10+ = = = :) 9
5 - 19 - = 3 109 117
e 1 1 41% 35 777
Ple—=d 11 23 407 112 953
Q=5 131 101 1,010 107 1,349
Total losers 142 137 1,834 591 2,803
Bl o SGS — rveal (47 S EGS 2,25 X
GAINERS
3 -1 51l 267 705 32 1e533
i &1 76 294 32 463
2 101 147 352 a7 623
S5 ==l 27 a2 135 13 189
10+ g 2 15 1 20
Total qainers 702 313 1,491 127 2,835
T NGRS - YOS o2 D 15T P N e
Mo chapge 5 = ‘ r = =

1994/95

AL

Hous EHOLLS

39

35S
o2

1363

. 348
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HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF

WITH DUAL -RUNNING

COMMUNITY CHARGE:

1990/91

'000s

MIDLANDS

= Single Other Tuo Adults  Three + ALl
5 pensioner sinale adult Adults Households |
POUNDS PER WEEK
LOSERS
10+ - - - - -
19 - - - 4 g
LR = = 13 142 156
1 = 4 263 ¢ L 1= 403
el al 9 926 91 1,126
Io?al Ioserg i 5l 63 1,205 376 1,695
PR OO G ST #rD S S ERL et L s
SAINERS
gi=s] 207 183 656 33 1,202
st 43 93 222 26 284
e 28 42 106 18 193
=10 = 2 10 1 14
10+ - i = 2 1
Total gainers R i 377 323 994 98 1,794
WL Grtustit{ = FTHY LS 3 43— 222 155 2 S
No a2 - - - = -
JUAL. RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY
Sirgle MHher Two Adults Three + All
pensioner simgle adult Adults Households
BOUNES PER HWEEK
LOSERS
10+ - # ¢ &
=10 = = 2 72
Y5 - 1 266 193
e ) 22 273 &6
Qi=il 3 41 £74 30
Tatal losers 32 64 15815 a7 1,728
- 1‘7'.’,, SRS N & s - L_.l .\) ’) L ¢N r’-?—? ~ ! ‘{/ >
GAINERS
O =l 264 140 480 34 912
=2 42 3 204 15 15
2-c 53 102 234 20 412
- @ 16 2 54 5 98
10+ 1 3 1% 2 17
Total gainers 377 323 984 77 1,760
> - iy 3z 2 J e 3) % 1 s % Y ?
A= RNl — e N > =D Tl i T A

1994/95

All
Honyseholds

977
473
619
162

ac
ad

2.9
Ly

3,970



HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF

COMMUNITY CHARGE:

SOUTH ENGLAND

'000s

1‘ DUAL RUNNING 1990/91
Single DLher Twu Adulls Three + All
pensioner  sinpgle aduld Adults Households
POUNDS PER WEEK
LOSERS
10+ - - - . - =
530 ~ = - 2 9 9
2 =85 - > 47 239 283
i d 1 9 426 252 632
g~ ¢ 127 130 1,675 165 2,097
Total losers 122 139 2,148 664 3,080
S A R = e e i 125 il lf’ 296 2,19¢ 6,75'41._
GAIMERS
T 432 299 1,140 74 1,994
il a8 142 398 42 683
%l 51 G4 206 18 348
310 . ! 20 2 26
1 = 1 2 = 2
"'Q s3iners 43 307 1,765 137 3,053
TCRATE . GyrepGies T &) RS IRN 4 pl%h e ’5/530 ‘{-6)— 5/‘ ?;2.
Mg change E = = = =
DUAL. RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY
POUNDS PER HEEK
LOSERS
10+ - - - 10 19 ]
= 10 & e 11 150 161 |
2x5 2 8 443 334 792 )
Eimed 1¢ 42 510 100 562
B | j s 25 1,082 90 1,369
Tatal lesers 125 134 2,051 684 27995
I 134 4,10 215 G618
GAINERS
0:-1 390 185 775 43 1,25
¥ =2 73 99 383 23 983
2 . 134 L3k 313 a2 870
St 47 3 130 12 242
10+ 2 4 33 3 43
Total gainers e 512 1,862 118 3,130
E YL GBS - ADv vy €46 S 3,429 359 §4%)
Mo change - - - = =

1994/95

A
rovsetenD(

3

232
3}
iz
1833

3563
i 594
333

1&23
53%

LY
_§, 328



HOUSEHOLDS GAINING FROM INTRODUCTION OF
COMMUNITY CHARGE:

WITH DUAL RUNNING

'000s

GREATER LONDON

1990/91
‘ Single Dther Tug Adults Three + ALl
pensioner  single adult Adults Households
POUMDS PER WEEK
LOSERS
10+ = - = = =
SE=AI0 - - T 6 f
-8 & = 17 835 102
1-2 1 12 ol 2o 107 270
=il 53 116 579 63 812
Total losers 2, a4 128 746 262 _ 1,190
ToTAL CSSERS - ADVAT S 5¢ 128 Le92 §65 1,559
BAINERS
=l 235 200 332 14 833
P=TED 42 82 90 18 234
P 14 28 34 7 83
St l0 3 1 2 1 7
10+ = = = = 2
Total gainers 292 312 509 40 Ples
f GANSS - ADVLTS 292 112 (0\E 120 42
nange = = = = #
UAL RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY
POUNDS PER WEEK
LOSERS
10+ = = = 12 12
3= 10 = < 9 3 67
2 =Ry 1 5] 130 128 293
IE e 3 28 218 32 302
=1, 6 93 430 26 605
Total losers _ : 62 136 806 275 1,279
STAL el - AWLTS 62 136 (61 9ot 2HF
BATNERS
gi=1 138 144 230 11 574
Li=ed 37 85 9 S 192
0 46 20 98 3 ag3
=i 11 22 23 4 39
10+ 3 3 3 2 11
‘ gainers. =5 294 304 449 27 1,066
TOTAL A WEZ S — ADWLT S 20¢ 9% 59

No change

284

i\, S*FS

1994/95

ST
[ Households

182
239
383
1.5]
396

4SS
2,949

392
l 60O

239
3z
21

890
1,343



ANNEX C

IQSEHOLDS GAINING AND LOSING FROM INTRODUCTION OF THE COMMUNITY
CHARGE: '000s

WITH DUAL RUNNING 1990/91 1994 /95
D] e Alll '
North Midlands South TL.ondon Households Households BNNEX

