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RESOURCE EQUALISATION AND THE SAFETY NET

As requested I attach a draft letter to Chris Patten urging him
to publish the figures for each authority of the transfer per adult
due to domestic sector resource equalisation. It does not suggest
that he publishes comparable figures for contribution to or receipt
from the safety net for the reasons I give below. 1Indeed I do not
believe we should encourage him to publish the resources equalisation

figures now, still less the safety net figures.

2 » The DOE have prepared a table comparing the transfer per adult
by domestic sector resource equalisation with contribution to or
entitlement from the safety net per adult but has not issued it
publicly or to MPs, Conservative or otherwise. Nick Ridley was asked
for the figures at the Backbench Environment Committee mceting
following his announcement of the settlement on 19 July. He said he
would make them public, but so far they have only been released in

answer to Written Questions on specific areas.

3. The reason why there is difficulty about releasing them is that
there has been a tendency to equate the flows due to the safety net
with those due to the removal of the domestic sector resource
equalisation. But like is not being compared with like. Although it
is true that the ending of the domestic sector resource equalisation
is the principal reason why gaining authorities will eventually be
better off, this does not necessarily apply during the interim period
of the safety net. The need for the safety net arises not only



because of the ending of the domestic sector resource équalisation,
but also because of the introduction of the NNDR which shifts flows
between authorities; the new needs assessment which shifts funds
broadly away from the shire counties; the degree of over-spending in
the 1989-90 rate bill per adult base; and the change in functions,
particularly the ring-fencing of the housing revenue account. There
is no way of defining the safety net element which equates only to

the resource equalisation account.

4. In a large number of cases therefore the safety net contribution
per adult will be greater than the resource equalisation
contribution. To take two examples, Blaby loses £16 per adult under
resource equalisation but is shown to lose £25 per adult under the
safety net. Brent loses £8 under resource equalisation and £31 under
the safety net.

54 In the debate on local government finance on 19 July, Jeff
Rooker asked the Secretary of State for the Environment "Why should
Birmingham poll tax payers pay a surcharge .... Why should my
constituents pay £67 to subsidise overspending Tory local authorities
such as Blackpool and Lancaster?" Mr Ridley replied "I welcome the
hon. Gentleman to the support of the new system. He may not know it,
but for many years his constituents have been paying more than what
(sic) the City of Birmingham requires to subsidise those authorities,
that has happened under the system of resource equalisation." The
clear implication is that the situation will improve and yet
Birmingham was paying £23 per head under the resource equalisation

but will be paying £62 per head under the safety net.

6. I do not think it is wise to urge Chris Patten to release the
resource equalisation figures. As we have agreed, at the moment the
discussion of the esoteric subject of the safety net and the problems
with it are confined mainly to local authorities and MPs. If we give
them a simple figure for resource equalisation per adult they are
bound to ask for the comparable safety net contribution figure which

is, as I have said, in many cases bigger.



T We will also be arguing, if you manage to prevent the gains
being fully implemented in the first year, that the presentation of
the safety net must be improved. Therefore the fact that many who
contribute to the safety net, already contribute under resource

equalisation will be part of that better presentation then.

S

JUDITH CHAPLIN



Secretary of Sta

September 1989

te for the Environment

Department of the Environment

2 Marsham Street
London SW1

In discussion of the safety net generally, but
particularly amongst backbench colleague, I have
been concerned at how few understand the previous
resource equalisation system. Many of those who
represent the areas which will gain under the
Community Charge, and who will be contributing to
the safety net, do not appear to realise the
contribution which thelir areas made to other areas

in Lhe past.

With hindsight perhaps this could have been
remedied by stressing these facts in the Backbench
Briefs which were prepared for the announcement of
the settlement to the House of Commons on 19th July
and for the debate on an Opposition Motion on 25th
July. The tables which your Department prepared
showing the transfer to area by domestic sector
resource equalisation per adult could have been

appended.



Since this was not done, and as there 1is
considerable ignorance about the situation, I
believe we should provide these figures to all MPs
(all Conservative MPs) as soon as possible whatever

the outcome of our discussions on the safety net.



'.' RESOURCE EQUAT.ITSATION

The attached table gives estimates of the transfers between areas due to the

. present system Oof equalising for differences in rateable resources. This
note gives a technical explanation of the' basis on which the estimates have
been calculated. The effect of resource equalisation is not the same as the
safety net.

The figures shown in Columns 1 and 2 measure the resource equalisation that
is being removec by the abolition of domestic rates and the introduction of
the community charge. They compare the contribution of the domestic sector
on the basis of gross rateable values and the contribution if domestic rates
only were replaced by a uniform charge per adult. In each case authorities
are assumed to spend at GRE, thereby equalising for needs. IUnder the
present system, London resource discount multipliers (but not safety net
multipliers) are retained together with the London Rate Equalisation Scheme.

The effect of resource equalisation is only one difference between the
present rating and grant system and the community charge system which will
be caught up by the transitional safety net. The revised proposals for the
safety net mean that it is does not fully limit the effects of differences
between the two systems, since losses of up to £23 per adult are allowed and
long-term gainers contribute 53% of their gains subject to a maximum
' X \contribution of £70 per adult. The safety net is calculated using a mixture
of data for 1988/89 and 1989/90, not just 1989/90. It limits the effect of
the changed basis of precepting (particularly in inner London, where
equalisation cannot work fully because some authorities are out of grant).

The transitional safety will also limit the erffects of using Standard
Spending Assessments; abolition of ILEA; and ring fencing the HRA.
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DATZ: 21-JUL-39

‘989,90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

‘ T"ransfer to ares Transfer to area
by Jomestic sector by domestic sector
resource equal isation resource egualisation

per adult
(£) (£m)
Total =ngland - ;, -
Total Central London -103 -30.494
Total Other Inner Loncon 42 64.190
Total Inner London 18 33.696
Totat Outer London -14 -49.303
Total London -3 -15.607
Total Metropolitan Areas 35 214.018
Total Shire Areas -9 -198.380

C a Ny

Loves



DATE: 2'-JUL-89

SHIRE COUNTIES

Avon
Sedfordshire
Serkshire
Auckinghamshire
Zamoridgesnire

Cheshire
Cleveland
Corrmal l
Sumoria
Derbysnire

Jevon
Dorset
Durham

East Sussex
Essex

Gloucestershire
Hampshire

Hereford and Worcester

Hertfordshire
Humbers ide

. Isle of Wight

Kent
Lancashire
Leicestershire
Lincolnshire

Nor folk

Nor thamptanshire
Mor thussber Land
North Yorkshire

Nottinghamshire

Oxfordshire
Shropshire
Somerset
Staffordshire
suffolk

surrey
darwickshire
west Sussex
wiltshire

1989,/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE ZQUALISATION

Transfer to area
Jy comestic sector
resource =gual isation

Transfer to area
oy domestic sector
resource equalisation

Der adult

£) (£m)
1 7.583
-9 -19.260
-74 -¢1.305
-39 -45.386
-2 -10.3%9
-19 -14.069
30 12.634
33 11.544
72 27.113
3 22.321
20 15.695
=36 -18.454
73 33.794
54 -36.072
-75 -88.314
-3 -1.067
-9 -34.049
-35 -17.722
-31 -$1.238
) 29.520
15 1.545
1 1.346
49 51.366
2 1.439
9 12.776
5 3.163
-13 -5.654
4Q 9.197
6 25.238
34 26.008
-26 -11.620
14 4.104
7 2.622

S 4.048
5 -3.014
-78 -50.499
-49 -18.264
-45 -24.543
3 9.324



' DATE. 21-.UL-39

1989,90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

. Transfer to area Transfer o area

by domestic sector Dy domest:c sector
resource equal isation resource equalisation
per aduLt

. £) (£m)

GREATER LONDON !

