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CABINET

MINISTERIAL COMMITTEE ON ECONoMIC STRATEGY

RATE SUPPORT GRANT SETTLEMENT 1982-83

yemorandum by the Secretary of State for the Environment

i, Cabinet invited me on 12 November to prepare further exemplifica- :
tims of the effects on the English local authorities of provisional E

assumptions of total local authority current expenditure, other than
musing, of £18,000 million, of .increases averaging £2,50 a week on
gouncil house rents, and of Rate Support Grant %RSG) percentages of
5, 56 and 57 (CC(81)36th, Item 5).

¢ Exemplifications are attached.

3. Expenditure assumptions The expenditure assumptions are set out
In kppendix A in the same form as ig the Apoendix to C(81)55. They
show the apportionment between services of the extra..CZOOm 'chatth
fm“et agreed to add to the total of current expenditure; a“% o
*ls of grant payable before holdback for each grant percentage.

o consider urgently with

Y Housin ; & SelE

i Cabinet invited me t J
:25 mg%cr@fﬂw the treatment of surpluses on housing ;e:e!i‘zewhich
lnsy"sS (HRA).T am exploring with the Chief Secretary WHU ooy
Ise g 2thorities could be encouraged to generate suChtsangferring
they g for the repayment of housing debt instead of It‘ransfer o?
i’ the rate fund, The exemplifications assumeegoex e
asse:urpluses to the rate fund, and the grant relat 1uspare Tote
| set oy "SNtS (GREs) of authorities potentially in ::;gn g fo the
a“‘"Dlus?em rather than at a negative figure cort

: i this treatment
Thepe s ising from =

[ Couppyc Meht be public expenditure costs an Toe to the chang
In p 8luses Unlesspthe Chie? Secretaryt}-::sa:ﬁn:? agabinet also noted

thyt -2 Convent sed on SAsaOp T

‘ lncregf otal Tn*ociilozags }gggggng were not to be i::",.ings of about

s ni1};2Veraging £2.50 would require offset*-i“f, not think however
Lion on housing capital expenditure.
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that it would be poli t.i(;ally acceptable tq r

any further - I am putting a separate Puperczt the houg

therefore recommend that the RSG settlement f) Cabin tsf”ftc

assumption of an average rent increase of ‘C’Smuld i abg,

of HRA surpluses - but only on the undor-sta;‘éso ang 4y

not met by an offsetting reduction in hOUSinglzgpF}gat Lhz
1 al,

t

Decisions to be taken on RSG Settlement

6. There are four main issues for decision:

i. The expenditure targets for each authorj ¢
y.

ii. The grant percentage.

iii. The various block grant parameters i
distribution. which deterpip, the 5,

iv. The timing of the settlement and of an

2 ] prelin
ment of decisions. Y Preliningy 4,

Expenditure Targets

7. In constructing the expenditure targets for individual ay
I have followed the methodology described in earlier papers ;‘c 5
Cabinet and MISC 21. This takes account of each authority's o
ture level in 1981-82 in relation to (a) its volume target for
year (5.6% below the 1978-79 level) and (b) its GRE. (Thee
of housing surpluses from the grant system has enabled me tos
the way in which the housing component is treated. This is exlis
in Appendix B).

8. These targets will be tough, mainly because of the real sque
imposed by our cash factors of 4% and 9%. For nearly all auth
the targets lie in the range from 2.5% below to 5% above their b
revised budgets. Authorities with a 5% cash increase might be&
to meet their targets with only small reductions in volume 1:{or o
inflation is no more than about 6%. But if pay settlemen’s [
major local authority group (teachers, manuals, police € S
4% the targets will look much less realistic, even fo ductions:
5% cash increases, and will imply substantial volume r¢

9.

But there are some serious problenms.
jties
10. The methodology we have used means that 268 BUthogiture terg

including 35 of the shire counties, will have an_exgagjfﬁcun{ﬁf‘

below their GRE. This risks a substantial politiC8~ royre, G,
believe that if we are to rgducz local authority expg“gfmtf%"”m
low spenders as well as the high spenders must make Syu ‘50¥
Some - but not all - of our supporters would agree: autg‘
e have specifically exempted from holdback of EIéVC expeotfliet
who are spending at or below their GRE. We sha &

: nave “en’
the same for next year. But the exemplifications Ve foets [
50 far involve penalties on those who fail tO M€Y fonorit) s
they are still at or below their GRE. Many 10cdl &4 ex’fty. ir.
as I know from discussions with them, are assumlngan pe“”ﬁm 1
at or below the level of their GRE will not inCul Teriti?
we disappoint their expectation we shall face E
in Parliament and outside,

