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\emorandum by the Secretary of State for the Environment
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4 Following our discussion on local authority expenditure and
ie future of the rat%ng system on 13 and 19 May I am circulating
inis further note to draw together briefly the package that seems
+ be emerging. There are three main strands:

i Action on local authority expenditure in 1981/82 and
1982/83 by means of the grant system.

ii, Medium term action on the rating system by means of
legislation in the 1981/82 Parliamentary Session to come
into effect on 1 April 1983.

iii, Longer term action to reform local taxation and local
government organisation by means of legislation in the 1982/83
Parliamentary Session to come into effect in a new Parliament.

2. Action for 1981/82 :

ze have agreed that it will be necessary to respond to the prospective
p:ersp?nd on local authority expenditure in the current year by
ti:?“?ﬁ a substantial withholding of grant. We would at tl;; same
Prog, call for revised budgets from authorities and hold cu‘l:f e
holdgzgz that if the revised budgets are lower the amount o

: however to take
Iina) deciﬁi@”a"t may be reduced. We have still

osed hold-
bk, ang it g

sions on the level and distribution of
! the form of any exemptions.

léveJ.In deciding on the level of holdback the critical i;“’t:gei\sxa?;'e
of gy - PTOSpective overspend. The public will Judge ﬂfrm‘és
hays " J¢sponse by reference to this. In cash terms auurgent

e zlle‘:tiVEIy budgetted to overspend by £1330m on SR L oo
505 ;2 Yhich allowing for over-budgetting could prov

respons.
f02 a2 the outturn, Of this the Metropolitan Police ave sosghat if

ible

ey 10Und £110p ith a 5.6% volume targets S0 e
’eﬂﬂci?e excluded gg ggzpigiigntg;t e oannot look for an expen

iocal author D, them, the planned cash excess under
Uttup,, °Tities is reduced to £1240m, or

the control of
about £840m in the
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In terms of volume of expenditure at Nove,
[g{xdgétted overspend is £880 '(or £780m excludigzezh‘l%o pryg
Police) which might come d:iwn to about £500m in the MEtP"PGiS e
about £400m excluding the Metropolitan Police). 'he OUttum, %ZQ
r
5. ILEA is responsible for just under £40m of the

or £35m of the volume OVerfpbnq compared with theiPCEShalovers‘n
target. Since they have already lost Virtually a3 t}'16/° VOlyped
because of their overspenun‘)g, it might be argued ty teir gwf
spending should also be excluded from the assessperqor,thelr o
of holdback. Butthe sums involved do not s 9

the . ven
. eem syf e ay
the overall judgement on holdback Slg"ifiCartly.u Ticient to":

6. Annex A shows the effects of 3 levels of ho

% &
hold about £300m, £600m and £900m respectively, bacl; :gezg Wiy,
S o

i Th
individual authorities of the £300m and £900m hold
exemplified in Annex E to E(81)52. I am CirCUIatigzciz Were
corresponding exemplifications for the two £600np Optiongﬁram)’
. There is no way of establishing a precise relationshin 1.
Zhe amount of overspend and the appropriate amount ofn}sigigbbe;}:eg;
It must be a question of judgement, bearing in ming the figisé"
overspend set out above. I believe that the low figure of £3"E~'z
would be ineffective in reducing expenditure and should be rej
A higher figure of £600m or £900m will be more effective in '
reducing expenditure but will also lead to a significant number
of supplementary rates, which Labour-controlled authorities yi
be quick to blame on the Government. Indeed such authorities yil
undoubtedly hide their own increased expenditure plans and con
“sequent need for supplementary rates behind the effects of o
reduced grant. There is no escape from this dilemma. Hopefull
we will be able to point to large numbers of Conservative-
controlled authorities whose prudent expenditure plans avoid th
need for any supplementary rates at all., But I must again poinj_-‘
out that there could well be some embarrassing supplementary rei

in Conservative-controlled authorities which have not met the
targets. e

8% As to the distribution of the holdback I now r‘ecomme“gi Al
what is referred to in the Annex as the lower GRE differigat e
option, On closer examination of the figures I believe s
steeper GRE differential is too severe on the urban are:his year's
including London which have already lost heavily under ‘more o
settlement, I recognise that this means that initially %T ... |
the burden will appear to fall on the shire counties. Zlo..ue
of them are much closer to achieving exemption th”“ﬁ*e‘ outtur®
modest reductions in their budgets which mean that ©
distribution will be more favourable to them.

for
tion
9. _As to exemptions I would initially announce XeTPl g,
those who hav.

xempe
e achieved t target and partial Foops)
for those within 2% ordz-?‘; Z?:gg tagget. I wouldbgg:uge we
concede any exemption initially to those below GRE get Cop o
want all authorities to continue to make efforts toelow GRE,
the volume target set in January even if they are ba GRE-X Yy ¥
because there are legal difficulties about setting mendBl ¢
exemption when the GREs are themselves subject t0 ver rei¥yd
Supplementary Report in the autum, We could howevbudge“'
Position in the summer in the 1ight of the revised 77 ig be
xc.eccms:mer then whether some GRE-related exemp‘tigga
tﬁnrg‘e,ggd at that stage before the holdback 11:5 2s

nte.
@ Supplementary Report approved by Pariid™
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the scale I have Proposed
e £

of a fu{‘ ther reductign nextO;egisszear

11:1‘35‘1\,\cmg levels of expenditure’ a
1 e.ea\dﬂ‘io fur‘;her rate increases as well
B on the rating system, Bearing in
> which the Lzzbout Party and the Social
t a ._'flrm commitment to abolish domestic rates
e el at we should ourselves be abl N

= : e to announce in Jun

sirm programme for amelioration of rates in the medium term naJnn :
proe £ dom

2 ¢ abolition of domestic rates as soon as that can be achieved,

Jlioration of Rates in the Medium Term

12, In the light of our discussion of para 6 of E(81)53, I now
oropose that we should announce in June our intention of Pproceeding
':'shbject to consultatiéns - on the following items:

(1) Keeping non-domestic rates but imposing a limitation
(in high spending authorities) on the level of non-
domestic rates (para 6(a) of E(81)(53).