City of Longon -50 -.200
“amden -36 35:533
Greenwich 3 15.232
Hackney 2 8.5896
Hammersami th and Fulham 59 5.406
Islington 25 3.354
Kensington and Chelsea -233 -25.481
~ambeth Sé 10.255
Lewishaa 76 13.629
Southwark 65 10.863
Tower Hamiets 81 7.294
Wandsworth &7 13.744
destminster =174 -26.961
Barking and Dagenhaa 38 4.276
Barnet 86D -20.259
Bexley k3| 5.216
Brent -3 -1.657
Bromley -29 -4.757
Croydon -0 -9.929
Ealing 8 1.851
‘ Enfield -3 -1.765
Haringey -20 -3.026
Harrow -37 -5.749
Havering 3 .480
Hillingdon — -.787
Houns Low -14 -2.007
Kings ton-upon-Thames -3 -3.276
Merton -3h -4 299
Newham % 5,474
Redbr idge -10 -1.371
Richmond-upon-Thames -] -5.977
Sutton -17 -2.256
Waltham Forest 18 30N



QATE: 21-JUL-39

‘

"389/90 OOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

. Transfer to area TransTer to area

Dy domestic sector Dy comestic sector
resource equalisation resource sgualisation
per adult

. ) (£m)

GREATER MANCHESTER :

Solton 28 5. 644
sury 0 -.015
Manchester 26 8.167
Oldham 9 8.142
Rochdale 35 8.370
Sat ford 21 3.844
S tockport ~41 -9.109
Tameside 52 8.658
Trafford -47 -7.814
Wigan 4 10.147
MERSEYSIDE
Knows Ley 18 2.080
Liverpool 21 7.736
St Helens 3% 4.861
Sefton -10 -2.339
Wirral -28 -7.268
SOUTH YORKSHIRE
Barnsley N 15.468
Doncaster &7 14.817
Rotherham 3 13.891
. Sheffield &6 27.731
TYNE AND WEAR
Gateshead 45 10.457
Newcastle upon Tyne 3 7.347
North Tyneside 7 4.019
South Tyneside 57 6.9%46
SunderLand 48 15.215
WEST MIDLANDS
8irmingham -3 -16.86%9
Coventry -10 -2.207
Dudley -35 -8.143
Sandwel l -7 -1.591
Solihull -38 -15.295
Wwalsall -16 -3.13
Wolverhampton 41 -7.766
WEST YORKSHIRE
Sradford Iss 26.979
Calderdale s 14.147
Kirklees 89 25.357
Leeds 53 28.782
Jakefield Ird 17.063



AVON

DATE: 21-JuL-39

.

1989/90 QMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

Bath
Bristol
Kingswood
Nor thavon
dansdyke
Woodspring

BEDFORDSHIRE

North Bedfordshire
Luton

Mid Sedfordshire
South Bedfordshire

SERKSHIRE

Bracknell

Newbury

Reading

Slough

Windsor and Maidenhesd
Wok ingham

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE

Aylesbury Vale
South Bucks
“hiltern
Milton Keynes
Wycombe

CAMBRIDGESHIRE

Cambridge

East Cambridgeshire
Fenland
Huntingdonshire
Peter burougn

South Camprdgeshire

CHESHIRE

Chester

Congleton

Crewe and Nantwich
Ellesmere Port and Neston
Halton -

Macclesfield

Vale Royal

Varrington

Transfer to area
by domestic sector
resource equalisation

Transfer o area
by domestic sector
resowrce equalisation

per adult

(£) im)
11 756
17 5.2
8 1.57

1 il
4 .268
-4 -.577
-3 -3.37
-73 -3.387
-25 -2.136
61 -5.07%
76 -5.3%7
-0 -5.790
-31 -3.173
-55 -4.336
-129 -12.924
-39 -9.745
A -4.727
-0 -5.581
-193 -13.04
-34 -4.150
-119 -13.583
-72 -5.580
1% . Shd
30 1.637
-5 =.591
-4 - -2
-75 -6.e08
-30 -2.72%
-1 - TO&
-15 -1.087
-30 -1.77
1% 1.269
85 =10 (79
A -.340
10 1.3659



CATE: 21-.UL-89

1989/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE CQUALISATION

Transfer to area “ransfer o area
by comestic sector by domestic sector
resource equalisation resource egualisation
per adult
‘ (£) “£m)
CLEVELAND
Har tLepool 57 3.896
Langbaurgh 27 2.997
Micdlesbrough 28 2.996
Stockton-on-Tees 21 2.747
CORNWALL
Caradon 25 1.398
Carrick D 1.233
Kerrier 52 3.474
North Cornwall 26 1.46264
Penwith 35 1.622
Restormel 7 2.393
CUMBRIA
Allerdale 79 5.945
Barrow in Furness 96 5.441
Carlisle 45 5.113
Copeland 93 5.099
Eden 76 2.693
South Lakeland 36 2.822
DERBYSHIRE
Amber Valley 43 3.720
Bol sover rS 3.91%
‘ Chesterfield 45 3.524
Derby 0 .03
Erewash 35 2.850
High Peak 52 Ess
North East Derbyshire 38 2.848
South Derbyshire 26 1.408
Derpyshire Dales 13 .692
DEVON
£ast Devon -7 -.435
Exeter 17 1.348
North Devon 59 3.793
Plymouth 21 5.023
South Hams -7 -.410
Teignbr idge 2 1.348
Mid Devon 51 2.442
Torbay -12 -1.094
Torridge 9 3.136
West Devon 36 1.264



JATE: 21-.UL-39

DORSET
Sournemouth
Christchurch
North Dorset
Poole
Purteck
Jest Dorset

Weymouth and Portland

Wimoorne

DURHAM

Chester-le-Street

Darlington
Derwentside
ODurtam
Easington
Seogefield
Teesdale
Wear Valley

SAST SUSSEX
Brignhton
Eastbourne
Hastings
Hove

Basildon
Braintree
BSrentwood
Castle Point
Chelmsford
Colcnester
Egoing Forest
Harlow
Maldon
Rochford