(CONEIDENTIAL

. hat the only soluti
1ieve t : on is to 4
D -k for failure to meet impose 5
e e ; targets ypi.c MuCh smalje
This, together with the noppay oo 14€ beloy s
; 5 WO act as incentive to keQDr‘essurgs of the
onable level. P spending qoyy to

nplifications

am h“‘f"‘“/.’, ex =hog Prepared on thi .
2. ic to put ther ‘,(1{(;1.( colleagues in MISC 21 flhbasxs, and woulq
m-ogﬁé final details of the settlement, €N We come to 1gok

ere are two special problems in the targets for the.

13 itan counties. Several of these have

oli g increased
metrggs this year, rather than reducing them in line wit;cxh'ec;{r
pudg! ment's request. The targets for such a 5

Govez‘ffiirs,C to eliminate the increase and the
tion according to the‘formu}a described in Appendix B.

ne metropolitan counties which have introduced cheap fares
ar, this means that to meet their targets they will have

to put fares up again, perhaps involving a.doubling of the present

Jevel in some areas. 1 understand that this is consistent with

the policy which the Secretary of State for Transport is proposing

to adopt in the Transport Supplementary Grant (TSG) settlement.

reduc
for t
this Y€

14, Apart from transport, the main function of the metropolitan
comties is police. Although the 1981-82 pay settlement has been
alloved for in setting the targets, it has been assumed that the
settlement due in September 1982 will be contained within the
mormal 4% factor for pay. We may need to reconsider this, and
adjust the targets, in the course of next year. (The.shlre o
counties will also have the problem of containing police pay within
the cash factor; they too would benefit from any adjustment

in respect of a higher pay settlement.)

15. I therefore propose that we issue to local authorities, on

a provisional bas?s,p‘the expenditure targets set out ‘;;2 ?Eb%gel’
ey will not have statutory force. But provided I obtain ce Bill

Wiers contained in Clause 12 of the Local quernm?nt gn?into i

I shall be able to abate grant from authorities which bztt e

Ieet them. I shall no doubt receive repreSe“'“‘“"vnsiEl merits.

fing1~es, which I shall be obliged to consider on t?e rﬁgures

SWbject to such consideration I propose to issu }fl 5

Vhen the main Rate Support Grant Report is publishery

et Percentage

increases

£ e £011owing table shows the range of aVeTaEe T3S cyipicds
** may be expected for each of the grant Percinaz to main rate

}'ge increages are calculated from main rate lgst;ry rate increases,
to%ﬁig?v and leave out of account the sgﬁp}]el;en e

Bt iiNg 6% to 7%, that have already ¥  nost retepayers
!’mkejft is the year on year comparison :rs-,lzble for the ma

ayt) @4 it 45 the only comparison p‘{ementaries. (

~A0r]

ag es th vied supp s who!

fai\{mle, e fulél‘trg::eo?ﬁoigback for authoritie
€low their GREs).
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17. The rate incrvase to be assumed jig e
assumption made about local authority bud By Sengyg,
based on the assumption that authoritieg %ettin Ve
severe targets, and allow only 2% for all o :
inflation above the cash factors. 1t A ncgntinge enq .+ &
asumption. Column 2 assumes that they bug 0 Pruge 5, 4
terms above the level of thiir 1981-82 get t, t g ey
closer to what we can expect to happen. Udget, * in
squeeze likely to be imposed by a reduc@dcg:‘“’} 3 8113‘,’,, It l:a;,
pros pect of grant holdback, and therefore sho?t

increases than Column 2. It is the best eStim;i o g,
colleagues of what is likely to happen. Ohs e Mlca ¥ Suayy,
average increase in domestic rates is thus 124 7% grant thr
on 54%, 17%. (Table 3 shows how a reduction ij gn 56%. lL%E
percentage from 57% to 54% would bear partiCUJ_amhe grant
the shire counties and the outer London B°r°ughs‘¥ heavily e

18. We are asking for public sector pay increa
average of 4%. We have already decided to asksigc:g be ke
increase rents by £2.50, or over 20%. Against this S

Dt 1y
it fes 4
S

do not believe that we could readily defend an backgroyg |
domestic rates of more than 12%. Even that wiﬁv:;;gzelﬁgriase;
0

criticism. I therefore believe that a grant per <
is t;née least that we can contemplate, compareg w(i::}?tia:giso;egz?‘s
59.1%. :