(i1) Revaluation of the non-domestic sector (para 6(b)).
i

(iii) Requiring expenditure above a certain level to be financed
under a new regime in which:

(a) a first tranche of additional expenditure would be
financed only by a supplementary rate, to be
levied not before September in the year; and

(b) any further tranche of expenditure be financed by
a further supplementary rate, but would only be
permitted after a referendusfresh election of
the council (I incline to prefer a fresh elecf_:ion).
Elections of referenda would have to be by
the whole electorate; it would bs :meossip]'.e .
nowadays to confine voting to ratepayers, - .=
which in most cases would mean the male
héad of the household.

(iv) Establishment of a new body to be resPODSib%eaﬁgorlties z
improving the management efficiency of tgca NTtora

for the appointment and supervision of the aueito

(E (81)54). i

13, 5 June 1

and j BTOPOse to announce these proposals to Parname;-l:a?tler and

Wula s CLOF  on June 2. We would consult auicklyttgisesat the

end s 0 to take final decisions-before Parlisment YaZeq. Sy, fyoyempe

this®> Jly; and to introduce (1) and (i1i)-(iv) ina The non-domest:

Aevalyea’f 50 as to come into effect on 1 April 1\93?1.take some time tC
yuatl"“ would not require legislation bm:":'|.m1985. :

i 1% would come into effect on 1 Apri

( SEChETeael L




—

- Q=N

In view of our decision to press on to
, In view of = "

18, S_;s\;;t as possible, I think colleg
rate £ e .
;iv\:nrt"x pursuing any fu th_ez the other 1
that were intended to alleviate the posit
th R

ratepayer, viz:

Wal‘ds
8ues relaboutio

thap 3 o T
o

Parg ¢ U,

- n
ion of the domegﬁf
¢

(1) GRCEECE S ELC Tate relier (para 6(v))

ol v

(i) Discounts for single person househo]_ds (para "
3 a g

(111) Separating bills for rents and rates e )

tenants (para 6(g cf)

I now recommend that we should not pursue these any fyupt

her,
Abolition of Domestic Rates

5. W far agreed in E that we must pa
15. .;geﬁzviosgbonshgdomestic rates, and shoyl
9°mﬁmen‘cati°n as soon as practicable. The work tpas gL
;sgn undertaken enables us to reduce the fielg of alternaty,,
local taxes to local income tax, local sales tax and popy tax,
In addition, I think we would be wise ‘Fo retain alse for the
time being the option - although this is thorough}y Wnattracty,

olitically - of making authorities pasically reliant on centra)
s t, and removing their revenue-raising powers completely,
g:ge,it is by no means certain that we shall be able to fing
s;tisfactory ways of resolving the many serious technical an
administrative problems to be overcome in the alterr}ative local
taxes, We should also keep open the option of phafmg domefm
-rates out over a period of years (perhaps even retaining then
indefinitely for one tier).

. We must recognise at the outset that any altematwe syste
\12 adopt will itsgf have very serious drawbacks. ﬁnd ‘i}tﬁ:at‘.vf
no-one doubts the injustices of rating, objections olgss ”
taxes (eg. lack of accountability, greater bugyagc):y,ould it
control of expenditure, unpredictability of yield) c ¥ potitied
to almost insurmountable objections. Nevertheless g: ope-emptin
comnitment, and the movement of other parties t0¥av1;e i
our stand on this ground, make it imperative tha n the altemeii®
our commitment and push on with development work o

ed on 2
17. I would propose that further work should now proce
following broad timetable,

£ield to
(1)  Announce in June that we have naI‘EOWegrt:’SO% grats
Local Income Tax, Local Sales Tax, Poll Tax

terna
(i1)  TIssue a consultation document on the al
the autumn.,

(111) Con
n the alt

(tv) 14 January 1982 colleagues review
and further vork, take main decisions and
of legislation £

or November 1982,

intain the
Dan gy,
d work tOwar(?s

fap
e

gives ¥

1k
ment Wo
duct consultations and further develop
ernatives in October-December. £ons
+he coﬂsult:ra“";
begin prei
oY
the
until Fopiee
Impleme bly not be Y inve
Parliameng,, mentation would probably h

o
though this will depend on furthe
of the practicalities.
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that it would be desirable tq
and the metropolitan counties at
of local finance is introduceq,
is proposition in oy statement
to initiate consultations with

the other
subject of consultations, during the Tremainder of
able to announce firm decisions next Jany

te Paper) at the same time ags ¢

] inal decisions
e of local finance,

invite colleagues to agree the

proposals set out in
I would then expect to

announce them in Parliament

Local Government
I will circulate my statement in draft,

0t of the Environment
shang
Siq

20 1
O gy 1981

Street
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Seseary incidence of holdback =
e o oldie s heritti S R, 2l
”‘,‘\] d...‘,mll &E  Lapgay bE 5 g effect of hol db thorities
> (:) m(renhul) ifferent iy ttehaans The L ainst £8000 Hol dback
3 (5) Pentiy) i . Snal : .

(0]

£383.050n %6,
S

o)

£40, 385
1288, 775

£125. 150

£49.563n

£327.170n
£174.753

£87a
£om
Londen {oiai 2107.0
Shares of holdback
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,01 100,00 -0
Norrast districts 4.5% 6.8 8.2 6.1 8.2 6.4k £.8%
Normset counties 45.61 48.4% 37.8% 48.7% 33.4% S2.4% =
Hetropalitan districts 20.5% 21,01 2.3 1.3 2.5 a.8 'f"‘“‘ £168.199 £13.5058 £.8¢h .74 5.5%
Kelroroliten counties 15.4% 8.3 10.7% 8.4% 10.8% & ;mmmrg ?1'2? E;.O‘;:: E—g 1:: £ 020; £ 0‘5;
ik .661n . . 3¢ £, o
Rorrzat total 0.5 55.3¢ 46.01 5.5 46,3 w2 Bk £2.515 £-.053  £~4.2¢h = -
Hetroralian tote] BT 2.9 2.0 29T . BT G fom & o R iy sea  cLve
- Plaiig . «437m o 1Pi 8 o
City & Nestminster - - = = n L b . fR.67%  £.05m  £-8.0eh £.072 £-.025%
Rect of Trner London = AL 3. 8
Inner London inc ILEA a o 4'°., s o 4.3 f,« o £304.771n £13.878n  £16.4eh  £14.0%0 2760
Soges| 8.7% 6.4% 9.6% 5.6% €. o Yk .30 £.550  £2.1eh £.431a £.500
Geber Londor, 441 .74 9,81 7.8 10,04 vy kg £3.3%% - .00 csiér’h s =
:-;rcldt,‘n:&f;u:e 5.:’:1 bkt 15520 0 5 1.3% 1.5% en ¥ “""':::n £5.5m f, 1% P = =
% iela 13.8% 15.4% 21.0% 14.8% 20.4% h eston 4 bR 7N £.340n .30
I ) iy 7.1 y 2. e £S5
# Sxcluding Mabrorolitan Pelics by %.1;)?: ;-‘:05:45: cé;::hh - =
pal £5.2400  £.0030  £10.50h £.081a £.10ta