Sauthend-on-Sea

Tenaring
Thurrock
Utilesford

1989/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE SGQUALISATION

Transfer to ares
Jy domestic sector
resource equal isation

Transfer to area
Dy domestic sector
resource equal isation

per acuit
(£) (£m)
-32 -4.010
-35 -2.876
10 .405
-9 -3.066
-10 -.338
4 .254
28 1.376
33 -5.208
52 2.128
30 3.854
31 5.404
43 4.208
36 6.273
76 5.166
7 1.881
8 4.880
40 -6.818
-3 -5.107
=21 -1.331
-95 -7.054
47 -4.733
38 -6.027
-38 -4.002
-0 -10.593
-3 -2.769
-143 -3.010
-0 -5.259
-N 10.386
-2 -2.489
-139 -12 382
-6 -3.435
-0 -2.446
-54 -5.3%96
-36 -11.032
4 -4.485
-58 -5.35%0
41 -4.071



DATE: 21-JUL-89

. 1989,/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION
Transfer to area “ransfer to area
Doy domestic sector Jy Jomestic sector
resource egual isation resource egualisation
per adult
. (£) 4 (£m)
GLOUCESTERSHIRE
Cheltenham -42 -2.314
Cotswold -39 -2.284
forest of Dean S5 3.239
Gloucester 23 1.611
Stroen 3 .705
Tewkesbury -23 -1.524
HAMPSHIRE
Basingstoke and Deane -37 -3.840
East Hampshire -58 -4.432
Eastleigh -43 -3.272
Fareham =56 -4.253
Gosport -25 -1.439
Hart -76 -4.709
Havant -57 -5.072
New Forest -35 -4.612
Por tsmouth 26 3.515
Rushmoor -13 -.779
Southampton 8 1.230
Test Valley -33 -2.555
Winchester -55 -4.031

HEREFORD AND WORCESTER

Bromsgrove -70 -4.837
. Hereford 20 739
Leominster N .951
Malvern Hills 49 -3.341
Redditch -41 -2.264
South Herefordshire 23 .879
Worcester -47 -2.849
Wychavon &9 -5.258
Wyre Forest -26 -1.741
HERTFORDSHIRE
Sroxbourne -49 -3.076
Dacorum - -3.277
East Hertfordshire -57 -5.171
Hertsmere -101 -6.898
North Hertfordshire -0 -6.796
St Albans -%6 -9.585
Stevenage -4 -3.544
Three Rivers 112 7.039
watford -54 -3.148
welwyn Hatfield -38 -5.404



DATE: 21-uJL-39

HUMBERS IDE
Beverley
Boothferry
Cleethorpes
Glanford
Great Grimsby
Holderness

Kingston upon Hull

East Yorkshire
Scunthorpe

ISLE OF WIGHT
Medina
South Wight

Thanet

Tonbridge and Malling

Tunbridge Wells

LANCASHIRE
Blackburn
Blackpool
Burnley
Chorley
Fylde
Hyndburn
Lancaster
Pendle
Preston
Ribble Valley
Rossendale
South Ribble

West Lancashire

Wyre

1989,/90 JOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

Transfer to area
by domestic sector
resource equalisation

Transfer to area
Dy domestic sector
resource equalisation

per adult
(£) im)
-12 -1.001
72 3.469
40 2.138
Al 2.186
45 3.068
40 1.518
67 12.808
65 4.178
30 1.376
20 1.126
9 +19
) -.426
6 .580
19 1.158
2L 2.206
4 Mg
-10 - 566
-1 -.128
4 .+88
-9 -2.340
-37 -2.402
40 3.396
=2 -.183
9 .720
4 -.452
31 8.142
k74 3.7%6
97 6.192
34 2.454
-] -.3%68
97 5.345
53 5.9
101 §.+32
51 4.365
[+, 1.918
78 3.7267
36 P47 gy 3
-1 -.719
20 1.450



DATE: 21-JUL-89

>

1989/90 OOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

LEICESTERSHIRE
8laby
Charmwood
Aarborough
Hinckley and Bosworth
Larcester
Mel ton
North West Leicestershire
Cadby and Wigston
Rutland

LINCOLNSHIRE
Soston
East Lindsey
Lincoln
North Kesteven
Sauth Holland
South Kesteven
West Lindsey

NORFOLK

Breckland
8roadland
Great Yarmouth
North Norfolk
Norwich

South Norfolk

King's Lynn and West Norfolk

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE

Corby

Daventry

East Northamptonshire
Kettering

Nor thampton

South Northamptonshire
Wel Lingborough

NORTHUMBERLAND

Alnwick
Berwick-upon-Tweed
Blyth valley
Castle Morpeth
Tynedale

Wwansbeck

Transfer to area
by domestic sector
resource egualisation

Transter to

area

by domestic sector
resource equalisation

per aault

(£) : (£m)
-16 -1.008
-3 -2.596
-32 -1.625
-9 -.435
41 8.553
-28 -.915
1 .688
~32 -1.282
10 .260
3 .932
3 21093
36 2.204
34 2.193
34 1.778

% .576
39 2.300
14 1.109
-17 -1.373
15 1.022

7 .528
-2 -.167
-15 -1.140
3 3.183
- -.130
-35 -1.612
12 616
12 674
-3 -3.125
=49 -7 4R2

7 364
47 1.103
48 1.013
9 2.256

2 .or2
40 1.728
&6 3.026



DATE: 21-.UL-39

1989/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

‘ Transter to area Transfer to area

by domestic sector by domestic sector
resource egual isation resource equalisation
per adult

' (£) (£m)

NORTH YORKSHIRE

Zraven 56 2.125
<ampleton 24 1.393
<arrogate 15 1.733
Achmondshire % 2:521
yedale S0 3.529
Scarborough 0 4.147
Seiby &3 4.269
York & 5.522
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE
Asnfield &7 5.543
Bassetlaw 58 4.706
Sroxtowe 21 1773
Sedling 7 .612
Mansfield 50 3.795
Newark and Sherwood «0 3.126
Nottingham 3% 7.093
Rushcliffe -8 -.64
OXFORDSHIRE
Cherwel L -17 -1.560
oxford -9 -.831
South Oxfordshire -35 -5.572
vale of White Horse -39 -3.260
. dest Oxfordshire 5 -.397
SHROPSHIRE
Sriognorth Q -.003
North Shropshire 39 1.598
Jswestry 43 1.073
Shrewsbury and Atcham e -.266
South Shropshire 35 979
Wrekin 7 722
SOMERSET
sendip 3 .a01
Sedgemoor -] RATA
Taunton Deane 9 .650
West Somerset ) -.154
South Somerset 10 1.110