19. 1If local authorities overspend the targets, grant hold
immediately begin to take effect. Every 1% of overspend i
grant by £180m and thus reduce the effective grant percentag
If therefore we offer a nominal grant percentage of 57% and
authorities then budget as in Column3 of Table 1, the total
grant paid will be reduced by £800m, and the effective grant
will fall to 53%. The estimates of rate increases assure thet
holdback scheme applies equally to'authorities above emd.lj?l‘)h
IT however, for example, the maximum holdback for authormeb 2
targets below GRE were halved, average rate increases would be r#
by about 2% to 3%. :

Grant Distribution

s rmiwgtion shom ¥
20. The main factors determining the grant distribution
the exemplifications are as follows:

a. Grant-Related Expenditure Assessments

onel B
We have already agreed and announced on 2 provis:oain o
some changes to GRE methodology for "982'8-3&;5 and D& o
concern education and personal social ser'Vltive P mgs,
effect of significantly improving the rfiar urban 8¢
London (particularly inner London% and othe

b. Block Grant Mechanism ndas® S:Eﬂ‘
—_—_ pralll ecnanism npou! 5 W
The exemplifications are based on @ stiﬁyfr Thistggfitieﬁ

and taper" than in last year's settlemt ocal &
each increment of expenditure will cOS
than last year in terms of increased r@
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= - = AN
15 lv‘ﬁ.\ﬂ‘.*
T r—— \
Average Rate Increases for Enmland with Grant Percentages and assumptions

(based on Cabinet PES decisions .of 12 November and with £2.50

on Tocal Autnority Spendine levels \ '
rent increase)

(1)
Grant Percentage | Budgeting to meet Total v
Expenditure Target at Outturn
%

Domestic Non Domestic Domestic Non

57 3% 2% 15% 13% 12 10%

56 5% 4% 17% 159 12%

i 10% 8% 22% 19% 17% 4%

Notes: 1) 1In ceses (1)amd (2) authorities are assumed to budgetted and rate m the basis of a 21% margin for contingencie
in order to meet assumed levelis of spending at outturn. (including inflation)
2) Holdback of up to £900m is assumed with each grant percentage and thereby reduces the effective
grant percentages.

3) It is assumed that local authorities p|wan for no changes in balances.

. 4) Forecasts in Column 3 assume that authorities react to grant pressure; so that for each £100m
reduction in grant authorities reduce expenditure by £25 million - the other £75m is borne by r ave
This operates from a grant that authorities consider "neutral', in this case taken to be 59.1%
of the 1981-82 revised budgets less 1% (in line with Cmnd 81755 revalued to "realistic" 1982-83

ices. A distribution based on patterns of overspend in 1981-82, has been used to indicate
‘t,;. level of holdback.
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ion
London

adjustments are normally mage

b :
Special[,,‘qnl. distribution within LondOny eansiof Multipljepg
the E1°€

becauge o ts

the_ igh rateable values, fpe ad justme, 118 excep-

Efona“?;rh,ﬂf:c described in Appendix B, "ts envisaged fop
: ec -

this ¥

a safety Nets
, Saif

ipliers are also normally used to Provide
N‘Jlt”’l{i;nt losses due to changes ip GRE metho
1imit Fll losses from previous years, In the e:
residua it has been set to give a maximum logs
s, 0 e neodoun from each tier of g
ie ta‘“r)’geq,,iva]ent to a 5p rate from GRE chan
together ear for this purpose., In addition hoy
as last y khicldCd from the effects of any reduction in the
cannot be S,—{a»’e' this must therefore adq a loss equivalent to
TS LR 1% reduction in the grant. Thug st
about a ?Pthe safety net would be set at 12p; 15p at 56% anc
ZZ? giagg% Further details are at Appendix B,

P :

a safety pet t,
dology or

XEmplifications
for ratepayers
uthority

€S - the same
€ver ratepayers

i i ion that maintains the
ifi ions produce a grant distribution |
e exempllilgaiéggonl and the rest of the country at about ghe 2am:me
e o ar The grant share of the partnership ag p;a%-{e 2
il ? lai: Zfso.maintained at about the same level. (See -
athorities

ibution 2
1 f the grant distribu
2 i vith the generalishape oi e
T astﬁé’?ti'ﬁﬁ details of i d].stx"lbut_gn shgx;‘lrglng: e tigne |
ritted o NISC 21 for final consideration and approva s
'J?iheedecgsions taken by E on the major issues

Iining

s tory meeting
2 The RSG settlement normally involves :nsl;::: S
W the Consultative Council on Local ngat I need to complete
vlh the RSG Report is tabled. Before ek
¥ statutory consultations with the associ in the Report; and also
o the exponditure £igures. to be included 1A 080 about housing
J tatutory consultation under the Hous gssumptions tolbe
tbsig determi nation, which affects th: a Subject to the
b dn the settlement about housing ren 1ih these consultations
E@’““f;jl‘tee's Views, I propose to proceed Wi

ce,

tle-

of the set

ii' ¥e sha1y need to consider the final d;l‘ailiraft of trng

; pcLore instructing officials to Dr e one in MISC 21.