Percentage of net rates paid

Losers

100+ 188 63 118 157 387 629
80-100 101 53 89 5 252 553
50-80 298 181 242 52 s 1,146
20-50 T, 454 782 298 2256 2 074
0-20 18328 945 » i el 813 4,932 2,289
Total

Losers 251636 1,695 320 1551190 8,600 7,691
Gainers

0-20 ety 1=, 2657 Q343 1,013 6,534 3., 1:319
20—50 14020 504 3 140 2898 ; 4B T
50-80 45 2 10 2 79 j 2020
80-100 ! 33
100+ , | 5
ToEaH:

gainers 3,005 1793 3,054 (RS 9,006 9,915
DUAL RUNNING IN INNER LONDON ONLY ]‘ﬁ
Losers

100+ 539 268 434 81 158315 g 1,629
80-100 148 110 154 47 463 5 553
50-80 418 240 402 185:2, 18045 § 46
20-50 755 474 871 380 2,479 2 Zin @ 4
0-20 953 635 | oeailiB52 618 35,338 ! 255089
Total é

losers 24805 15728 2,994 1,830 8,807 | 71605
Gainers %

0-20 el 741 1,290 585 3,742 I e a8
20-50 10810 794 1,418 386 3290/ f A STl
50-80 396 224 426 95 (o L g 2,020
80-100 2 1 5 7 ; 853
100+ 2 1 1 4 ! 5
Total ;

gainers 2,836 5y 76 J5138 1,066 8,800 ' 953945




L TAX BILLS

:I,l

EXAMPLES OF THE PATTERN OF HOUSEHOLD LOC

Examples for local authority areas with high per capita
rateable values are first., sudivided between high spending,
moderzste spending and low spending councils. These are
followed by areas of moderate and low per capita rateable

values, similarly subdivided.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
‘HIGH RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (HARLOW)

UUAL RUNNING.

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

i

I

New Payver !
1 adult 0 i 100 sl 208 Jeil Sl

I

I

1 adult |
Smaller House 436 | 400 379 358 386 315

I

|

2 adults i
Smaller House 436 ! 500 533 565 598 630

1}

|

2 adults i
Average House 623 | 629 629 629 630 630

i

2 adults i
Larger House 810 i 758 726 694 662 630

i

1

3 adults i
Average House 623 i 12 783 837 891 945

i

I

3 adulEs t
.Larger House 810 i 858 879 501 923 945

NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

i

New Payer i
1 adult 0 ! 321 326 318 Sl 315

i

1

IS adult i
Smaller House 436 i zlat 320 318 3057 35 5y

i

]

2 adults .
Smaller House 436 i 642 639 636 633 630

i

I

2 adults |
Average House 623 i 642 639 636 633 630

]

]

2 adults i
Larger House 810 i 642 639 636 633 630

]

1

3 adults i
Average House 623 | 963 959 954 950 945

i

I

. 3 adults i
Larger House 810 | 963 959 954 550 945

=585

~I1

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 198




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

‘HIGH RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY (EALING)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 198990 .1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94. 1994-95
i
New Payer |
1 adult 0 : 100 145 189 234 278
1 adult i
Smaller House 444 : 396 367 337 308 278
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 444 ' 496 LS4 b 526 541 556
1
2 adults g
Average House 634 i 623 607 590 573 556
i
!
2 adults i
Larger House 824 i 750 192 65 605 556
]
|
3 adults i
Average House 634 i 929 ATl 779 806 834
1
I
3 adults i
.Larger House 824 ! 850 8346 842 8§38 834
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
!
I
New Payer i
1 adult 0 | 301 295 290 284 278
i
]
1 adult i
Smaller House 444 ! 301 295 290 284 278
i
I
2 adults i
Smaller House 444 ' 602 591 579 568 556
i
I
2 adults |
Average House 634 i 602 591 5 E9 568 556
i
]
2 adults |
Larger House 824 | 602 59 579 568 556
I
3 adults i
Average House 634 i 903 886 869 851 834
i
]
. 3 adults i
.arger House 824 | 903 886 869 851 834

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 8T =8 3




1LLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.HIGH RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (ELMBRIDGE)
Household 1989+90" 1990-91 1991-92 . 1992-93":1993-94" 1994-95

New Paver

1 adult 0 100 -3t 170 204 239
1 adult
Smaller House 498 391 355 SIS 277 239
2 adults
Smaller House 498 491 488 485 481 478
2 adults
Average House 71 616 581 Bid T 5yl L 478

2 adults

Larger House 9524 740 675 609 544 478
3 adults
Average House 7415 716 716 716 0 T
3 adults
.Larger House 924 840 810 779 748 T
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
1
New Payer i
1iadult 0 i 314 295 257 258 239
i
]
I -adult i
Smaller House 498 i 314 29% 277 258 239
i
I
2 adults t
Smaller House 498 | 628 5951 553 516 478
mﬂ,@mw_‘,,_ﬂ.ﬁsfnm B— - ————
2y adults i
Average House 7 i 628 591 553 516 478
i
i
2 -adults i
Larger House 924 | 628 591 553 516 478
i
]
3 adults i
Average House FiaLa i 942 886 830 qers eI
—s “ 7l = S——
. 3 adults i
Larger House 524 i 942 886 830 T3 vl

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




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.HIGH RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (St .ALBANS)

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
!
New Pavyer i
E adult 0 ' 100 126 1152 178 204
i
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 439 i 365 325 285 244 204
1}
I
2 adults i
Smaller House 439 i 465 451 437 422 408
]
I
2 adults i
Average House 627 | 579 536 494 diny 408
1
2 adults i
Larger House 35 i 693 622 550 479 408
}
3 adults i
Average House 627 i 679 662 646 629 612
1]
)
3 adults i
.Larger House 815 i 193 748 702 657 612
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-53 1993-94 1994-95
i
]
New Paver i
1 adult 0 ! 279 260 242 223 204
]
I
Liadul e i
Smaller House 439 i 279 260 242 223 204
1
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 439 i 558 551 483 446 408
1
e e[
2 adults i
Average House B2, i Sy Shalal 483 446 408
i
]
Zi-adults i
Larger House 815 | 558 521 483 446 408
i
3 adults i
Average House 637 i 837 T84 720 668 612
]
I
. 3 adults !
Larger House Slalis ! SIS 18l 725 668 612