JATE: 21-JuL-39

STAFFORDSHIRE
Cannock Chase
East Staffordshire
Lichfield
Newcastle-unger-_ me
South Stafforashire
Stafford
Staffordshire “ooriands
Stoke-on-Trent
Tamworth

SUFFOLK

Babergh

Forest Heath
Ipswich

Mid Suffolk

St Edmundsbury
Suffolk Coastal
Waveney

SURREY
Elmbridge
Zpsom and Ewell
Guildford
Mole valley
Reigate and Sanstead

WARWICKSHIRE
- i Warwicksnire
Nuneaton and Secworth

Ruglby
Stratford on Avon

Warwick

1989/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

Transfer %o area
by domestic sector
resource equalisation

Transfer to area
Dy domestic sector
resource equalisation

per dult
(£) (£m)
15 .950
% 1.016
-25 -3.217
14 1.280
-49 -3.957
-10 -.506
2 1.636
R 7.961
-15 -.715
-16 -.9%4
15 836
-1 -1.016
5 .321

1 .089
-34 -2.827
9 727
-152 -12.914
-103 -5.376
-4 -6.139
66 -3.962
-73 -6.497
-42 -2.361
-42 -2.89%
& -5.002
-47 -2.727
87 -7.352
-0 -5.276
- -.259
-13 -1.176
-33 -2.149
-84 -7.010
-3 -7.670



DATE: 21-JuL-39

'989/90 DOMESTIC SECTOR RESOURCE EQUALISATION

. Transfer to area Transfer to area

Dy domestic sector Dy domestic sector
resource equal isation resource aualisation
per adult
. @) ot (£m)
WEST SUSSEX
Adur -32 -1.467
Arun =35 -5.801
Chichester -45 -3.78%4
Crawley -2 -.'00
Hor sham -52 -4.249
Mid Sussex 41 -5.652
wor thing -45 -3.590
WILTSHIRE
Kennet 14 .671
North Wiltshire 43 3.673
Sal isbury -9 -.708
Thamesdown B3l 3.937
West Wiltshire 28 2:252
ALL PURPOSE AUTHORITY
Istes of Scilly -21 -.032
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DATE: 11-3EP-89

ILLUSTOATIVE LONG RUN COMMUNITY CHAROES ABEMING BPENDING 3.8% ABOVE 155,90 RDIETS

‘. ax 2 - oL 3

198,70 19909 ling term
aversge ¢ without gain
rate bitl pa safety net Trem new
adult + 4 axpanditure £32.80n system

&= o
Total England 2% 274 6
Total Inner London 33 437 -93
Total Outer Lendon 324 318 9
Tatal Metropolitan Areas M43 293 =20
Total Shire Arzas ar 248 23

(;a (n} ==
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DATE: 11-8EP-~89

" ILLUSTRATIVE 10N RUN COMMUNITY CHARDES ASSUMING SPENDING 3.8% ABOVE 1596,/ 13.008TY

‘ coL 1 oL 2 oLl

1565,/50 1990/91 Larg term
average €C without gain
rate bill per safety net fron new
. adult + &% aqenditure £32.8n System

. (£)

GREATER LONDON

City of London 41 335 206
Camden 446 365 &8
Greenwich 285 556 =271
Hackney 351 347 -16
Rammersmith ard Fulham 373 575 -2
Istington 448 n ' -18
Kensington and Chelsea 395 265 128
Lambeth 309 440 -131
Lewishem 75 (3] 224
Southwark 281 468 «187
Tower Hamlets 282 580 «258
Wandsworth 20 387 =185
Westminster 587 270 7
Barking and Dagenham 264 372 -128
Barnat 361 246 115
Bexley 241 297 =50
Brent (1] &7 1
Bromley 255 263 -8
medon 267 163 104
zaling 321 323 -2
Enfield 316 ere k14
Haringey s32 593 61
Harrow 327 266 61
Havering 257 299 w42
HilLingdon 3% 410 82
Hounslow i 343 10
Kings ton-upon-Thames 324 32% -0
Merton 28% 309 «25
Nenham 356 3% 20
Redbr idge 23 264 «13
Richmond-upen - Thames 357 305 53
Sutton 309 30 9
Waltham Forest 329 287 8



DATE: 11-8EP-8%

" JLLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN COMMUNITY CHARGES ASSUMING SPENDING 3.8% ABOVE 1989/9Q BLCOETS

GREATER MANCHISTER

Bolton
Bury
Manchester
Oldham
Rochdale
Salford
Stockport
Tames {de
Trafford
Wigan

MERSEYSIDE
Knows Ley
Liverpool
St Helens
Sefton
Wirral

SOUTH YORKSHIRE
Barnsley
Doncaster
Rotherhan
Sheffield

.a'MDEAR

Gateshead

Newcastle upor Tyne

North Tyneside
South Tyneside
Sunderland

WEST MIDLANDS
Birmingnen
Covantry
Dudley
Sandwel l
Solihull
Walsatl
Wolverhasoton

WEST YORKSHIRE
8radford
Calderdale
KirklLees
Leads
Wakefield

oL 1 oo 2 coL 3
1589/%0 195091 Leng term
average CC without ga‘in

rate bill per safety net from new
adult + 42 mpencliture £32.8m systom
(£)
242 253 =10
306 319 12
3z 253 “w
257 {4} =35
262 356 -5%
286 2%4 -8
313 a2 %
253 317 &4
287 oA 43
269 353 -84
300 261 39
302 282 20
262 Iz -&1
288 274 14
381 357 24
21 37 155
258 37 Sk H
248 388 ~110
278 387 119
268 334 -85
2 340 «&1
313 354 -41
23% 312 -76
217 288 =71
281 Fr 75
N N 21
e 258 &4
279 219 59
318 205 113
305 264 41
306 207 -
218 238 69
236 384 149
217 33 =117
223 257 -3
237 349 =113

Yot g Prt S, Sha gl ~o
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DATE: 11-3EP-89

ILLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN COHMUNITY CHARGES ASSUMING SPRMDING 3.8Y ABOVE 1969,90 BLIGE™S

AVON
Bath
Bristol
Kingswood
Nor thaven
Wansdyke
Woodspring

BEDFOROSMIRE
Nocth Bedfordshire
Lutaon
Mid Badfordshire
South Bedfordshire

BERKSHIRE
Bracknelt
Newbury
Reading
&lough
Windsor and Maidenhea

Wok ingham

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE
Aylesbury Vale
South Bucks
Chiltern
Milton Kevnes
Wycoabe

CAMBRIDGESHIRE
Cambr idge
East Canbidgeshire
Fenland
Huntingdonshire
Peterborough
South Camibr idgeshire

CRESHIRE
Chester
Congleton
Crevwe and Nantwich
Ellasmere Prrt andd Ne
Halton
Macclesfield
Vale Royal
Warrington

ol 1 oL 2
198950 1950/
average CC without

rate bill per safety net
adult + 4X expenditure £32.8bn
(£
255 295
298 344
263 265
99 2%
278 292
305 28
310 23
361 232
316 252
364 276
305 233
2% 182
274 22
245 145
349 241
340 207
288 188
438 220
463 235
33 220
38 213
32 . 240
235 208
223 219
250 19
274 2543
297 13
305 261
280 260
308 274
b 269
2% 268
357 256
287 255
264 272

oL 3
Lorg tern
gain
froa new
aystem

 —————— e 8 W -

-60
47

14
16

TR Y

"?