M) 00t dtsels, This might Dot the RSG Report before |
now by i to finali it ] g

o2 Since’a clear monthe. d8 TeauiTata and the figures. l]

it°3s have been taken, to check the s

thorities nt.
catig iMbortant that we give local au £ the settleme

In
i

e o
rtherefo 88 possible of the broad shap
ollowingr‘e

e
ment o0 i
announceR=EE et
Propose that we make an early b A tabAS
Points; ¢ ol (]

mrm
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The precise timing of these consultation
need to be considered further, especiall
proposals by the Secretaries of State for Scotl, s

the Scottish and Welsh settlements, and by and ang yja),,
for Transport for the TSG Settlement.

CUNPIDENTIAL

(1) the publlic expenditure provig

current expenditure; ion for 1°Ca1 y
Utho,.

(ii) the housing assumptions, including : Onys,

. ousy

(iii) individual expenditure targets o ng *“ents;

provisional basis); 0 be 1o \

(iv) GRE'S; 3

(v) the grant percentage;

(vi) the poundage schedule for the set .

for hold back of grant for authoritieg Eigze“? itseyp .

targets. eding theg,

S and a

the Secretapy of

Conclusion

24,

Departmen

I invite colleagues to agree as follows:

(i) The expenditure assumptions in Appendix A should be
endorsed.

(ii) The individual expenditure targets in Table 1 shouli
be approved.

(iii) The grant percentage should be 57%.

(4 ¥ imnediately consult the local authority
é;‘s,gcizlatiggglgnlthe matters referred to in paragrageé"
and consider further with the other Minlster cong;ed ot
the timing of an announcement on the lines descr
paragraph 23. :

: ils ©
(v) MISC 21 should be invited to decide the deta
the settlement, and in particular

(a)
(b)
(c)

(d) the way in which grant i
authorities which do not meet their €

safety nets

the arrangements for London; & stsell
emen
the poundage schedule for the gett

should be ;gnd jture

MH

t of th

2 Noung
Y in the Lligi ;mg?tf Wil

ated SO, ot

Marsh,
P
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Street

€ Environment

> the

;;"sonal Social Services
;’or‘: Health

police

e Services

Transpor?t

Consumer Protection

13 and MAFF

Local Auth ty Current Expenditure

Dlebt Charges, Revenue to Capital,
Special Funds, less Interest receipts

fousing Revenue Account

(a) Voluntary Rate

Contribution

2
(o) Rebate related

ML, RETEVANT &

*ggregate Exchequer Grant % 57
Aggrac, -

ffg‘%ate Exchequer Gran 11695
9k Grant® (perore holdback) 8850
T07Ar,

" EXPENDITURE
“als total GRE)

ing the Exemnlifications

The breakdoyn of the €¥xpendi
e exemplificationg g as follg

ture
ViS:

Qurrent Expendis
Provision (£o11

1423

2262
oh

93—
18000

2157

21,1
20.1
= 361
20518
56 o
11690 11080
L 8235
18549

APPENDTZ

ure Cash

owing Cabi
12/11/81 ang PESC(%SA) 2; ?%}1??8]

(£2.50 rent increase)



(ygoRY NOTE TO THE TASLE OF EXRMPLIFTonron
o GRE's)

Expenditures
Q e
hows l‘}??/.}? provisional GRE's jp n
Weuds P g icar ; fo ;
5 odpate ST, Shges ln slibcice on Stecsy
ney nal SOC e stimate £ ;18> 88 well ag gat; lucation
o8’ (eg new estimates of pupil numberg 2 changes op ,
o8 orporate the TSG (Transport S?Ppleman.::rgog“latlm} 0 The;l1
in t and new capital allocations. Tant)/in the GRE'g

thodology on housing and trans €re remain DPOssibl,
DOrt which are gi4 e
Still under

il here are other mi 3
on, and t ] minor techni ;
L%further data changes to be made befg:t ggﬂlﬁs‘_’g'be Tesolved
§ can be

e
pr

oduced

s of the changes in GRE methodology ang ¢ Ty ; B
e ol relacivities resulting fron PES dacislons'ia'alame it -
Lo ignificant shifts in Grant distribution. They have gie gﬁe =