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from

',_\
O
o0
~l
|
(o]
(0¢]




1LLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.HIGH RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (S .BUCKS)

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
New Payer i
1 adult 0 i 100 127 153 180 206
i
1 adult i
Smaller House 578 i 363 324 285 245 206
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 578 : 463 450 438 425 412
I
)
2 adults i
Average House 825 i 576 535 494 453 412
i
2 adults '
Larger House 1073 i 689 620 550 481 412
i
3 adults i
Average House 825 i 676 662 647 633 618
3 adults i
.L.arger House 1073 i 789 746 703 661 618
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1952-93 1993-94 1994-95
1
]
New Pavyer i
1 adult 0 ' 281 262 244 225 206
i
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 578 i 281 262 244 225 206
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 5738 i 562 D25 487 450 412
I
1
2 adults i
Average House 825 i 562 525 487 450 412
i
2 adults i
Larger House 1073 ' 562 525 487 450 412
i
Jaaurts i
Average House 825 i 843 787 TEN 674 618
i
1
‘ 3 adults i
Larger House Q73 | 843 787 Fieial 674 618

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

~l1



ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

.'IGH RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (CAMBRIDGE)

DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1589-90

New Payer

Liadult 0
I tadult
Smaller House 395
2 adults
Smaller House 379
2 adults
Average House 541
2 adults
Larger House 703
3 adults
Average House 541
3 adults
.Larger House 703
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90
New Paver
1 adult 0
1 ‘adult
Smaller House 379
2 adults
Smaller House 3749
Z adults
Average House 541
2 adults
Larger House 703
3 adults
Average House 541
. 3 adults
Larger House 703

Note: all figures assume

1
)
i
i 100 123 145 168 190
1
i
i 335 299 262 226 190
i
i
i 435 421 407 394 380
i
i
i 535 496 458 419 380
I
i
i 636 B2 508 444 380
'
i
| 635 619 603 586 57%@
i
i
i 736 694 6513 Bl 570

199007 199192, 1982-93 _1993-94  1994-95

!
i
U
i 263 245 2T 208 190
|
i
1
| 263 245 2T 208 1L, EI
|
i
'
i 526 450 453 417 380
sl —
|
| 526 490 453 417 380
1
I
i
| 526 450 453 417 380
i
1
U
i THESS) 734 680 6525 5450
|
I
U
| 789 734 680 625 550

unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.HIGH RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: {CROYDON)

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-35
I
1
New Paver '
1 adult 0 ! 100 175 129 144 158
1
!
LsadulE i
Smaller House 305 i 265 238 211 185 17516
i
2 -adults i
Smaller House 305 i 365 353 340 328 316
H
i
2 adults i
Average House 435 i 435 406 376 346 Bil6
i
!
2 adults i
Larger House 566 | 506 459 411 364 -6
i
|
3 adults i
Average House 435 i 535 520 505 489 474
1
]
3 adults |
'L.arger House 566 ! 606 B7.3 540 507 474
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
I
New Payer i
1 adult 0 i 218 203 188 19 3 158
}
]
I sadualt i
Smaller House 305 | 218 203 188 173 158
H
i
2 adults :
Smaller House 305 i 436 406 376 346 316
i < =
il
2radults X R !
Average House 435 i 436 406 376 346 316
i
2 adults i
Larger House 566 i 436 406 376 346 216
i
3 adults i
Average House 435 i 654 609 564 519 474
i
. 3 adults i
Larger House 566 i 654 609 564 519 474

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




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.HIGH RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (EASTBOURNE)

DUAL RUNNING.

O

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

New Paver

]

I

;
Loadult 0 | 100 118 137 155 172

i

]

1 adult i
Smaller House 343 | 295 265 234 204 L T

]

I

2 adults i
Smaller House s ! 395 383 374 358 346

I

1

2 adults |
Average House 490 ! 479 446 412 339 346

i

|

2 adults i
Larger House 637 | 563 508 454 400 346

H

1

3 adults i
Average House 490 | 579 564 549 534 519

i

|

3 adults i
.Larger House 637 i 663 627 591 555 519

NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

i

)

New Payer i
1 adult 0 ' 2438 229 kit 152 173

i

|

1S aduide i
Smaller House 343 i 2438 229 211 192 7S,

i

]

2 adults i
Smaller House 343 ' 496 459 421 384 346

o e e o

2 adults i
Average House 490 i 496 459 421 384 346

i

2 adults i
Larger House BT i 496 459 421 384 346

i

3 adults i
Average House 490 i 744 688 632 575 519

|

. 3. adults i
Larger House 637 | 744 688 632 o s 519

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




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

"ﬁIGH RATABLE VALUE,

&l
£
C
=
7]
d
=l
2
w
tl
@
b
c
]
o
)
=
H
=l
<}
k=l
¢
1/
(@)
]
R
=)
=
e
t—-l
L—I

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

New Payer

degdult 0 100 § L) 141 162 182
1 adult
Smaller House 435 348 Al 255 218 182

2 adults
Smaller House 435

=
N
(0]
[15%
._l
1\e}
w
X¢}
(o))
(9%
(4]

(@)
w
Oh
=

Average House 622

(8)]
[\
O
=
(o¢]
(9)]
B
159
U
1
(=
[T
(8%]
On
=

2 adults
Larger House 809

(o)}
N
(%)
(9]
ul
(o]
B
O
i
S
N
O
w
(o))
i

3 adults
Average House 622

(o))
[\
()]}
(&)
O
Oh
()]
(e}
(o))
(8]
O
O
Ul
1o
Oh

3 adults

Il
}
:
i
|
1
i
1
)
i
'
1
I
!
2 adults i
}
}
i
|
\
|
|
i
i
i
.Larger House 809 i

~l
[\
W
(o))
~l
WO
(o))
(98]
()]
(0)]
O

O
u
=
Oh

NO DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91' 1891-92 1992-93

}_l
O
O
W
|
O
B
}_l
¢}
O
%
O
()]

New Payver

1 adult 0 257 238 220 201 182
I-adult

Smaller House 2 a5 257 238 220 201 1582
2 adults

Smaller House 435 514 4579 439 402 364

2 adults

Average House 622 514 AT 439 402 364

2 adults
Larger House 809 5.4 477 439 402 364

3 adults
Average House 622 Thtak 715 659 602 546

. 3 adults
Larger House 809 7T At 7115 659 602 546

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 1994-
New Payver
1 adulE 0 100 140 180 219 259
L sadale
Smaliler House 440 405 368 382 295 259