120
1c8
134

BB wN8

-

LR RIBEBR
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DATE: 11-SEP-39

" ILLUSTRATIVE I ONG RUN COMMUNITY CMARSES ASSUMING BPENDING 3.8X ADOVE 498590 B.53:Ts

. oL 1 ooL 2 o 3

1989/% 199%0/91 lo~g term
average CC withou? gain
rate bill per safety net fon new
. adult + &% ependiture £32.8bn tystem
(£
CLEVELAND
Har tLapool, 247 316 &9
Langbaurgh-on-Tees 308 356 48
Middlesbrough 7% 336 &1
Stockton=on-Tees 2% v «20
CORNWALL
Caradon 220 220 =0
Carrick 2% 231 -2
Kerrier 1% 225 ~32
North Corrmall 220 213 7
Penwith 205 221 -16
Res tormal 208 221 16
CUMBRIA
Allerdate 197 277 ~80
Barrow in Furness 198 M7 =120
Carlisle e2r 269 wh2
Copeland 1™ ra 101
Eden 208 248 «4D
South Laketeand 249 e 2%
DERBYSHIRE
Arber Valley 249 323 «T4
m:sm 225 352 -7
sterfield 57 L 173 «88
Derby Mm 3N Q
Erewash 265 525 ~64
High Peak 254 335 -81
North East Derbyshire F44 355 -78
sauth Dertyshire 281 3¢ -35
Derbyshire Uales 297 320 -24
DEVON
East Devon 241 227 1%
Exeter 216 233 ~18
North Devon 185 22 «35
Plymouth a7 220 )
South Hams 257 228 *
Teignbe idge 225 23 4
Mid Devon 193 220 ~2h
Torbay 258 296 -3
Torridge 162 217 ~47
West Devon 205 212 -3
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OATE: 11-SEP-09

ILLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN COMMUNITY CHARGES ASSUMING SPBNDING 3,8% ABOVE 1989,90 MIDGETS

. L 1 oL 2 QL3

1989,/5C 1990/91 lrg term
average CC without gain
rate bill por safety net frow new
adult + 4% expenditure £32.8mn system
. (£
DORSEY
Bourhemouth 254 248 7
Christchurah 303 259 &
North Dorget 216 19% et
Poole 2% 227 65
Purbeck 227 20 {4
West Dorget 222 202 21
Weymouth and Portland 208 2%0 -27
East Dorser 317 219 78
DURHAM
Chester-le-Street 237 286 “49
Dar Lington 248 286 -38
Derwentside 209 307 =58
Durham 227 285 =58
Easington 200 29 -
Sodgefield 2% 329 104
Teesdale 18 227 =44
Wear Valley 205 M -142
EAST SUSSEX
Brighton 335 317 18
Easthourne 343 257 &
Hastings 268 229 40
Hove 2% 220 &
Lowes 309 23 78
Rother 325 227 $8
Healden 289 $8
ESSEX
Bagitden 634 352 82
Braintree 32 226 (44
Brentwoad &08 331 {4
Castle Point 33 231 109
Chelmsford n 227 144
Col chaster gl 228 &5
Epping Forest 414 263 154
Harlow 425 09 16
Maldon 327 253 105
Rechford 33 262 121
Southend-cti=oa 57 249 128
Terdr Ing 310 244 )
Thurrock 345 310 35
Uttlesford 33 226 137



DATE: 11-8cr-¢9

ILLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN COMMUNITY CHARGES ASSLY ING SPENDING 3.8 ABOVE 1915,9C EUCGETS

. eoL 9 oo 2 col. 3

1989/% 1950/91 Larg term
aversgy €C without gain
rate bill per safety net from new
] adult + 4% aiparditure £32.8un $ystem
= %
GLOUCESTERSHIR:
Cheltenham 253 {4
Cotewold 82 22 - e}
forest of Dean 20 2% -28
Gloucestor 231 225 é
Stroud 251 244 7
Tewkesbury 27 218 52
HAMPSHIRE
Basingstcke end Doane 249 149 100
East Hampshire 287 182 105
Bastleigh 282 193 39
Farehan 287 18 w
Gosport 245 192 33
Hart 316 197 17
Hevant 280 18 100
New Porest 264 " 73
Por tsaouth 205 204 1
Rushmoor 231 176 L)
Sauthampton g 221 193 ol
Test Vallaey 262 167 95
Winchester 293 184 109
HEREFORD AND WORCESTER
Bromsgrove 264 170 &8
Hereford 185 i 13
Leominster 176 145 3
Malvern Hills 258 187 n
Redditch e 210 &
South Herefordshire 189 149 &«
Worcester 259 208 $
Wychaven 280 " 83
Wyre Forast 262 212 0
HERTFORDSHIRE
Broxbourne 326 248 38
Decorum 37 257 118
East Hertfordshire 33 n &0
Her tsnere 405 2 103
North Hertfordshire 3% 27 104
St Albens L 262 126
Stevenage 386 328 58
Three Rivers 406 281 125
Watford 340 245 5
Welwyn Hatficld 17 340 %
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DATE: 11-SEP-§9

TLLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN COMMUNITY CHARGCS ASSLIMING SPENDING S5.8% ABOVE 1985,/9C AKGETS

HUMBERS IDE

Beverley
Boothferry
Cleethorpes
Glanford

Great Grimsby
Holderness
Kingston upon Hull
East Yorkshire
$cunthorpe

ISLE OF WIGHT

Medina
Scuth Wight

KENT

Ashford
Canterbury
Dartford
Dover
G1llinghan
Gravesham
Maidstone

Rochestar upon Nedway

Sevencaks
Shepwey
Swale
Thanet

Tonbridge and Malling

Tunbridge Wells

LANCASHIRE

Blackburn
Biackpool
Burnley
Chorley
Fylde
Hynchurn
Lancaster
Pendle
Preston
Ribble Vallay
Rossendale
South Ribbie
West Lancashire
Wyre