= ¢

geele the relative positi .
" vin, position of London i
;ﬁnﬁgmandssome other urban areas. (particularly Tnner

(31) Dargets

e expenditure targets shown in Table 1 are in tot: i1
:;g iﬁlude rate fund contributions %o the Housing ;c%v:ixxt’;:n'ilcumuﬁtfem
They have been constructed on the basis of 1981/82 "merged budgets" -

tne lower of original and revised budgets - and have first been rescaled
t01982/83 and then 'skewed' according to spending performance in
rlation to GRE's and 1981/82 volume targets. This produces a e

of real terms reductionsin expenditure for authorities be 0-7

and cash changes from mergedbudgets of betweent5% and ~3%. j rcez’z;tqge
changes shown in Table 1 are from revised budgets; the large percentage

reductions shown for some metropolitan counties, a.nd._(i]:b" e Ig;,ct'_-the
wlime increases made in revised budgets which these auth :
first required to eliminate before making whatever re
their original budgets result from 'skewing'. i

‘fnlike the targets used in previous exemplifications, thes
argets do not incorporate a separate housing componeni.
% treated like any other service. The targets for no:

Jiinorities are not/ affected by these changes.

lﬂficmtly
(i) Mternative Expenditure Assumptions,

o ¢
8

ant@enditgre assumptions have been used as &
exemplifications:- 5;a0E3D
;

1) Authorities budget to meet the

2) Authorities budget to spend at ou
Tevised budgets, in cash &

I b, %
t Q:a}'it?ases‘l it is assumed that in
3 higne oS allow a 23% "prudential mna

air inflation, grant losses
n§l9§- In doing so, they
¥ ogpg Sheir budget estimate: “put
“0lenens) this loss of grant ould
Atary Report, after the end !




=

The differences betwee

the alternative
between authorities.

IS s
or authorities wh Xpendity

n
-
&

os a
Lectenses, (o6 soms of fhe shive sounsless,tecters iifu
higher and lower e:cpendl_ture assumptions jig Smalll Tenoy bagy
(1ike some of the Inner London boroughs) who ap, L o autUE
cash reductions against revised budgets the hy ; req‘lired Eo
assumption implies a mich greater divergence. - exPenciga

(iv) Rate Increases

This is the first year (for many years) that W
for individual authorities have been produced: thnila";
are even more sensitive than grant ! =
Consequently, the rate increases shown in Table 4 g,
with caution; they are illustrative rather than preqy ti

no way of predicting individual rate increases for 41; Lve, (p
However, tables 4-7 show the effect of expenditure ang auth‘ B
changes on rate increases, and the effects of reducing ggn
percentage. g

8+
S tn
(1
{

Table 4 shows the increases in local rates which result from ¢
spending assumptions (with the 23% "prudential margin ") unger
different grant percentages, measured against the rate reqy
finance their budgeted level of spending in 1981/82. (This 1x
rate shown in Col 1 of Table 4 will vary from actual rates/
levied, which are set on rate products rather than rateable
which are also affected by the use of balances). The implisd
rates are those which are required to raise the local co

towards assumed spending levels after taking account of block
entitlements. §

The tables show increases in local rates and precepts for:
authorities implied by particular spending assumptions i
grant distribution. Increases for rate payers in dlffe:i;
authority areas will reflect the combined increases off:r non
tiers of local government. The average rate 1“‘?"‘359 class s¥
areas, metropolitan areas and London are shown 10 vhees in not
on page 1 of Table 4. These are effectively incrsases o,
rate poundages; domestic rate increases are about 2@ *®

the effects of domestic rate relief.

The pattern of rate increases and reductions 2
authorities for a given grant percentage can 4 Authoritiessl/
explained by the expendifture assumptions used. agains i
cargets requiring cash reductions in expendifur® P i ires
budgets would, other things being equal, if 1;heZsonS 2
9¢ able to reduce rates in 1982/83; the main I°27 T . i
i1 these circumstances are reductions in the &7 Londol 4
adverse changes in GRE's. In the case of IDEL oy
of tough expenditure targets, requiring 7% ;:-eas anong ®
:a\_rourable GRE's produces large rate reducthI}r Spendan
2igh spending' authorities, 4if they met thel incres®®
But these become rate increases if authorities

10 cash terms over 1981/82.