£8.75In -4 £13.5ph -
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The effect of holdback on indi

Budzet
total
weenditure
)

Middlesbrouan
Stockton-on-Tees

Carrick
Rerrier
North Corneall
Pemsith .02
Restorael £2.9%n
CRBRIA £148.207n
Allerdale £4.7558
Barrow in Furness £4.047
Carlisle £3,H40a
Copeland £4.216a
Eden £1.546n
Souih Lakeland £4.415
DERBYSHIRE £273,128a
Aaber Vailey £4.538
- Bolsover £3.446n
Chesterfield £6.0%5
Derby £13.090n
Erewash £4,550n
Hish Peak £3.78%
North East Derbrshire £4.640n
South Derbyshire £2.1240
West Derbyshire £2.830
TEVN £271.10%
East Devan £4.424
Exeter £4.270n
o £.7178
YRoUl
South Haas "'g.'::
Teinbridse £4.45n
Hid Devon 51,95,
Torbar “' o5
Torridse S0
West Deuon 2.5
£1.43%
DORSET
Bournenauth 21239.0791
Christchurch +52%a
North Dorset £1.724n
Poole £1.3620
Purbeck. £5.623m
West Dorset :2143:70.
Wermouth ang p 1487n
Winbourne e £2.%62n
2,292,

Performance asainst
Volume

GRE

£.6¢7h

£3.6ph

£-3.6¢h

£7.2¢h

£.3%  £20.2h
£.1%%  £19.30h
£ ilde S1.7ph
.19 £6.0¢h
£.330m  £13.5¢h
£-.001a £-4.3ph
£.43%  £-.8ph

fI5.6622  g-.iph
£-.46ln  £-1.7ph
£-.170n £.5¢h
£.13a  £1,9h

£.03%-  £-6.4eh
£-.015.  £7.2ph
£.045 £.30h
£.005.  £-.25h
£915 15,30
£.045  £1.06h

£.150  £-11,0eh

=019 920
5 4.5
£.045 53,00
£.06%  £-3,9¢h
£-.497n £2.3ph
£.0578  £-7,3eh
Edlin g2 ph
£.0880 g4, 1ph
£-7.3¢h

Table 2

authorities

Copy No.,

£600m Hol dback
Small GRE |

£.0450

difs

La|

£.314n

£-.024a

£.05%
£.023

£-.0038
£-.0718

£.1068
£-.0128

n

£6.737n :
£1.632n  £.010m
£2.345n  £.032
£10.769  £.662n
£5.560n  £-.151n
£7.111n  £-.0820
£2.142a  £.044a
£147.511n  £4.4728
£4.0780  £-.2678
2,515 £-.007a
2,263  £.075e
£3.017n  £.006a
£3.3%n  ¢-.116n
£2.4040  £.05%
£424.654n  £9,554n
£5.34%  £- 5508
£3.9%0  £.307
B.4400 £, 149m
8.5 £.421n
£3.3150  £.050m
.55 £.42n
£4.884n  £-,290m
%040 £155
£16.549  £.¢4m
.1 £-,000m
£12.9m g .27e
£.4%0  £.060m
R.546n  £-,005
e ———

nst
ainst

£3.6¢h
£41.5¢h
£-4.8eh
£-2.6¢h
£8.0rh
£5.3¢7h
£1.6¢h
£-9.50h

£6.2¢h

£-5.7#h
£-10.5¢0h
£-8.6rh
£.6rh
£-1.0ph

£-1.4ph
£10.6rh
£-2.3eh
£4.47h
£10.0rh
£-4.5¢h
£5.47h
£-4.9¢ph
£-.4¢h
£6.9¢7h
£11.2¢rh
£8.6¢h
£-.5eh

£.5eh

Table 2

thorities

6 o 40
. #E

B o
w1

S
Bz

£.073

Cory No,,,,
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c Copy N, ,

ORD 4HD WORCESTER
rove

ford

Leoainsier

Halvern Hills

Redditeh

South Hererordshire
Horcester

Krchavon

Nrre Forest

HERTFORDSHIRE
Broxbourne

Dacorua

East Herifordshire
Hertsaere

North Hertfordshire
St Albans
Stevenase

Three Rivers
watford

Welwn Hatfield

HUNEERSITE

. Beverler

Boothfarry
Clesthoress
Slanford

great Grimsby
Holderness
Kinsston upon Hull
North Wolds
Scunthorre

ISLE (F WIGHT
Medina
South Wisht

KENT

Ashford

Canterbury

Dartford

Dover

6illinshan

6raveshas

Maidstone

Rochester ypon Medsay
Sevenoaks

Y
Swale
T
onbridse and Maj
Topitre e ™

£293.116a

£5.514n
£4.183
£4.757a
£5.587a
£4.0772
£6.046m
£5.260m

£271.5¢3
£3.550n
£3.647n
£4.452
£3.5%
£5.28%
£1.702a
£19.397n

£6.093m

£34.013a
£3.131a
£2.7%a

£421.285
£3.768a

ﬁ 241n
£5.9%%
£2.526a
£4.616n
£3.864n
£6.727n
£5.0470
£5.153
£5.08%
£8.35%n
£4.384n
£4.2260