2 adults
Smaller House 440

()]
O
(9)]
ul
O
o0
ul
’_l
'—l
(8)]
|.._l
n
(6]
l_l
o0

2-adults
Average House 629

On
w
u
o)
o
(o))
(9]
~l1
~l
wn
=
~l1
w
}__\
(0¢]

2 adults

Larger House 818 766 704 642 580 518
3 adults
Average House 629 135 746 756 767 Fharia)
3 adults
arger House 818 866 844 822 799 Ta7
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
]
I
New Paver i
1 adult 0 i 3215 309 292 276 259
i
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 440 | 3215 309 292 276 259
]
1
2 adults i
Smaller House 440 | 650 Sl 584 BByl 518
]
— 2 e e
2 adults i
Average House 629 ! 650 67 584 551 518
i
|
2 adults i
Larger House 818 i 650 67 584 551 518
i
!
3 adults !
Average House 629 i 9B SEA S 876 827 TETL
‘ 3 adults |
Larger House 818 i 975 926 876 827 9713/

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 198




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.‘ViODERATE RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (DARLINGTON)

DUAL RUNNING.

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

i

New Payer i
lwadul t 0 | 100 136 57 3 209 245

1

1. adult i
Smaller House 2745 i 244 245 245 245 245

!

1

2 adults i
Smaller House 2795 i 344 381 417 454 490

i

]

2 adults |
Average House 393 | 406 a2 448 469 490

]

)

2 adults i
warger House 51 ! 468 474 479 485 490

i

I

3 adults i
Average House 393 ' 506 563 621 678 TS

i

]

3 adults )
.L.arger House 511 ! 568 610 652 693 735

NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

i

)

New Payver i
PFadult 0 i 205 245 225 235 245

H

1

1 adult i
Smaller House 25 i 205 215 225 235 245

I

2 adults i
Smaller House 245 i 410 430 450 470 490

i

1

2 adults i
Average House 393 ! 410 430 450 470 490

i

1

2 adults |
Larger House Bl ' 410 430 450 470 490

I

]

3 adults i
Average House 393 ' 6.5 645 675 TABLS 735

]

=) )

‘ 3 adults i
Larger House Biil | 615> 645 675 705 7515

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



1LLLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (STOCKTON)

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-50 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
]
I
New Payer i
1 adult 0 i 100 138 175 2713 250
. ]
]
1 adult i
Smaller House 339 | 30 293 279 264 250
i
2 adults i
Smaller House 339 i 407 431 454 477 500
1
2 adults i
Average House 484 | 496 497 498 499 500
1
2 adults i
Larger House 629 i 565 564 543 Spelal 500
i
1
3 adults i
Average House 484 ! 596 635 673 T2 TS,
I
i
3 adults i
.Larger House 629 : 685 701 718 734 750
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
]
1
New Payer i
1 adult 0 i 250 250 250 250 250
1}
]
1 adult i
Smaller House 339 i 250 250 250 250 250
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 339 ' 500 500 500 500 500
i
I
2 adults i
Average House 484 i 500 500 500 500 500
I
]
2 adults |
Larger House 629 | 500 500 500 500 500
i
“h3saadults i
Average House 484 : 75)(8; 750 750 {750 750
‘ 3 adults i
Larger House 629 i 7510 750 750 750 50

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-8
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ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

‘MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (NOTTINGHAM)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
New Payer i
1l adult 0 i 100 1597 154 180 207
]
1
I aduls i
Smaller House 258 i 229 223 218 212 207
i
!
2 ‘adults i
Smaller House 258 | 329 350 Bl 393 414
I
]
2 adults i
Average House 368 | 384 392 399 407 414
i
I
2 adults !
Larger House 478 i 439 433 427 420 414
i
I
3 adults H
Average House 368 i 484 518 B53 BT 621l
i
]
3 adults i
.harger House 478 | 539 560 580 601 Sl
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
]
New Payer i
1 adult 0 ' 195 198 2101 204 207
1
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 290 i 195 198 201 204 2T
i
1
2 adults |
Smalier House 258 i 390 396 402 408 414
i
}
2 adults i
Average House 368 i 390 396 402 408 414
i
]
2 adults i
Larger House 478 i 390 396 402 408 414
i
I
3 adults i
Average House 368 i 585 594 603 612 621
]
3 adults i
Larger House. 478 ! 5&S 594 603 612 621

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




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

o
1
2!
(w}
H
=
Q
o
<
=
o
C
w
H
=
oY
b 4
@)
>
rr|
(@)
e
Lo
E
=
~
Ixl

".MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE S

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1985-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
New Payer |
1 adult 0 ! 100 126 153 179 205
i
1
I adult i
Smaller House 355 i 288 267 246 226 205
i
2 adults i
Smalier House DD i 388 293 293 404 410
i
|
2 adults i
Average House 479 | 468 453 439 424 410
i
I
2 adults i
Larger House 623 i 548 Sy L] 479 445 410
]
I
3 adults g
Average House 479 | 568 580 591 603 615
1
]
3 adults |
.Larger House 623 } 6548 640 632 623 615
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1952-93 1993-94 1994-55
] &
I
New Paver i
1 iadult 0 | 22+ 222 216 211 205
i
]
1 adulte H
Smaller House 385 i 227 222 216 227 205
i
)
2 adults i
Smaller House 335 | 454 443 432 i 2 410
]
I
2 adults i
Average House 479 ' 454 443 432 421 410
i
|}
2 adults i
Larger House 623 i 454 443 A0 Al 410
i
3 adults g
Average House 479 ' 681 665 648 632 65
1
)
. 3 adults i
Larger House 623 i 681 665 648 632 555

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-8§.



ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
‘MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (WOLVERHAMPTORN)

DUAL RUNNING.