1ding targets will
an high spendi’.ng aut

0 show a patt
{43 7, aittern
the pattern of accﬁgilﬁlis if both meet
ir of authorities i t1e Increases win

0 relation 4o their

s are

1y made to take account of London's high
BT GGC/8 :

benefits of the very hy i
o : gh resour
estminster) with other London borgizkx:n

o For
following arrangements have been assumed

ystment

1) London's ini

tial grant total has been set on the basis of
miltipliers and a

a
linear poundage scheudle

2) a 15% Inner London discount has been used, with ILEA given
given the same multiplier as the boroughs

ualisation scheme(based on contributions from
nster to other boroughs) has been confined to
in 1981/82)

3) The London eq
the City and Wes
Inner London

the size of these contributions for 1982/83 has been
gztemined by repricing last year's contributions by Government
inflation assumpt

nts take some account of the recommendations of

These London arra
e London boroughs.

(i) Safety Nets

3 Poet ty nets
grant exemplification tables include the ef*f?"s gio;agiafges in
ihich have been used to limit grant lossgs.l‘esgi}égssafety net
®E methodology, and the effect of removing 19 whish have still %o
nltipliers (ie residual losses from last year o due to/GRE data or
feed through). Other grant losses - such as thoiie not safety netted.
tanges in the slopes of the poundage SChedu:-LesJ-he grant percentage.
=% are general grant losses due O chanslgzzl/lg;base position has |
i fety nets, & : ws the gT |
£da%§ésl’t?q% Sagghbs’maré Table 3?1: This SHOM ‘
ed (c ; =
would receive in 1982/83 f°§ f’,ﬁiﬁ new data,
82 GRE formulae were reapplied, bW

1981/, ined in
were retaine
,1%“ grant mechanisms and grant percentase and the removal o

+ ]éOSSES from changes in GRE methOdOl?&yt this base positxon,

Deen consty
Whoritieg

and

s
afety nets are then measured as:uclhanges pefore the

Y net R imit gran :
i multipliers set to limi anisms.
M0duction of ghanges in block grant mech




af initial 5p ratepm;-

1982/83, L 5p ra safety
iggse grant losses; this is increased by gﬁgﬁt hag
reduction in the grant percentage. Thus the QJ:img t
nets need for the alternative grant Percentageg o Ty Fl§° : ltb‘;“
) Are ag 8 ()
Safety ol )
T Net Lingy i
P
S
57% grant 12p
56% grant 15p
S4% grant 22p

These ratepayer safety nets have been split be:
authority in such a way as to minimise the We?ﬁg‘ ggSSes "
authorities subject to safety nets. Thus with a B er of
net in non met county areas has been divided as V:o?;‘;t' the g
and 7p for counties. No limit on grant gains hasim
these exemplifications. & 88 applied ;7

¢ -':L’.:._ : .
s M o A

~

e I aeto {5 e i

a0 0
o
1ible H

ole

e 3

tble 4:

ssumptions

Teble 5¢

Table 6:
Table 7:

g BETT

and ol

TFICATION TABLES APPENDTY ¢

;parison of 19(’_32/83 GRE's ap,
Sri;g 1081/82 Revised budgets,  CCAl BXpenditure Target,

Sy

Graot DiSEI‘lb‘:l‘Clon EP?iNated 1982/8 : /

Gn £n ) Tor authon:iiceigs i dmiriii“ ¢ Entitlenents
ternative expenditure assumptiong grant Dercentage

with 1981/82 actual granmt, s and °°m1>8.risms E

Summary Table on Grant Distribution
= i I g

pable showing effects on grant distpipuis s ) o -
Fferent steases of milonty Gl G RN
i nt grant perce Soiegs 1 i0n TSRS

assumctions percentages and g S

optio: E wltTrk
expe:\dlture

a)

shares

rant

: changes against 1982/83 page
with

59.1% grant) in poundage equi: % !
changes against 1982/83 ba;em i

Gy
ek

'3
c)

Rate Increases
Rate lIncreases

grant

1982/83 local rate poundage for budgett
and estimated percentage rate increases
different grant percentages and alternative
(for individual authorities other than