£13.607n
£.313n
£.460a
£.0450
£,405a
£.36%
£-.020a
£2.337n

£949Q

2.6
£.144n
£.016a

£19.062¢
£-.068a
£.480m
£.163a

£.326n
£-.124n
£-.09a
£-.091a
£-1.050m
£-.04%
£-.677
£-.31%
£-.06%
£.150

£6.9¢h
£-2.8¢h
£11.6ph
£9.0rh
£15.6¢ph
£5.0ph
£2.5¢h
£37.6ph
£10.9¢h
£12.4ph
£25.47h

£1.7¢h
£-.7ph
£16.6¢h
£17.5¢h
21.3eh
£3.9¢h
£-.5ph
£19.1ph
£10.2ph
£25.2ph

£-1.6¢h
£6.0ph
£14.4ph

£~4.1ph
£-.4rh
£12.9¢h
£18.7¢h
£7.0¢h
£-15.4ph
£3.0ph
£1.5ph
£-5.6ph
£9.7¢h
£9.8¢h
£-.7rh
£11.6ph
£10.2¢h
£5.9ph

£.219

£3.46%a
£4.75%
£4.610a

£2.0%a £-.004m
£4.417n £-3.24%
£4.000m  £.03%
2.711n  £.153

£2.880m  £.124m
£3.657n  £-.006a
£3.151n  £.381a
£190.3%n  £9.366a
£2.%d¢n  £-,091m
£2.859  £-.052a

£5.43%  £.082a

£3.335  £-.008a
£9.53n  £.877a
£2.94%n =
£5.53n  £-.1%n
£150.295  £-,007a
£2.766m  £-.484m
£1.8480  £-,001m
£1.733  £-,003n
£3.5300  £.106a
£9.802n  £-.276a
£1.985n  £.09m

R.73n 1215

£-.5eh
£12.6¢h
£-4.5¢h
£4.%h
£.3rh
£-1.0rh

£-5.1ph
£-7.orh
£-2.87h
£20.2¢h
£-2.8¢rh
£15.9¢h
£-9.1ph

£1.4¢h

£-16.0ph
£18.9¢h
£3.5eh
£-4.0rh
£-3.4¢rh
£3.4¢h
£4.8¢7h
£.5¢h

j‘lo"mtul dx’lerer\tm
4)

£7.6%5a

£.21%

£.107a
£.41%

= Table 2 .
The effect of holdbach v horities i
Budset  Performa inst 4 n Hol dba ok MOn Hol dback
Fntal Voluae . E Laraen goe LORE  Lirger gre
expenditure Snae g reren difienentjy) GRE
(69} e W)

FEIE0BR, .

o

1 B




Table 2

i CONFIDENTIAL

H] Ciiay
The effect of holdback on individua thorities i
Budoet Performance asainst £600n Hol dba ok
total  Vold Ly 11 & Laraen gre
ex»end:l‘{r's tar : '7l?fev‘=rrll-x1
@
N £1,33
Be i
3t t.i1én
Castle Morpeth g
Trnedale £:01om
wansbeck >
MORTH YGRKSHIRE £201.7t1a £5.375
Craven 2.20% £.084m
Haabletan £2.400a 3
Harrosate £8.448a £.71én
Richmondshire £2.02% £.086n
Rredale £2.8%3 £.062n
Scarboroush £5.437n =
Selby £3.4%0m £.130m
York £5.040m =
NOTTINGHANSHIRE £301.8422
ashiield £4.505
Bassetlaw £6.076a
Broxtose £4.3%0n
Gedling £4.028n
Mansfield £5.65%
. Nesark £4,300m
Nottinshaa £18.353a
Rusheliffe £4.065a =
CQXFORDSHIRE £155.912a £12.8¢h £2.027a £1.778a
g:e'::ﬂ £3.5%n £-.9vh £.051m £.03%
E £5.753 £-5.6ph - 5
South Oxfordshire £4.43% £-2.2¢rh = -
Vale of Hhite Horse £.131 £-1.7¢h z -
West Oxfordshire £2.577a £-2.8ph £.028m £.015a
mlff 12,55  £6.126a  £-4.50h £3.9% £2.7%a
R P £1.6148  £-.011n £1.2¢h = -
e £1.743 £-.040  £2.4ph- 2 5
Sheaeshory. <ot Atrian g.mos £.040m £11.8¢h £.052» £.067l_
South Shropehire 243 £-,057a £1.7¢h =
The it s 14720, £.100a £5.5¢h £.058n- £.06in
.56 L6308  £17.50h £.4450 £.63
SOMERSET
Satls fI5.7% .88 fl4sh ge.getn R0
P 4 L6700 .00 £-5.4p £.020 L.
T B3 &2 o415 = 5
Nest Somerset D% o0t e . "
Yeosil D £.004n  po16.3p £.010n 084
M7 £.0% 4,06 £.061n £.050n

F&
Witishire

0 eborty

1
gy

i
£ { holdbat
e effect Of

Budaet

i
expend

£7.737m
£2.6%n

£1.016a

£.103
£.036a

£5.504n
£-.005n
£.183
£-.067a
£-.119n
£.330n

£-7.0eh

£.5¢h
£10.5¢h
£22.1ph
£4.1rh
£16.9ph
£-.2¢h

£-3.1ph
£20.2¢h
£-1.9¢h
£-2.77h
£36.5rh
£-3.3rh

£2.5¢h
£10.5eh

£-6.47h
£4.7eh
£-3.6¢h
£-2.9vh
£34.97h
£-10.6ph

Table 2

Cory o

_ £600n Hol dback

Smal

differential
(€]

£.08%
15,273
£.118

£.06%

Larser &2
differentis]

3

Ak

£6.517a
£.161a

£.741a
£.0%m

L.14dn
£.1302

£7.6518

£.191n

6,414
£.400

£.015
£.140m
£.104
£3.63

£.05%

£-.061a

R 3



= CONFIDENTIAL Sl d Table 2 Copy No. e
The eitect of holdback on individual authorities