- -

oL 1 oL 2 0. 3
1985 /% 1990/91 lorg term
average €€ without gain

rate bill per satety net fron new
adult + 4% expenditure £32.8mn system
(£)
37 5 12
2:0 3 -83
264 31 -7
25¢ 200 -3
251 38 -68
262 292 -3
233 322 -88
242 33 -B1
284 &7 -8
2453 252 -7
2659 272 -4
239 191 8
224 197 ar
218 237 =18
198 191 8
21 184 27
21 195 37
23 182 50
205 153 L2
257 198 59
2 226 52
198 200 -11
234 211‘ 23
2 224 5
s 198 50
183 240 =58
239 28% -44
176 284 -83
228 242 «14
272 25¢ 17
. 176 264 ~83
21 257 46
169 276 =107
33 221 17?2
215 253 37
199 287 ~B3
228 254 =26
275 244 L}
2 ] 249 =10

g



DATE: 11-SEP-85
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« ILLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN COMNUNITY CHARGES ASSIXING SPENDING 3.8% ABOVE 1985 /9C HULGETS

|
&=

LEICESTERSHIRE
Blaby
Charmwood
Harborough
Hinckley and Bosworth
Leicester
Nelton
North Wett Leicesters
Oedby ancl Wigston
Rutland

LINCOLNSHIRE

Boston

East Lindsey
Linooln

North Kesteven
South Holland
South Kesteven
Wost Lindsey

NORFOLK

Breckland
Broadland
@reel Yarumuth

th Norfolk

ch

South Norfolk
King's Lynn and Vest

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE
Corby
Daventry
East Northamptonshire
Kettering
Nor thamptan
South Northazptonshir
Wet Lingborough

NORTHUMBERLAND
Alnwick
Berwick-upoxn-Tweed
Blyth valley
Castle Morpeth
Tynedale
Wansbeck

QoL 1 oL 2
1885/% 1990/7
average CC without

rate bill per safety net
acdult + &Y expenditure £32.8n
)
266 235
265 a2
ar 251
257 239
232
258 234
238 2%
281 252
243 220
208 199
204 184
19 21
205 196
204 203
222 202
200 1%
223 209
253 216
22 234
228 210
2% 266
251 228
203 203
274 %7
303 243
233 216
244 235
) 278
293 207
242 21¢
242 © 2%
23 294
M 348
303 290
257 289
238 3

oL 3
Lorg term
gain
fron new
system

. - .. -

N
43
36
18
=33
24
-1
%

14

17
1"
18

56
63
-78

&

=113

- a0

bediot b 2 A - oS
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ILLUSTRATIVE LONG RUN OOMMUNITY CHARGES ASSIMING SPEDING 3.8% ABOVE 1985,9C BLOGETS

oL 1 ool 2 oL 3
. 1989/%) 1990/ Lung term
average ¢C without giin
rate bitl per safety net from new
adutt + &Y enpenditure £32.8on system
)
NORTH YORKSHIRE
Craven 197 233 «36
Hazhl eton 226 2N -5
Harrogate 260 268 -8
Richmondshire 187 Fird -40
Ryedale 21 204 3%
Scarborough 206 263 -39
Selby 205 257 -5
York 187 218 =51
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE
© Ashfield 206 261 -5%
Bassetlaw 228 , 264 -3
Broxtewe 253 261 -3
Gedling 27 257 16
Mensfield 225 282 ~57
Nawark and Bherwocd 249 253 wly
Nottinghan 23 242 -8
Rushcliffa a0 247 62
OXFORDSHIRE
LL 260 223 46
m 294 212 -
South Oxfordshire 32 25 56
Vale of thite Horse a2 210 ]
west Oxfardshire ere Zﬁ €0
SHROPSHIRE
Bridgnorth 228 191 3
North shrcpehire 200 208 -2
Oswestry ane 227 -39
shrewsbury end Atcham 251 22% 28
South Shrepshire 208 18 2
Wrekin 267 258 v
SOMERSET
Mendip 250 242 3
Sedgamoor 259 259 =]
Taunton Deans 255 250 3
West Somerset 2n 249 2
South Somerset 259 256 3

T e R R T S e T T T W T e e e
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B e e

Oswestry '
Shrewsbury end Atcham
. South Shrepshire

Hrjm

S0
Mendip
Sedgamaae
Taunton Deane

t Somarset
th Somerset

JuKREY

N -

Elrbridge
Epsom and Ewell
6uildford

le Valley
laigata and Banstead
Runynade
Spetthorne
Surrey Hesth
Tendr {dge
Waverley
Woking

WARWICKSHIRE
North Warwickshire
Muneston and Badworth
Rugby
Stretford on Avon
Warwick

250
259
255
an
-+

HEE

336
358

3%

352

EER

E§284

EE‘;
22%
186
25

242
259
250
249
236

306
213
258

211
22
232
art
2385

315
27

278

c8BB,

@« Ruis

127

-7

103



Ty 11.09p89, 17:39
FROM D0E FLT 812763050 9. L1988 ViEid1 =3

VNik: 1i=3@r=0y

»
tiJSTRATIVE LONG RUN COMMUNITY CHARGES ASSUMING SPENDING 3.8% ABOVE 1945 ,/9C HLTGETS

oL oL 2 oL 3
1989,/50 1990/ Leng tern
average CC without g&in
rate bitl per safety net fram rew
. adult + (X expenditure £32.8tn Bystem
()
WEST SUSSEX _
Adur 281 240 1
Arun 270 210 %0
Chichester 282 153 *»
Crawley 260 263 é
Horgham 1 175 86
Mid Sussex 287 210 ¢4
Worthing 248 203 &5
WILTSHIRE

Kennet 261 221
North Wiltshire 226 252 =25
Sal isbury 262 220 >
Thamesdown 253 27% 22
West Wiltshire 232 25¢9 27

ALL PURPOSE AUTHORITY
Isles of Scilly 214 507 =293
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’ {as STRATIVE 199097 COPPANITY OWAGES o ™ POCIG AT O2 Bn i

EF £23 'bn. of dicn 20 ‘or specific Fats rass “ota Sigpgarc Somcing 82 &n

OF E(LF) Stencaro Soecing Assessment Pacxage

Ner Loon Cherpes “educed Oy £100m ILEA specific grae:

PO, curges reowces by (10w specific grant :n LOS Mg 2t o h lOw JOMESTIC AV DEr hereotament