A y
Expenditure, Grant and Rate Increases for
Authorities in 1982/83, with alterna

assumptions, and 57% grant; and compari

=
As Table 5, but with 56% gramt. .
A~
As Table 6, but with 54% grant. .
iYs
L



\ '[} . A 7
LN
=
L —_— : :
aararison of GE'sirevised budiets and fraes ( ol iy
i) et S
S Revised
1982/83 budsets
1%1,
Col | c.ﬁ
- L S
. .
£18210-i69 £181151. 162n
fulad ———— —_—
A £11410.3278 £11323.22%
s 3.2
:f:"i:{ £8/942.131n £81291.3%5
i fistricls £3,782.338n £3,753.956a
i couties £64.550 £11060.111a
bl £10,752.4560 £9/614.550
i okal £4,636.588n £41814.06%
£77.575 £113.4500
£578.131n £133.881n,
£1:167.556n
£1,569.297n
[482.5717~
13219433
£1,476.53m
£1,245.467n

£2,722.006n




Iy
i}
s !

a

ool
Ly dsricts
b aties

i districts
il counbies

il
1 i k2l

lishinster
¥ o London

TABLE {

Conrarison of 6RE'sirevised budaets ag tarsets

GRE's

Revised

1982/83 budaets
{ ;

Col | w(i‘ullaai
=

-
£161151. 162

£10,352.458a
£4,636.8880

£77.5Tm
£578.131m
£1,167.556m
£1,569.297n
£820.904n
£3,557.75%
£1,476.53%m
£1,245.467n
£2,722.006a




/11781 at 16317 Sanh
Conparison of GRE’syrevised budsets ang ¢ g TABLE
Jels and targetg g 10 Coararisaniof Q‘E’Svrwnsexa S
BRE"s Revised Wy o Vit Total expengigyrg
1982/83 budaets Tarag ‘,(:;;E/’;g Revised
B 1981/82 198/ : ;L budsets Tarsets o
Authority Col Col 2 e Col 1 19%1/82 1562/ "?M;”
s T g e s Y Col 3 f i Col 2 ;:
o il o Col 3 Enhe
~ b Y — Col 4
i
ISLES OF SCILLY £1.3%a £1.067n
£1.110n 00N
(& £15,0%0m
_;:mﬂnn e £54.575 52,950
SHIRE COUNTIES £63.697 99,377 o3
" £35.578 45 %415 .
Avon £2683.3%3 £274.297n g ot £54.291n 565,129 £48.404 a0
Bedfordshire £170.9%n £167.1650 760440 B Fulban £46.214n 51 .OI& £63.1900 .0
Berkshire £215.935 £196.8%0n 3078'5“' o £54.163 £57.660n 49.4% a0
Buckinhanshire £181.543 £164.735 P o wielsn £35.82% £ 5 i 3.0
Canbri dseshire £184.1120 £166.7480 5000 o Slosom £97.617a 5 o
Cheshire £307.910n £305.431n ) L £49. 31 £72.666 oo o
Cleveland £205.956 £211.9% 6.7 - £67.6%2 £55.0228 R0 e
Cornual] £133.1258 £116.271n £121.1¢5 oalls i £57.010n .31 G
Cumbria £152.952 £150.627n £152.19 i £9.816a £57.65m 56,25 1.0t
g:mmn £285.204n £262,000m £270,555 st £62.434n £56.676a £60.0% a
on £293.972n £256.987n ;
Dorset £173.42% £170.753 o R 49,508 Sl £6.50 L%
Durban £187.925 £193.315 £194.2008 ; £2.6m e Ll 42
East Sussex £ £70.434n £13.6%3 £74.277 0.8
1890198 £179.546n £165.5%
30 £115.685 £121.121n £120,147n 0.
£452,2438 £401.446 7,147
6loucestershire £155.267a £143.070m £148.197 £90.320m £86.16% £89.84n 43
Hamrshire £457.9%n £425.63% £40.660 £109.195 £97.0%n £101.1720 43
Hereford an . : : £109.200m £102.1460 £106.502 a3
and Worcester £197.44% £179.60%m £165. 754 3 158,55 2.41
Hertfordshire £29%.515% £57.Toc a7 el ¥
£301.510n £284,8%m £99.99% £109.288 £107.042 2.1t
Huabersi e £289.441n £277.531n £278.106 543, 0 565,200 £%6.00m Lz
Tle o Wist £97.5%n £33.950m £l ‘ 76,15 £79.99In 0.5 oz
ent £460.45a £407..884 £425.55% o £75.74% 51,391 .2l L0t
Lancashire £450.85% £416.250m £428.760 = 14578 £79.78 20
Leicestershire 5 ¥ £250.3040 et Thy I L a3
¢ £279.416a £244.329 e £42.261m £42. 776 .78
Lincolnshire £173.67% £158. 1238 5164-1?; £55.134n £53.685% £5.974 l‘:
Norfolk £208..858n £189.070n il £103.93%0 £110.650 £108.79% P
et £176.67n £155.050m T e £73.17m 158,25 e L&
ok e ;.’" £96.685 £34.53%m g 3 £47.520n £47.54 Ry X1
bR i £208.%46n £196.410n ) Fre £54.010n £50.3% 55,008 24
e aashire £324.380m £313.000m 7.4 £84.500m £98.08%
fordshire £197¢
Shroshire £160.537m £152.689m £113.050
bl £123.302n £108.574n £124.5 !
St s £132.5028 £120.37% (3140722
Suffolk £3¢5. 156 £304.903 Fle9.4e®
Sitter £181.554n £163.019 5266, 59
arvichshive £280.8050 £257.502n £139.6%
sk Berd £150.417 £130.404n §i71 32
Viltshi £185.474n £164.838n p153.471
shire
£165.23% £147.6660