Table 2 Corr No...,

d authorities
i asainst £600n 1
gud;;tm s EOO’:E““TCI( asainst £600m Hol dback
- o araer Small 6o Lahaim ek
expenditure ¢ GRE ditferential =5H"-;'rn_-n1vf1£ c‘;,c;‘:ntff it
(§0) @ 3) 4y s ; erential - differen
(8] 3 (4. )
YETROPOLITAN AUTRORITIES
GREATER MANCHESTER y
Bolion Tia 5
Bury
Manchester !
> Oldhee ¥
Rochdale 17 r
Salford :
Stockeort {57(’:’ B
Taveside 2,645 U:Lph
Traiford £64.8972  £.0492  £-13.3eh
Wimn £100.728a  £4.8%%m £24.8¢h
MERSEYSIIE £139.944n £19.33a  £15.7sh £6.62 £3.43%
Kaokiles £64.109  £2.570n £5.7¢h £2.047n £1.67%
Liverrool £205.065 £14.155a £43.2ph £7.543n £3.5%a
St Helens £65.12m  £1.4a  £34.4eh £1.624n £1.7128 S
Sefton 882,57  £.730m  £-36.3¢h £.628n £.244n L
Mirral £102.437n  £.77%  fl.deh £.955 £.7%%
SQUTH YCRKEHIRE £148.625n £22.380n  £49.1ph
Zarnsley £73.627a  £2.70% £36.3ph £2.209 - £2.370s
Doncaster £98.070n 28 .Seh = =
. Rotherhan £2.M% £-.13  £28.3¢h - -
Sheftield (02317 £14.530  £55.66h £10.645  fl14.280
g'fww £127.417n £11.507m  £33.1ph £6.397n £3.724m E g
eshead £9.04n  £3.754  £29.7¢h £2.367n £2.405 E' A7 o
Neseasile uron Tone £8.55a 5.701a  fif2.Geh  £7.69%  £i1.04w t,',,,,ﬂm g b -
Narth Trneside £67.571a  £.777a  £52.8eh £.667n £.7688 b L it £-E'0€S: F. %
South Trneside £9.485 1503 £S0.8¢h  £1.0%0m  £1.276m Prhealor oo S T
Sunderland 08,25 £7.064  £42.3rh £3.141a £3.497n o i o TR
EST NIDLANDS 45on e £48.7%n  £-.048n = =
e £198.765% £19.753  £6.6¢h £10.326  £10. 3 £51.69  £1.601a £1.37 £1.05
cw";‘"’“' £348.553 £11.730m  £15.50h £15.531a £14,091a firef £39.5458  £6.745 £5.154n £7.3578
M'm" ﬂfo;.m. £5.170m  £10.6eh £4:287n 5;-72314: 49 2
7918 £5.5M  £-9,6ph £3.4870 . b ieation Authoni, ¢ £4.806 £4.5060
S M4 .27 g e D565k il e
Solihull = £455.544n  £5.606a  £7.2¢h
Wiz} £5.865% £-.467a  £-11,9h =
P e £91.381n £12.791n  £41.2eh £4.811n £5.319
£4.00  £9.3%0m  £44.20h £5.040.  £5.680m
WEST YORKSH|
Bradford e S164.600n £22.4160  £12.80h £6.551n £7.904n
Calderdale E4.731n  £.544n  £15.8ph £1.0288 £.555
Kirklees 2.5 £.a2Tn  £39.0ph £.456n 5-4977'
s EUS.7408 107948  £12.9ph £3.1%n £2.8e7n
Mekefielg 212454 512,069  £3.0h £7.919 £6.6510
£5.520  £-.00m  £27.7ph z