@ 1 2 o3 (o0 WY k
1989 /90 org @® o Ef‘ect on n
Av rate BiLlL ~n £25 iloss. charge of ; l I. :. {*)/
per aoult = &3 Sarge 72 of gans 11 rise n -
al Lowed spending 4M [’ )
T e e — ((43-Ca2)%
EATER (ONOON
City of _oroor 541 325 e 2 t35 »
Camden ~5 -2 > 2 -2
Gr eerch a5 579 2 3 - 3
"ackney 351 Fa 283 i - 2k
Hammer 381 TP MG Fulraes 373 S&3 38 1% L
Istington [e%3 25 &6 4 - 1
Lensi1nglon and Dheisea »3 F-23 = ® ~ 5 &
-ase th o X 277 % - 53
& 1shak ars 3 241 12 -182
oL Thear 281 S a7 15 - 142
Cwer Hamiels a2 3%7 260 L ~-153
\arcis<or th xR 350 175 n -135
es tenster 587 s % 49 13 A « 3?5 &
A EINg anc Cagervas 264 345 - 9 ~26
arnet 31 268 7 ? “6))
= ey 7 2~ an ? L
rent &1 LY 77 3 < Ig
romi ey S t— = P=-9) & c
oy 267 6 219 7 ¢SS
pLing = 322 317 10 Sy
rfreid 318 274 % L « 2
b Y NQey R S& 357 ‘s -8
o 37 25 % é 434
ver 1ng =7 25 = 7 et
L i ngaon 2 v 353 3 - L9
el o 373 b ol e 1 - it
NG Lon- o - Theaes 24 3= 3= & &
- Lo 2 b~ O s c
raz 356 s ™ . <3O
= 3pe 3 2w e z c
WO - xx - ewes 357 = o = .23
tor 5 <3 b 2 e |
am fores: 2t > A = < € Z4
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LB MATIVE 198097 COMNITY OWGES vITw PROIG AT O &

AEF £23 on. of whicr £2m for specific Fats. Gross Total Staderd Somcing 2 B>

D0E E(LF; Stamsrs Somcing Assessment Pacxage

e Lordon charges reducsd by £100s ILEA specific Frar:

‘99091 charges recuces by £1008 specific 9rant 0 (o5 mg aress with lOw COBRSIIC AV 2er Neras tament

@ 1 a2 (oo TS oL 4
1985 50 Long o o Effect on SN
Av rate pilL run £25 loss charge of M"(')/
per adlt + 4X cerge 47X of gairs I rise M(—
al lower oo ing
GREATER MANCHES TER
8ol ton 22 23 243 9 o
Bury X8 3B Xe 8 c
Ranchester 322 288 o2 1 + |&
Oldnas Fiys 2% =5 - Wi 0
Rocroale 262 343 & 10 - 66
Salforg 284 283 = ? o)
" Stockgort 313 269 2 8 2
Tames 10e 253 h's"S 27 9 -»
Traffore 287 233 283 8 <28
¥igen %5 343 = ® -4
MERSEYE IDC
Krows tey X0 267 ars 1 + 28
Liverpool R 276 0 " LRl
St Melens 262 313 = 9 -2
“Setton 288 2% P{ad LSy
virral 381 350 3% o S
@
Barms Loy 2 367 z & -l hé&
Doncaster =8 3 ?44® ? -1el
Rothertas 29 349 =t 9 -a,
Sheffieig 278 384 = b -83
TYNE AT EAR
Sateshead 268 324 =t 9 -4
Newcastie ypor Tyme s 333 b o 3 10 -3i
Kortn Tynesoe 313 S b 9 <’y
Sauth Tynesioe =% k0] =0 ? ~-S¢e
Suger Land 17 ar =z s -
WEST mIDLMOE
Birergres = 193 P 0 L
Covertry 311 281 = < « le
otey X2 25C ¢ s L - 13
SaNCe | s 2N é" ¥ - ‘
(&) Soi:h! 318 2B =" ? . S8
S suatete = 255 = = .33
O\ veramp 2 % = < - ™=
«ES”T YORCS-INE
Zaaecace e 7 o= < “%i
€.rxiees 2?7 27 D e ¢ -nd
\ead & 254 e & - 3
., s = 38 P : -]
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ISTRATIVE 'R0/ PPN TY OWAGES wiTH PBONIG AT O2 Bn

AEF 23 1on. of o (ZIm for spec fic grants
€ E(LF) Starcarc Soecing Assessaen! Pacrage

Gross Total Stendard Soeving OR By

Ine Loncon charges ~educec by (100m ILEA specific grant
"WO,M Charges -eouces oy (1m 08 fic grant 10 losing aress «1th LOw COMESIIC BY per e ament

AvOm

Ssth
ristol
KIngswoos
o thavan
e styke
WooosDr 1ng

BEDFORD'SH I RE

or t Bectforosnire
Mo Bxcforgshire
Scuth Becforasnire

BERXSHIRE

(e)
%)

L4

Fracxnell

My

Remdiing

Sloagn

Vingdsor ad e oenesd
oK I NgNas

BLOK IGAFSH I RE

&3

e

%)

Ay eshury Vale
Soutn Bacxs
Cultern
milton Keynes
WycosDe

R IDGESH R

(4)

@)

Cantr »ape

Exst Casrapesnire
ferniso
matyrgmorshire
Petartorogr

SouLTr Casmor iapesnire

O-ESHIRE

()

Oeste

og et

e &T W T. i CT
fiiemawre byt aC NesIOor
. o

facc.es” e.C

e mees

[ g =

[ W |

985 50

Av rate DL
Der adut ¢ &L

—— ———

BSYEYY

316

34

276

5
3%9

458

b}

YyppUy

(AR RN RN

a2 3 a ¢
g & to Effect on
run 25 loss charge of
carge «71 of @ 12 rise wn
al | Oy soeorg

8 2 ?
345 == 2
264 264 ?
276 2= 7
28 =8 7
28BS s ) ?
232 276 8
23 ™ &
245 = 8
273 2z 8
2% 274 7
78 262 7
= > 8
150 Fak 7
; 261 8 7
2 26 7
1 2 7
213 s 7
3 TSe 7
277 78 &
= 310 4
269 P} ?
212 226 ¢
X &0 ’
Fo rae 7
25¢ 2 r
b3 28 &
8 P~ g
5 -3 5
i =1 ]
- = &
25" &7 ¢
2 = i
= 20 ’
% = B

SN
w-b}.ﬁc»(r)/
. ()

-8
= A

e i2

« i

¢ 38
<&
«77
<« k9

¢35
ek
+ 2k

.L’fe|

« 653
+ 3k

+ 5.
« T X
v IS ¥
« &l
4+ 35 &

« 2k
¢ t3
+ 19

0.“

* 5



M7 23 n, of i (ZDm for soecific grants

o & PRI

. ILSTRATIVE “9R0/97 ORI TY OWGES WITH POODE AT O2 B

O0E EILF) Stacarc Soecing Assessment Pacrage

iner _oroon charges “educac by Y008 ILEA smoacific grant

Gross Total Staderd Sosoing 32 &n

I/ carpes rescs oy YDm speci1fic grant n losing arems with (0w Comest:C RV per nered) tament