=
(¢]
O
[1=N
|
O
84}

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

New Payer

]
;
1 adult 0 i 100 126 153 179 205
]
|
I adult i
Smaller House 354 ! 313 286 259 232 205
H
I
2 adults i
Smaller House 3571 i 4713 412 Al 411 410
1
|
2 adults i
Average House 501 | 504 480 457 433 410
i
2 adults i
Larger House 651 i 595 549 502 456 410
]
I
3 adults H
Average House 504 i 604 607 609 612 615
]
3 adults i
‘Larger House 651 : 695 675 655 635 615
NO_ DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-395
. :
1
New Payer i
1 adult 0 ! 254 242 230 lsy. 205
H
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 351 ! 254 242 2150 2047 205
i
1
2 adults i
Smaller House S5 ' 508 484 459 435 410
]
2 adults i
Average House 50 i 508 484 459 435 410
i
2 adults !
Larger House 651 i 508 484 459 i35 410
i
')
3 adults !
Average House 5@ | 762 2B 689 652 615
i
]
. 3 adults !
- Larger House 651 i 762 TEPAS) 689 652 615

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-98.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (BIRMINGHAM)

DUuAL RUNNING.

Household 1589-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payer

]
E
I “adult 0 | 100 122 1443 165 186
!
I aduit !
Smaller House 31457 i 308 2597 247 216 186
]
I
2 adults |
Smaller House 347 ! 408 399 390 381 32
i
)
2 adults i
Average House 496 ! 497 466 434 403 372
I
2 adults i
Larger House 645 | 586 58 479 425 372
I
|
3 adults i
Average House 496 | 597 587 ST 568 558
i
]
3 adults i
Larger House 645 | 686 654 622 590 558
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 199i-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-35
I
New Paver i
1 adult 0 | 249 2083 218 202 186
i
I
Ivadult |
Smaller House 347 | 249 233 218 202 186
1
2 adults :
Smaller House 347 | 498 467 435 404 352
]
I
2 adults i
Average House 496 | 4398 467 435 404 372
I
]
2 adules |
Larger House 645 i 498 467 435 404 372
I
]
3 adults i
Average House 496 ' 747 700 653 605 558
]
3 adults i
'..arger House 645 i 747 700 653 605 558

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1587-88.




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

.MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, L
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-50

New Payer

1 adult 0
E adult
Smaller House 22
2 adults
Smaller House 22k
2 adults
Average House 316
2 adults
Larger House 411
3 adults
Average House 316
3 adults
‘uarger House 411
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90
New Payer
1 adult 0
1 - adult
Smaller House 2l
2 adults
Smaller House A
2 adults
Average House 316
2 adults
Larger House 411
3 adults
Average House 316
3 adults
Larger House 411

Note: all figures assume

1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

i
i
| 100 17 1z 150 166
i
E
i thiciil 185 NS 3L 166
2
i 291 SHOML 312 322 SN
i
|
i 330 381 el 532 332
]
|
i 369 360 351 341 B2
|
E
| 430 447 464 481 498
i
i
| 469 476 484 491 498

1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

i
i
| 170 169 168 167 166
l
|
i 170 169 168 167 166
i
5
i 340 888 336 334 332
i
i
| 340 338 356 334 3392
i
!
|
| 340 338 336 334 332
i
{
i 510 507 504 50 493
i
|
|
i 510 207 504 501 498

unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88



ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (HORSHAM)
UUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payer

1
i
]
1 adult O i 100 ]2 125 1357 149
]
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 282 i 246 222 198 173 149
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 282 i 346 334 322 340 298
i
]
2 adults i
Average House 403 | 409 381 54 326 298
]
]
2 adults i
Larger House 824 i 472 429 385 342 298
]
1
3 adults i
Average House 403 i 509 494 478 463 447
I
)
3 adults i
@.:r0er House Y s R i e 541 510 478 447
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1985-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
New Payer i
1l adult 0 | 208 =93 7S 164 1495
i
1 ‘adult i
Smaller House 282 i 208 193 179 164 149
]
I
2 adults i
Smaller House 282 | 416 387 357 328 298
]
I
2 'adults i
Average House 403 | 416 387 357 328 298
i
2 adults i
Larger House 524 | 416 387 357 328 298
i
!
3 adults i
Average House 403 i 624 580 536 491 447
. 3 adults i
Larger House 524 i 624 580 536 491 447

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




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (MOLE VALLEY)

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 13993-S4 1994-95
: .
New Payer i
1 adult 0 ' 100 b 15 135 152, 169
]
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 351 i 300 268 235 202 169
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 351 i 400 385 369 354 338
i
)
2 adults i
Average House 50O 1 | 486 449 e TR 338
i
!
2 adults |
uarger House 651 i 572 514 455 397 338
i
]
3 adults 1
Average House 501 i 586 566 547 Bigis 507
]
3 adults |
@.aroer House 651 s T2 631 590 548 507
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Housenold 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
I
I
New Payver i
1t radud € 0 | 244 225 207 188 169
]
]
1 adult |
Smaller House 351 | 244 225 207 188 169
]
]
2 adults H
Smaller House ik i 488 454 413 376 338
i
]
2 adults i
Average House 501 i 488 A5 A5l 376 338
i
|
2 adults i
Larger House 651 i 488 451 413 376 338
i
3 adults |
Average House b1 ' =2 676 620 563 SO
i
. 3 adults i
Larger House 651 ' 32 676 620 563 Gyl

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




1LLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

.MODERATE RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (TEWKSBURY)

VuAl:, RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
I
New Payer i
1 adult 0 | 100 118 137 155 173
i
'
1 adult !
Smaller House 305 H 263 240 218 1 173
I
i
2 adults i
Smaller House 305 i 363 359 354 350 346
i
]
2 adults |
Average House 435 i 433 4171 389 368 346
i
2 adults i
Larger House 566 | 502 463 424 385 346
i
!
3 adults :
Average House 435 i B33 529 526 522 519
]
1
3-adults |
.Larger House 566 i 602 582 561 540 519
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
]
New Paver |
1 adult 0 | 215 205 194 184 173
i
1 adult !
Smaller House 305 i Sl 205 194 184 173
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 305 i 430 409 388 367 346
I
]
2 adults i
Average House 435 i 430 409 388 364 346
]
2 adults i
Larger House 566 i 430 409 388 367 346
i
]
3 adults |
Average House 435 i 645 614 582 554 5 L9
)
3 adults ]
Larger House 566 i 645 614 582 ) sal 549

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from

oy
O
(s¢]
~I
|

00
(0]
.




1LLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.LC)W RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (BARNSLEY )

DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
]
New Paver )
1 adult 0 i 100 141 182 oS 264
1}
1
I adult i
Smaller House 230 i 200 216 232 248 264
i
I
2 adults i
Smaller House 230 ! 300 357 414 deils 528
i
]
2 adults i
Average House 328 i 343 389 435 482 528
i
]
2 adults i
Larger House 426 i 385 421 457 492 528
i
]
3 adults i
Average House 328 i 443 530 64 705 792
1
3 adults i
.Larqer House 426 ' 485 562 639 715 792
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i -
I
New Paver i
1 adult 0 | 1753 196 219 244 264
i
|
1 adult i
Smaller House 230 i i3 196 219 241 264
]
2 adules i
Smaller House 230 i 346 392 437 483 528
I
1
2 adults i
Average House 328 i 346 352 437 483 528
]
]
2 adults i
Larger House 426 i 346 392 437 483 5238
i
]
3 adults l
Average House 328 ' 519 587 656 i 792
i
)
. 3 adults |
Larger House 426 i 519 587 656 724 192

|,—l
O
(0.4]
~I

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

.hOW RATABLE VALUE, HIGH SPENDING AUTHORITY: (CARLISLE)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-
i
New Payer i
I adult 0 i 100 141 182 293 264
i
I
1 adult |
Smaller House 267 i 238 244 251 2557 264
i
1
2 adults i
Smaller House 267 ! 338 385 433 480 528
]
I
2 adults i
Average House 382 ' 397 430 462 495 528
]
Ziadults i
Larger House 497 i 456 474 492 510 528
I
]
3 adults i
Average House 382 ! 497 Sl 644 718 792
i
I
3 adults i
.Larger House 497 i 556 615 674 733 7952
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-%92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-
i
New Payer i
1 adult 0 ! 2071 2.7 R 2438 264
]
]
faadialt i
Smaller House 267 ' 201 D, 233 248 264
i
2 adults i
Smaller House 267 i 402 434 465 497 528
i
2 adults i
Average House 382 | 402 434 465 497 528
i
|
2 adults i
Larger House 497 | 402 434 465 497 528
3 adults i
Average House 382 l 603 650 698 745 792
i
. 3 adults |
Larger House 497 i 603 650 698 745 792

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from

[
O




A S
(\ W
ILLLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS Wi
.LC)W RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (EDEN) /
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 19895-90 1590-91 1991-92 15892-93 1993-94 19%4-95
i
New Payver i
I-aduaitt 0 : 100 136 1LY 207 243
i
1
1 adult i
Smaller House 235 | 206 216 205 234 243
1
2 adults i
Smaller House 285 i 306 35k 396 441 486
i
1
2 adults i
Average House 345 i 352 386 419 453 486
i
1
2 adults i
Larger House 436 i 398 420 442 464 486
i
1
3 adults |
Average House 338 i 452 Bl 591 660 729
i
3 adults i
.Larger House 436 : 498 556 613 671 729
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-52 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
]
1
New Payer i
1 adult 0 | 179 195 ikl 22T 243
i
|
1 adult i
Smaller House 235 i 179 1195 2 227 243
i
2 adults i
Smaller House 235 i 358 390 422 454 486
i
2 adults i
Average House 335 i 358 390 422 454 486
i
I
2. adults |
Larger House 436 | 358 390 422 454 486
)
3 adults i
Average House 335 | 537 585 633 o381 729
i
|
. 3 adults |
Larger House 436 i 537 285 61313 681 729

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-8




LLLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
.L;UW RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (HYNDBURN)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payer

!
i
I
Esaduist 0 | 100 128 156 184 e
]
I adult i
Smaller House 181 i 156 170 184 198 212
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 181 i 256 298 340 382 424
I
]
2 adults i
Average House 259 | 279 316 352 388 424
]
2 adults i
Larger House 337 i 303 338 364 394 424
i
I
3 adults |
Average House 259 ' 379 444 508 572 636
i
!
3 adults i
'Larger House 337 i 403 461 520 578 636
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 19593-94 13994-95
]
!
New Payer |
1 adult 0 | 42 160 J57:7. 155 212
i
1 adult i
Smaller House 18% i 1472157 160 il g 195 212
i
1
2 adults i
Smaller House 184 i 284 319 354 389 424
I
I
2 adults |
Average House 259 i 284 319 354 389 424
I
I
2 adults i
Larger House 337 i 284 319 354 389 424
i
3 adults i
Average House 259 i 426 479 53 584 636
i
. 3 adults ; i
Larger House 337 | 426 479 531 584 636

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 198

~l1




ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

LOW RATABLE VALUE, MODERATE SPENDING AUTHORITY: (PENDLE)

. DUAL RUNNING.

Household 1989-50 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-395
i
New Payer i
1 adult 0 i 100 128 1256 184 232
i
!
1 adult !
Smaller House 166 | 147 163 179 196 232
e : A\ 11
2 adults TS 72 b B . “—
Smaller House 166 i 247 291 335 380 424
I
2 adults !
Average House 235 i 266 306 345 385 424
i
I
2 adults i
Larger House 308 i 286 321 3515 390 424
i
i
3 adults i
Average House 237 | 366 434 501 569 636
i
I
3 adults i
Larger House 308 i 386 449 B 574 636
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
1
New Paver i
IEsiadaidt 0 | 137 156 17 183 212
i
!
T adulie i
Smaller House 166 i 137 156 1575 o 193 202
1 1
! g '“"1" { a\) L
2 adults i % o N
Smaller House 166 i 274 342 349 =8 dzd
1Ay
2 adults '
Average House 230, i 274 il 349 387 424
i
I
2 -adults i
Larger House 308 i 274 312 349 387 424
i
1
3 adults |
Average House 22307 i 411 467 B2 580 636
I
I
3 adults i
arger House 308 | 411 a67 524 580 636

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




®
: LLLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS
‘l’hUW RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (FENLAND)
UDUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95

New Payer

;
i
1 adult 0 ; 100 21 143 164 185
i
!
1 adult i
Smaller House 242 i 216 208 201 193 185
i
2 adults i
Smaller House 242 i 346 330 343 5% 370
|
2 adults i
Avarage House 345 i 366 367 368 369 370
i
!
2 adults i
Larger House 449 | 416 404 393 381 3 70
!
i
3 adults i
Average House 345 i 466 488 510 533 255
]
!
3 adults i
‘Larger House 449 ! 516 B25 535 545 555
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
New Paver i
1l adult 0 i ST 4 3% 186 186 185
]
1 adult i
Smaller House 242 i 1£8% 187 186 186 1285
|
2 adults i
Smaller House 242 i S 373 Sl 3 7AIL 370
i
2 adults i
Average House 345 i 374 373 3792 7% 370
]
!
2 adults i
Larger House 449 | 374 3743 357 2 Bt 370
i
1
3 adults i
Average House 345 i 561 560 558 557 555
i
. 3 adults :
Larger House 449 | 561 560 558 E57 555