g 1 1
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Perfornance asainst Hol dback et Of holdback of
Volune E  Larser BRE mhe ¢ oantormance asainst 00n Hol dback
tarset GRE differential ! E Larser GRE
) @ @) differential
. D 2 “
p A Ly i
Sath 2
Kinsswood 3¢ b
Northavon 6 o .
g nsdrke 3 ax I,
Woodsering 3 6.2
3 £33.37! 7.3 7.5 2.0¢
EETFRSHIRE S0 - £33.3rh 750 1 .
North Bedfordshire -7 £3.0¢h 3 - : i 1.7:
Leton 74 £3.3¢h 4p dp ; g by
Nid Bedfordshire -.3.52 E,Srh - » 2 1,," 6 :
South Bedfordshire 3.2% £3.5¢h 1.7p 1.7p : £-2.3eh - =
BERKSHIRE 5.9 E-udeh 9.3 7.00 b
Bracknell 7.5 £l2.4ph 2.2¢ 2.9 17/3;';‘ =y a.ep.
Newbury 17.2% £-1.9h 1.3 13 67..6Ph 2.1r 2.4
Readins 14.8% £23.1#h 3.6p 5.5p il g -5-1’
Sloush =94 £-.2¢h - - g f:‘g:‘,;vh ! &
Windsor and Maidenhead 5.3% £-5.07h l.ip 3 o _:3' o £-5.5¢h = »
Hokinshan . - £-1.8¢h = = il - 4% £.6¢h = =
EUCKINGHAMSHIRE 12.8% £16.9ph {1.0p 10.0¢ £8 10.0e 3.4
Arlesbury Vale -1 £1.6¢h 7 = o 3
South Buckinshasshire =9.6% £-8.0rh = —2p 2.1p 2.3
Chiltern -, £3.9¢h s = 2.2 4.9
Milton Kevnes 7.4% £21.8¢h 3.5¢ 5.2 3.2p 470
Wrcoade - £-1.5¢h - - 5 -
c»mmsesmz 9:9% £.3ph 9.7p 7.5¢ 2.5¢ 34
Cambridse =204 £-.1rh - - = =
FE‘ ,ff Canbri dseshire S £ dp 3 e Lée 1.00
il 2.8 4.2 - =
i S5 2,20 - - e 6.8 £-.1rh 9.50 7.2
o R 99 2.1eh 3.6¢ 5.50 ] RS g 3
ridseshire 25 £-8.00h 3 -2 o BEC 3 T
ki 4.91 £1.9¢h 1.6p -4p
ucﬁlf 5.3 E16.deh 11300 9.9¢ s 6% £-6.4eh 2 B
Consleton 2LEL fi2qeh 2.5¢ 3.3 :“" ~6X  £-7.2eh - =
Creve and Nntuich =z £9.6¢h - - 1-3511 £.3¢h A ~3_'
Ellesnere Port ang Nest (s i . 3 N 2, e ; 2.00
Rty on 0.7 7.7 210 2.4p k ¥ 5.3 1.9 3
Macelestield 0.7 12,90 2.6¢ 3.50 3.2 £1.0eh 9 B
Riipni L e - 5 16.9C  £-11.0eh .6p -6
Warrinston A% £10.5en 6P e Py . % B
10X £13.56h = - by £8.2¢h -
gy B4l 4,90 - 2
33 3.2k 1.00 1.0
f T3 £-3.90h 1.1» -5
b 2.3 2.3 - 3
b oy 800 £7.30 K3 -1
g S g-12.4eh = 8e
44 g4 tph 1.80 L7
24 g-7.80h S5 -le
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Performance a%ainst
Voleae 5
tapgel erential PR " )
(63} 3 performance asainst i Holdback
i Larser G5E
11.0p
treat 2.9
; e 5 3l 6.7¢
Easinaton 5.7 3.3;
Sedsetield 1.1p 17
Teesdale 4p 2
Hear Valley 4 4,50 2
oF
BEf;M.nn e e 2.5 sk b 4 3.5 :
- CuiP g - E
Eastbourne 176611 ?lésxsr':) 304p = ‘.',,., 3.5¢p 5.3 :
Ketins s ,5p 34 o
Hove _'31 £N7'97V: T = 6.1p 5.0
Leves y z "’ = = 3 T
Rother -2'41_ E;’ ;”: 5 ' I_P :
P 8¢ -
alie A 2.2 4 - * N by
ES5EX 1 D s § 3; - 3
Basilden : ~.3ph 9.3 =4 k. L
Braintree 2 % £22.6ph 3 :f» 57;)' 1'91 Lir 1.1p
Brentwoon 9.2 £-1.4ph 1.3 iy % £10.9¢h &¥
d 1.3p g, 8
e 8.07 : 5 8 £12.4¢h 25 i
Castle Point g » Sild 2.6 3.4
_ Chelasford L3t i AP £25.4¢h % <5
Colchestar 27 1.0 ¥
Erping Forest ‘.‘i.OZ - 1.0p 5.
Harlow T =
¥aldon 19,41 ]*'ZP 176 142:
Rochford -3 °'3’ A Llp
Southend-on-Sea 1.5 g 3' dp i A
Tendring 9.2 2'2’ 2p 3 P
Thurrock -3.4% «CP 2.6p B o | 8 i
Uttlestord L3 £Lee by % s 3.2 e
26 £-9.5¢h 3 e Ldr 1.8
SLOUCESTERSHIRE 4p -.4p - 3 5.9
Cheltenhan 3.5¢ 56.20h : L i
Cotswold 3,01 U .0p 4.9 % o 3.60 Tl
:{H‘est of Déan =38 5m a = ! ..082 £££.0Ph 1.9 a.1p
oucester 42 £-10.50h = «drh e 9
Stroud 2 8 '6rh .60 -.6p by sy
Tewkesbury 411 i .2p -.3p - s £~4.1ph 9.4
g £.6ph = G -2.91 d .4 6.7¢
e— 29 t-1.0mh 7n 5,- p : 12.0% 51‘:29‘:: s S
Basinsstoke and Deane &Th  £-Ldsh b “‘-g £18.7¢h 3.2 4.60
EE:“ Haarshire T 810,69 5.7p 4.20 t 0% £7.0eh .5¢ N3
5 stleish 11,61 "2:3rh - - oy 3 '61 £-15.4¢h 2 1.3
ok 6L e L:3r e :;,"‘ Meday 3E s = A
7.8 g N ‘ : 2. e = :
.0 2.1% &
":'w‘“ 23 e 23 2.9 : S 3 A
1% s 2 o ¢ - -
Nev Farest, ~6.9% £5.4¢h 1.9 2.0 b " L £9.8rh = =
Portsaouih 2 £~4.9ph Y g ,.‘:m,.._“, 15.3% P 7 2
Rushmgor : -lz £-.4ph % 6_ g, ~4.6% £11.60h S .
i"‘hﬂu el £6.9¢h 3.2¢ 3 '5: -: X £10.2¢h & c
st iley 2.9 tga’: - s SS9 1.9¢ atr
£-.5¢h 2 -
— .8
£.50 ! 6P

e
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Performance amainst 2600n Holdback
11 & ‘
€ Larser GRE