QEVELAND

martl epool
Langbaurgh-on- Tees
®:0ol esbrough
Stockton-on-Tees

CORMNAL L

Car acor
Carrick
Kerrier

North Cormealt
Perw th

Res tormel

OMER A

Allerga. e

8arrow 1n furness
Carlisie

Copel and

Soen

Sauth Lakelarnc

JERBYSHIRE

AsDer Valley
8oL sover
Shester rieic
Jeroy
Zrewgsn
High Peak

‘orth East Jderoyshire

Sauth Deroyshire
Dercyshire Sales

o1

1982 90

Av rate bl
Der st + ol

249

2&°
r4l
188
27
7

BER 4N

(=« B4
Long
run
charge

g

31

w

RYARGNONES

oL 3

w 0

£25 loss.
7% of gains

SRR

REIH:

w
pr
w

VR

SEETS

(= WYY
Effect on

harge of

NN N N NN

w ~N  w w o

v o 00 W ewm W

- |

<1

3
-2

-85
-123
T 2
sle2
-L%

-l
- 1ig

-35
~ 44
- 45

~4
-1iS

- IS

- &
e
-L?
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teaeS RATIVE 1990/97 (MMNITY OAGES wiTe SPEC 0G 47 O2

AEF 23 Ton of W' £2Xm ‘or specifiC grants. Gross Total Stamarc Somc g &2 &n

€ E(LF) Starcas Soecig Assessment Package

inner oo charpes “edcec Oy (1008 ILEA specific grant

FC A charges reocer Dy (10w specific 9rant n losing aress «1th Lo« mes1IC RY Der hereo: tament

[« W | . 2 foe TS [~ T S
1985 /50 worg L Effect on
Av rate bl ran 25 loss. crarge of
per acult + X carge -7l of gans 12 rise wn
3L . OweD soEong
JORSET
Bournemouth 54 st =3 ?
&) Ovistchrcn 305 2«8 278 )
or th Dorset 2°6 192 X5 4
(a) Poote X2 238 265 5
Pur beck 27 57 253 $
west Dorsel 222 o) 2% &
deymoLth ad Poriiac X3 23 2B -3
(.) East Dorset 317 23% Pda} %
DR
Chester-ie-Stree: 37 281 251 8
Dar L ingtor 2.8 28 3 &
Derwentsioce r-s 301 - 4 &
urhas 227 28C 2 8
Easirgtor 20 28 p-o 8} g
Secgetietd 3 = L]
Teescaie 183 224 == 7
weer Valley 5 313 P oo] 8
QAST SSSEY
&rignton 335 38 3e8 8
®) Eas thourne 343 265 e ?
o rasTngs 25 23 =5 7
Hove 0 == =5 7
Lawes b o) . an é
(#) fone 25 2 278 5
wes Losn =5 224 =5 $
ESSEX
&) Sasloon 34 353 e 8
Braintree = 2 258 7
Brentwoce (% ] 38 %7 8
@)  Castle Poin: e 2% = 7
® ) Swelssfore = 2% D ?
oicheste =" 2x 243 ’
@) Exing Fores: S 19 267 3t 7
~ariow = $°? ~Z v
“) 2. oor x 22+ s 7
&) Rocnfore ! il x Z
@) 3oL Thenc—or-- Sae = 5 = %
oo g i 2t = 7
“rur-ocx » 323 = 3
(=) Jiiles‘ow B = 25 7

N z
AR
et

+)

30
«\]
<3
tje

4

+ bh

=gl
-4z
-28

~16C
= bl
-i10%

+ ¥
413
<3
€ &3
6%
+ 25

+ L3
<R
+ N
«Sé
t35
+ &
e 3S ¢
Lol
+ 955
+£S
«5
+ 3
« 28
« ¥
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ILLUSTRATIVE 1950/97 CORUNITY OWIGES vITH SPEODE AT 02 &

AEF 23 1on of wion £ZXIm for soeci1fic gramts  aross Toral Starcarc Somro g 2 &n

O0E E(LF) Starcarc Soenong Assessasnt Pacxage

j e Lonor carges reduced by (Y008 1LEA soacific grant
19T cerges e Dy (10Ds soecific grant i losing aress wiTh low comestiC RY Der “erec:iamer:

@@ 1

1985 5C

Av rate pitt
per aaulT 42

GLOUCES TERSHIRE
Cheltervas F-. o
Cotswol o P-4
Forest of Dean P-on)
Glouceste il
Stroug S
Tewkesouy 270
PSS RE
Bss ingstoke anc Desne 243
East Weapsnire 227
Eastiewgh =2
Farenas 287
Sosport 245
(&) Hart b3 1Y
Havant =C
New Forest 264
Por tsmouth X5
‘ Rus hamor rAl]
SairhaspTon 1
Test Valley 22
winChes ter =3

HEREFORD MNC WORCESTER

@) B&Bumsgoe 264
merefore 8

_Bos NS Ler 17¢

R verr Mils S8

Reca toh &
South mereforcsnire 18
wrcester =5

@) Hrcneor 2
Hyre Fores: S

HEITEIROS- T

Fooure 325

(8) Sxcorws 375
Eas: rep- Tt ire ¢

() = tsame &5
@) T agrTter=3nhite .
) £ A Sam 385
3 Steverage =
) Tree Rruer: &
@t ~org 3%

&17

il\ L ¥

oL 2 o 3
g ® to
run 25 oss

charge 471 of gmins
8L Lowes

255 28
2z <
22z 25
22 =2
241 28
215 24
162 X8
173 34
187 8
2 28
185 2%
1] =6
175 =1
150 =
219 219
174 Y- 8]
0 F.s
16k 26
126 =
17 P73
73 1%
14?7 63
18 26
2% 26
1ad ¥, o)
e r4
19 Fa
rab] ==
25 &7
=3 38
2ts =
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DATE:

S-JUL-89
ANNEX B
BENEFITTING FROM SPECIFIC GRANT

Wear Valley
Hyndburn

Barrow i1n Furmess
Calderdale
Teesdale
Easington
Kirklees

Barnsley

Copeland
Blackburn
Rossendale
Derwentside
Kingston upon Hull
Bradford

Torridge
Sedgefield
Allerdale

Eden

Bolsover

Wansbeck
wWakefield e |
York et
Boothferry
Rotherham
Berwick-upon-Tweed
Gateshead
Sunderland
Ashfield
Sheffield
Carlisle
Doncaster

East Yorkshire
Craven

Rochdale

South Tyneside
Hartlepool
Scarborough

North Devon
Oldham

Tames ide

Penwith

Leeds

Rerr.er

Linccln

Mansfield

High Peax
Chester-le-Street ==
Bassetlaw
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FROM: JOHN GIEVE
DATE: 20 SEPTEMBER 1989

MRS CHAPLIN cc PS/Chief Secretary
PS/Financial Secretary
PS/Paymaster General
PS/Economic Secretary
Mr G H Phillips
Mr Edwards
Mr Potter
Mr Tyrie
Mr Lightfoot

RESOURCE EQUALISATION AND THE SAFETY NET
The Chancellor was grateful for your minute of 19 September. En

the circumstances he agrees that he should not urge Mr Patten to

publish the figures for each authority.

JOHN GIEVE