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1587-88.
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ILLUSTRATIVE HOUSEHOLD LOCAL TAX BILLS

.’ OW RATABLE VALUE, LOW SPENDING AUTHORITY: (YORK)
DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-S3 1993-94 1994-95
i
New Payer i
1 adult 0 i 100 118 137 155 173
i
|
I -adult i
Smaller House 188 i iy el 165 169 1S
i
]
2 adults i
Smaller House 188 | 257 2 301 324 346
i
2 adults i
Average House 269 ' 2L 297 B4 330 346
i
'
2 adults i
Larger House SES)0, i 305 316 326 336 346
i
]
3 adults i
Average House 269 i 381 416 450 485 519
i
I
3 adults |
.harger House 350 i 405 434 462 450 519
NO DUAL RUNNING.
Household 1985-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 1994-95
i
]
New Paver i
1 adult 0 i v s 149 157 165 s
i
I
1 adult i
Smaller House 188 i 141 149 157 165 75
i
I
2 adults i
Smailer House 188 i 282 298 34 LHENE; 346
i
2. adults i
Average House 269 i 282 298 304 330 346
i
]
2o adults i
Larger House 350 i 282 298 ! 330 346
3 adults i
Average House 269 i 423 447 471 495 519
i
. 3 adults g
Larger House 350 i 423 447 471 495 519

Note: all figures assume unchanged cash spending and income from 1987-88.
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FROM: A C S ALLAN
DATE: 16 November 1987

MR B H POTTER cc PS/Chief Secretary
Mr Fellgett
Mr Tyrie

E(LF) : TRANSITION TO THE COMMUNITY CHARGE
The Chancellor has seen the Cabinet Office note for tomorrow's
meeting. You have told me separately that your brief will cover

the position of grannies and HB.

2. He would be grateful if you could check the second half of the

table for Stockton: are the figures really the suspiciously
round £250's, £500's and £750's? _ } A e

Q{%; Yaa' 2 y I
3 On the first set of tables, he feels we need to focus on the

number of losers (a) over £2 a week and (b) over £5 a week on both
options, with their distribution by household type. On the second
set of tables, we need to focus on households where bills double or
more. On the third set of tables, we need to focus especially on
two adult smaller households and three adult averagqe households -

especially where 1990-91 bill is significantly areater than 1994-95

e S

A C S ALLAN




SEUREL
g_:§:~\}\C§TQ3

2 MARSHAM STREET
LONDON SWI1P 3EB

01-212 3434

My ref:

Your ref:
David Norgrove Esg
Private Secretary: to _ , :
The Prime Minister Bt St \\\
10 Downing Street " 7 \§
LONDON :
SW1A 2AA (_;,ESﬂr /6 November 1987

dews a3,

COMMUNITY CHARGE: TRANSITION

Thank you for your letter of 13 November, with which you enclosed
the Cabinet Office's paper for tomorrow's meeting.

As you said in your letter, officials here have been doing
further work since Friday afternoon in an attempt to provide
. additional tables, requested by the Treasury, showing the impact

on individuals rather than households.

These additional tables are enclosed. They are the equivalents of
Annex B to the paper as circulated by you. They replace the

manuscript "Total gainers - adults" and "Total losers - adults”
lines on Annexes B and C - those lines can now be deleted.

I am copying this letter and the tables to Alex Allan, Mike
Eland, Steven Wood, Jill Rutter, Murdo Maclean and Trevor

Woolley.
{”L
Qo kL i
.c»/ } = y A k
( I 1Y //\ . g 2 Ny (59 ' s ” ;
Q 5 J ;\ ) P LA I - A .
3 i § F Y A i
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INDIVIDUALS IN HOUSEHOLDS GAINING AND LOSING FROM THE COMMUNITY CHARGE

45 ENGLAND
Running (000s)
1990/91 1994/95
Other
Single single 2 % All All
pensioner adult adults adults household household
LOSERS (£/week) ii{“9ﬁ;
NAREL L
g @ v ” o ey 15
5-10 | = - - - ey L
2-5 - - - 20 20 £lz 1839
1-2 4 38 252 611 905 4096
0-1 361 423 11406 5792 17982 10401

Total individuals

in losing

households 364 461 11658 6422 18907 16730
GAINERS (£ /week)

0-1 1600 1015 8440 1386 12441 2919

1-2 265 447 1050 26 12588 3706
Z2~5 55 192 234 3 584 1012 2907
5-10 ) 7 2 = 15 23 501

10+ kg : 1 o 20T R R - 1 / 40

4
Total individuals
in gaining
housenolds 2027 1662 9726 1482 14899 17075
Dual running in
inner London

only
LOSERS (£ /week)

10+ - - - - =g 15
5-10 B - - 7 7 426 379
2-5 4 37 254 627 922 2329 1839
1-2 28 114 2354 2432 4928 4096
0-1 350 320 9206 3689 13565 10401

Total individuals
in losing
households 382 471 11816 6755 19422 16730

GAINERS (£ /week)

0-1 1352 737 6338 901 9328 9919
1-2 212 285 1918 168 2583 3706
2-5 336 521 1180 76 21432139 - 2907
5-10 101 98 130 3 32 LK 501
10+ 8 19 6 - 26 A7 40

Total individuals
in gaining
households 2009 1653 9574 1148 14380 17075

Doc968
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INDIVIDUALS IN HOUSEHOLDS GAINING AND LOSING FROM THE COMMUNITY CHARGE

@i

Single

Other
single

pensioner adult

LOSERS (qbeek)

10+ -~
5-10 -
2-5 / -
1-2 1
0-1 130

Total individuals
in losing
households 131

GAINERS (£/week)

0-1 577
=2 82
2=5 =23
510 3
10+ -

Total individuals

in gaining
households 715
Dual running in
inner London

only

LOSERS (£/week)

10+ -
5-10 -
2-5 1
1-2 11
0-1 131
Total individuals

in losing

households 143

GAINERS (£/week)