ars X on performance adainsi

tarset diff i £
W @ 3 ) e e ditferential
taroe erentia;
@
LANCASHIRE 5.00 0 :
Blackburn o’ 6.5¢ 5.9
Blackeool 2 = e -
Burniey - =
Chorley ¢ 1.7
Fride £3.0¢h - E = - .
Hrndburn . «4eh 2.8 3.3¢ dr J4p
Lancaster 3.3 £14.00h - d &
Pendle .82 £17.0eh oo
Preston S.8% £9.4ph 2.3 3.9 2.1p
Ribdble Valler 212 £5.4¢h 1.3p 1 1.2 1.4p
Rossendale -3.0% £31.5¢h - F b & -
South Ribble =.8% £-3.6ph - 4 i %.2? 4.7
West Lancashire -2 £.6¢h = = 1.9 2.14r
Wre 3.8% £4.3¢h 1.1p 1oty Ll 1.0p 8
LiV.IPR - -
LEICESTERSHIRE 2,41 £-9.0eh 5.2p 3.4 £4.2¢h Lir 1.1p
Blaby -.8% £-3.7ph ! & _' £4.5¢h - =
Charnwood =2.3% £-5.6¢h - - 3
Harboroush 16.0X  £-3.8¢h 1.2p Sp 3.6¢ 6.0¢
Hinckler and Bosworth 10,1 £-3.3ph 1.2¢ ; &b f E.SP 1.7¢
Leicester 4.2 i3k 2.8 i L 3.2¢ 4.6
g, «D L=
Melton 15.7X 5-.1',‘5;}) 1 i: g ; . .%p 60
North West Leicestershire T 543 i ’ -5
Cadbr and Hisston 7.3 £-4.3eh e lige 15
Rutland 6.0 £-2.3eh 1.3 e " we
'B.ostn i _5'42 ¥ 9.4p T.1e i .
East Lindser i £-.1eh = - = L9 £12.30h 2.60 2.3
Lincoln i £-.5¢h Ldp 1.00 b L2 £-.9h 3 2
North & EHR.eh .6r .9 =S4 £5.6eh - .
Kesteven 7.2 Moshire
South Holland - it ni 1.1r B0 i 3R 2.2 - =
South Kesteven 6L £4.9h L.t 3¢ biiry T £-1.7sh - -
West Lindsey o £.3¢h - - S £-2.8eh 3 2
0% £-1.0ph 1.dp 9 EH
NORFOLK i 6.4X  £4.50h 9.3¢ 6.60
Brecklang 6.0 £-5.1ph 3.8¢ 6.2¢ g =9 £1.2¢h - -
Broadland “3.6L £~7.6eh < sl b -3.0% £2.40h 9 i
Breat Yarmouth 2. £-2.8eh o = 450 £11.8eh 1.80 2.4
North Norjolk 2.5 £20.28h 2.00 2.9 3% £1.7h - -
Norwich: 16-. £-2.82h 2 - 193-41 £5.5¢h 1.9 2.00
Sauth Norfolk <9 £15.9ph 3.00 S X £17.5¢h kBL 4.4
West Norfali - £ 9.1ph b i ¥
S 4 2 4 b 3.7 £1.4ph 5.9 4.5
NORTHAYPTONSH] a8 X £-5.4eh 3p A
Carby E - £-16.0eh . . 'a:f,f .3 S4.1rh 3 3
g:venm 2000 £18.95h = 2 | ;0‘-31 - = s
st Northametonshi =11 £3.5 E I £-16.3¢h 20 -1.5¢
Kettering i -2 lH.O:: & i Lex £4.0eh 4p e
Atllaxion LI R 1.2» 6p
f&‘?i".,..,.“"‘“", orshire e Ban =z g
b S 1.6 1.60
£.5¢h 1.5¢ 1.2¢
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fordshire Moorlands
Trent

Tamorih

SUFFOK
Babersh

Forest Heath
Irswich

Hid Suffolk

St Edaundsbury
Suffolk Coastal
Wavener

Suildford

Mole Valler

Reismte and Banstead
Runavaede

Seelthorne

Surrey Heath
Tandridse -
Raver]er

Wokins

RARNICKSHIRE

North Warwickshire
Kuneaton and Bedworth
Rusby

Stratford on dvon
Warvick

WEST Sussex
Adur

Arun
Chichester
Crawley
Horshaa
Hid Sussex
Worthing

North Wiltshire.
isbury

Thases doun

West Wiltshire

“e  ERERa
NRAREARS

o

& o
BRI ]

n

5.1

6.4%
12.6%
=3
-8
3n.8%
A2
3.01
8%

42
=3
7.0¢

;-

2.
19,07

£-7.0ph

£.5ph
£10.5¢h
£2.1¢h
£4.1¢h
£16.9¢h
£-.2¢h

£-3.1ph
£20.2¢h
£-1.9¢h
£-2.7¢h
£36.5¢h
£-3.3sh

£2,5¢h
£10.5¢h

£6.4ph
£4.7¢h
£-3.6¢h
£-2.9h
£24.9ph
£-10.6¢h

10.4¢ 8.7¢
1.8 1.8p
2.9p 4.1p
1.5¢ 1.3¢
1.5¢ 1.4p
1.5p 1.2r
S.7¢ 4.6p
7e e
1.8¢ 1.8»
3p 2p
9.7¢ 7.4p
2.4p 3.00
3.5¢p 5.3
1.4¢ 1.1
9.4p .8p
3.3 4.9
.3 e
1.0p 9
.6p i
9.2r 6.3
1.2¢ .5p

e

"

-

10.0X
4.2
6.3%
9.6X
3.4%
-1.0%
20.0%
14.32

13.3x
X

12.6%
7.6%

£B.1rh
£29.7ph
£112.3¢h
2.8ph
£30.8ph
£42.3¢h

£6.6¢h
£15.5¢h
£10.6¢h
£-9.6¢rh
£28.7¢h
£-11.9¢h
£41.2¢h
£44.20h

£12.8eh
£15.8¢ph
£39.0rh
£12.90h

£8.0rh
£27.70h

Performance asainst 1 “u-‘mk ot

iy GRE = Larger

tarset e Qlitere 1 o
) @ “ 3

2.6¢.
8.8p
8.6p
S.4r
11.4p

13.8¢
13,90

3.80
2.2
3.1r
8.9
7.8¢
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Performance asainst ™ Holdback o of hol dbac
of e

Voluae '('u‘ e {.urm 3 et Jolume /R £6
tarset drfferential diffepen ver e 3 Larser 6RE
(7)) @ ()] (€9 | spend rate bill differential
m 2) 3 &)

LONDON AUTHGRITIES

Sittied London X £9,342.7rh - =
Canden 4 9 3
Sreenwich
r Hackner \ ]
Hazaersuith end Fulham b
Islinston
Kensinston and Chelsea . £16
Lanbeth Lt 18.5 513
Levishan £128.0rh . 19.5¢ 216
Southeark £131.9¢#h = - 5 23
Tover Haalets £190.9¢h 11.5¢0 20.7¢
Wandsworth £24.9¢h - =
Westainster £47.3ph - B ke 27 :,:;
£263 i2 £19
Barking and Dasenban 3.4% £96.8eh 8.5p 11.8¢ r £280 :’f
Barnet T £2.3ph - = 1 ose 22 &7
Bexler =42 £41.5ph = - ¥ £299 £30 1
Brent 1.6 975 15.0¢ 20.4p b £306 27 2
Broaler - £9.87h = = o @
Crovden = £10.9¢h g =
Ealing S £25.1¢h - - £23
Eaficld ‘ 52 .26 3.7 2.3 =
Harinaer 4.5 £120.4ph 8.3 27.4p -5 £3
Harros 440 £46.8eh i1.4r 13.2 7.4% £24 21
Havering -A% £35.4ph - < -2 £319 =
Hillinsdon -7 £34.5¢h & -
Hounslow 9.5%  £82.4ph 3 " B e 9,97
Kinsston-upon-Thanes ~4.1% 527..0:}\ 1;.6_? ‘3.3.' }:“" 2.0 £275 £24 £18
Merton 43 £27.0h = S il 5 £185 517 £13
Redbrid 0.9 £100.1rh 6.1 22.60 ke 2% £169 €15 £
feaiiied 42 £8.7¢h 8.4p 7.4p b =Y £213 £19 4
Richmond-uron-Thases =L £2T.60h ’ 4,’:4 9.9% £237 £24 3
Sutton : o N v eship <
et LA 2o 4.8 3.7 ; 4 2% S s £
9.9%  £106.4ph 16.6p 22.7» b 5.3
Tnner London Education Authority ¥
6. iy 21.8% £25 28 21
Greater London Counci] I g s AE i iy -.1% 2% 22 £20
B £7.2¢h 13 S ith
40 g 3.3 £219 £20 £8
10.7 £254 27 26
\— e 10.7 12 23 2
'l"u ~1.6% £280 £26 £24
"y A% 223 21 £20
1.0 £220 £20 £18
| -
‘\\__ SR "~