0= 511
1=2 ol
2=5 101
5-10 27
10+ 2

Total individuals
in gaining
households 702

Doc968

118

E3E

333
128
59

521

14
23
101

267
76
147
22

515

1990/91

adulls

96
3364

3460

2656
428
106

3190

68
758
2842

3668

1969
564
419

29

2982

3+
adultls

197
1925

2125

528

46

574

173

1257

2280

334
53
32

419

All
household

307
5537

5847

4092 .
684
218

5000

256
1640
4331

3081
754
629

78

4617

NORTH
(000s)

1994/95

All
household

47
941
2101
4320

7412

2187
631
542

66

3431

47
941
2101
4320

2187
631
542

66

3431



INDIVIDUALS IN HOUSEHOLDS GAINING AND LOSING FROM THE COMMUNITY CHARGE

Single
pensioner adult

IOSERS (£week)

10+ -
5-10 =
2=5 =
1=2 -
0-1 51

Total individuals
in losing

households 5%

GAINERS (£/week)

O=1 307
1-2 43

2:5 28

5-10 =
10+ -

Total individuéls
in gaining

households 377

Dual running in
inner London

only
LOSERS (£/week)

10+ -
5-10 -
2-5 =
1-2 2
01 50

Total individuals
in losing
nouseholds 52

GAINERS (£/week)

0-1 264
1-2 42
F s 95
=10 16
10+ i

Total individuals
in gaining
households 377

Doc268

63

185
93
42

323

22
41

64

140
55
102
3

323

1990/91

Other
single 2

adults

30
2382

1241

1756
192
40

17
492
1921

2430

1388
375
181

23

1968

3+
adults

125
1332

1241

301

21

323

123
476
710

1310

202
40
11

254

MIDILANDS
(000s)
1994/95
All All
household household
3 90
159 621
3604 2096
3765 2806
2549 2535
349 842
110 493
D 9%
g 6
3011 3970
l s
141 20
992 621
2722 2096
3856 2806
1994 2535
512 842
349 493
63 26
5 ©
2922 3970
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Dual

._“m_‘_“i

Single

Cther
single

pensioner adult

LOSERS (£fweek)

101 -
5-10 -
2=5 =
ee2 1
0-1 127

Total individuals
in losing

households 128

GAINERS (£/week)

0-1 482
1-2 28
oD 61
5-10 3
10+ =

Total individuals

in gaining’
households 643
Dual running in
inner London

only

LOSERS (£/week)

10+ -
5-10 -
2-5 2
1-2 10
0-1 143
Total individuals

in losing

households 125

GAINERS (£/week)

8 o B 320
gD 73
25 134
5-10 47
10+ 2

Total individuals
in gaining
households 646

Doc968

1’39

299
143
64

507

42
85

134

185
29
191
31

512

g;fi(;ﬁh;eiﬁt
INDIVIDUALS IN HOUSEHOLDS GAINING AND ILOSING FROM THE COMMUNITY CHARGE

1990/91

adults

94
4202

4296

3078
370
80

3530

93
828
3181

4102

2321
821
503

76

3724

3+
adults

213
1972

2191

428

21

452

2377
803
1215

2257

300
63
25

389

All
houséhold

17
6431

6754

4287
632
208

5132

340
1683
4594

66138

319
1056
853
155

5271

SOUTH
(000s)

1994/95

All
household

69
732
2762

3563

4400
1989
1642
277
19

8328

69
132
2762

3563

4400
1989
1642
21
19

8328



INDIVIDUALS IN HOUSEHOLDS

Dual

‘Lnieg

Single

Other
single

pensioner adult

IOSERS (£/week)

10+ -
5-10 -
2~=5 -
1-2 | 1
0-1 83

Total individuals
in losing
households 54

GAINERS (£/week)

0-1 235
1-2 42
=9 14
5--10 1
10+ -

Total individuals

in gaining
households 292
Dual running in
inner London

only

LOSERS (£/week)

10+ —
5-10 -
2-5 1
1-2 5
0-1 56
Total individuals

-in losing

households 62
GAINERS (£/week)

0-1 188
1-2 37
2-5 46
5-10 11
10+ 3
Total individuals

in gaining
households 284

Doc968

116
128
200

28

312

15
28
23

136

144
55
80
22

304

S e oAy
S e

GAINING AND LOSING FROM THE COMMUNITY CHARGE

1990/91

adults

34
1458

1492

- 950

60

1018

76
277
1259

1612

658
157
77

898

3+
adults

76
783

865

132

92
308
506

208

70

10

89

All
household

123
2410

2539

1508
93
50

1754

184
618
1914

2718

1060
. 259
211

1575

Bk

~ LONDON

(000s)

1994/95

All
household

g5 !
327
738
643
1230

2949

794
246
230
63
1L

1343

11
327
738
643

1230

2949

794
246
230
63
11

1343
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INDIVIDUALS IN HOUSEHOLDS GAINING AND LOSING FROM THE COMMUNITY CHARGE

.. * -,
. i (000s)

‘ : 1990/91 1994/ 95
Other

Single single 2 3+ All All
pensioner adull adults adults honusehnld household

LOSERS (2 of rates paid)

100 6 50 366 495 (7917‘ 3794
80-100 4 15 278 317 “6l4 1246
50-80 17 48 856 924 1845 2583
20-50 80 133 2570 2501 5284 4469
0-20 259 216 7590 2188 10253 4633
Total individuals

in losing

households 364 462 11660 6422 18907 16730

GAINERS (% of rates paid

0-20 1306 870 8176 894 11246 6011
20-50 714 769 1488 531 3502 8151
56-80 7 23 62 56 148 2072
80-100 - & SR L & 44

‘l'} - 100+ : ' - ‘e - Sl e b - -
Total individuals ' o A%
in gaining :
households 2027 1662 9726 1482 14899 17075

Dual running in
inner London

only
IOSERS (% of rates paid)

s

100+ 22 102 1354 1696 ( 3174 3794
80-100 10 32 508 548 1098 1246
50-80 29 68 1378 1406 2881 2583
20-50 118 125 3278 1967 5488 4469
0-20 203 144 5294 1139 6780 45633
Total individuals

in lesing

households 383 471 11812 6756 19422 16730

GAINERS (2 of rates paid)

0-20 558 326 5322 647 6853 6011
20-50 1083 845 3690 432 6050 8151
@ o= 365 477 558 69 1469 2872
80-100 2 4 2 i 8 44
100+ i = . X 2 &

Total individuals
in gaining
households 2009 1653 9572 1148 14380 17075

Doc968