B RN S~ S-S
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Voluse 1981/82
guer  Averale

spend rate dill di
) ® Laraer &€
2 differential
CLEVELMD 5.7 @ 75
tartlesool
Lansbaursh
Middlesbroush g
Stocktonon-Tees £16
£
CORNHALL 8.8 2
Caradon 8.0% £13
Carrick 8.3% £153% 13
Kerrier =S5.1% £144 e i3
North Cormsall 26.6% £157 o £18
Pensith -1.0% £148
Restornel -2.5% £164 o5 .
CUERIA 4§12 fg £17
Allerdale -15.32 1 : £ £4
Barrow in Furness 4.;1 f‘,lg o ey "5 5
Garlisle £13 £12 % =
14.5% £174 £18 4 £
Copeland 2 £18 % ]
S e £11 %
Eden = - 3 £ 5
South Lakel e i 2 £10
Lakeland ~ix £170 o5 i
TERBYSHIRE 54X 533 ?61
Anber Valler X = 2|
Bolsover 10'0? 5167 £15 £13 E ]
Chesterield m e £15 £13 523 &7
Derby L £477 £19 219 £ £20
Eaicy 13.41 2204 2 = 520 515
Hish Peak o b €15 13 a o1 4
North East Derbyshire o £4 £1 e = o
South Derbrshire S s £19 £18 b o 21 €15
Nest, Derbvshire L 57 o . : £274 poss o
6.4% £185 £19 o6 2 92 £213 29 £24
EVON b .4 £218 £19 4
East Devon 6.8% il 513 £250 2 817
Exeter B opg s18 o4 ' e 28 £25 517
North Devon 6.1 183 07 I
Piants W ke £13 : 3.5%
South Haas G g1 - ‘i p 00 40 £ £10
Teisnbridse -6 oy - 4 A S e £13 10
Mid Devon- LS g £ te ' L £10 5%
Torbay - pm o s & T £10 3
Tarivh T £14 £11 ol £205 £11 £9
Vest Devan & oy ?f; £18 e 2.9 237 £14 £
16.9% £159 £ i, ) 2
DORSET £16 £10 g, ine X Th
Bournesouth 3 112'57: ;348 £ 9
Christchun -8.4% : 70 £17 £2
Nerh Dorsat A - - ¥ e Sy g2 )
Poole T £ ] 2-31 £267 £19 7
Purbeck 12,31 ] £ 22-31 £e22 23 9
Hest Dorset 5 2 < - R £20 £17
emauth ang pong 304 e b . S B 13 )
Hisbourne 4.1 = £ i 228 513 £10
214 £ 3 Tx £216 £16 i
£l - LR 513 £10
5 £211 £10 3
R 252 £15 £
» =1.0% £259
i ——

|
i
|
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() @ 3] :‘ € Larger €
1 differential
FEREFORD AND KCRCESTER 4
B we
£13
Malvern Hills £15
Redditch i3
South Herefordshire £13 L
Worcester £13
Wrehavon i
Wyre Forest 211 2
£il =
FERTFORISHIRE 312 £13
Broxbourne 18.9% £260 £17 £13
Dacorca -9.9% £203 £16 “44 £7 |
East Hertfordshire 7.9% £278 £20 f‘f £i1
Hertsaere .12 £348 7 2t £13
North Hertfordshire -8 £288 515 £14 £i4
St Albans -4 81 : e
Stevenase 1,01 203 ?‘7 £14
Three Rivers 1 %5 £7 £15 £7
Matford oe £ 510 £17 &7
Helurn Hatfi i = £20 3
Y ield 4.7t Py tis e =
RMBERS & . i
Ewerlelvni 12?7. >
Soothierry > £z 21 £16 £9
o 2481 121 515 = £ 8
Cleethorses L5 2o £14 ~ =
slanford O £159 £15 213 2 3
Great Grimsby " £143 £19 £18 i3
12.1% £138 S.4%
Hol derness L £16 £13 3 i £150 3l :
Kinaston uron Hull ; 1% £14 511 e N £15 s
North Holds st e o5 il 9 10.0 £160 £16 £12
3.4% £128 i .2 £173 £14 £11
Scuntharpe 14 12 7 7
B £170 21 e g I &7 17 £
- | i «-Z é:m £16 £
Nedina 9.5% e T 186 133 12
) 19.0% )
South Wisht 6-;1 £1%2 £19 £15 S & £16 £12
& A L2 £18 £14 :: 6.0¢
hshiord 5.2 e s &= £15 £10
Canterbury 2.9 i 7t £195 £17 £12
Bartiord 12,08 g‘; gg £13 it _3'3511 £183 £17 £14
Dover- L S o £1B i 2% gt s14 £10
Gillinshaa & an = o , £201 £20 £17
Graveshaa 0.4 gy £5 £12 = 1 £17 £11
Kidstone -3.6% £213 §‘,§ £ Mm - £162 £14 £10
Rochest, 2.2 £13
Sevenm: uron Nedway 2y 22109 £18 013 by -20
Sherus £ % £17 £12 i OF galy - -
v 1990 popy b, ¥hing -1
% = Ee o 3 2 m i S
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