1911781 at 16317 TABLE {
Coararison of BRE’srrevised budaets and targets
Ty
GRE's Reviseq 3 Sy
198e/83 budaets Targyy
1981/82 198/ e
Authority _—_C—cl"l ______PM i tl i
TER NANCHESTER
mé:ltun £87.445 £78.291n
o £59. 646 £52.95% 50,57
Manchester £191.073 £235.951n Qgg'w" .
" o BUN 4 1617 TABLE |
Oldhan £78.140n £72.444n o ¢ e A
Rochdale £72.0020 £75.8580 £74.:177% Conrarison of BRE’ssrevised budaels and fapsets thal erenditare
> N Wlin
Salford fSSejen £86.298n £57.% o -
Stockeort £87.936a £80.8350 £53.085 ; 5 L b Tarsets Percentase
Ak £72.108a £71.35%n .55 = & plésels 1982/83 ash
Tratford £71.181n £64.1080 e i 1981/82 chanse
ey £99.018 £98.206 9.9 4 _#88 fali2 Gl 3 Gol 4
NERSEYSITE
Knowslex £66.293 £63.109m 64,270 T4 CONTIES
Liverrool £197.246a £203.86% £203.6%n 3
St Helens £62.922n £63.564n £64.35% B hhicster £194.365n £217.3% 21257 2.2
Sefton £93.063a £80.764m 54,49 sl £121. 7560 £150.860 £13%6.957 5.2
Wirral £108.440n £101.401m £105.437 ekshire £90.603a £148.166a £144,918 2.2
frud Vs £106.347a £123.2760 £120.576a 2.2
SOUTH YORKSHIRE thmms £193.737a £23].26% £193.220n -18.6%
Barnsler £67.8%n £72.837 iRA4T Iishire £147.7400 £183.18% £158.25% -13.6%
Doncaster £90.411a £97.705m £97.9068
Rotherhan £77.521n £81.346n wﬁ-%
Sheffield £167.600n £19.344n £19l.
TNE AND WEAR s68.5%
Gateshead £66.65% £67.79 : £47.02% g
Newcastle upon Tyne £92.2450 £113.9%0m t;;::: £482.577n £570.1442 B
North Tyneside £61.436a £65.446m 9 £680.804 A
South Tyneside £56.0608 £58.441n ;‘“,9'0"@"; £511.85% ]
Sunderland £93.972n £97.616n t
WEST NIDLANDS (.0 P : £38.27 P
Birminshas £367.18% £343.7628 £106.75% EBEl
Coventry £114,458a £103.912n {75,568
Dudler £85.75% £73.320m £103.57
Sanduel] £105.355 £103.234n g57.24i8
Solihull £62.41% £54.661m 186,178
Walsall £68.83% £87.010m £%.30%
Wolverhaseton £96.011n £92.536m
Il-ir YORKSHIRE clSl-“;;
adford 1
£157.45m £145.355n £60,
Calderdale £59.2n £59.0090 s 7%
Kirklees 7 440m 209,550
Veags £123.5720 £114. 1% :
Wakefield 2L Bl el e
£93.631n £93.431m

s

lu \



19/11/781 at 18317
1 : i TABLE { ol TABLE {
onParison o sirevised budsets and ¢, g Comparison of BRE’ssrevised budget,
GRE' Hel Y“nlu GRE s Total &rendityre
) Revised "t =3 Revised
1982/83 budsets T“”!ts 1982/83 bud:e:s Tarsets P
1981/82 l%& | 1981/ 19&/& ercentage
Authorit Col 1 Col 2 Col 1 Col 2 cash
ROEE XU T S RS ., 000000000000 0 chang
et SRR L ) Fa R Col 3 — Col 3 2
gl TRl Col ¢
3 ey
] £8.970n £3.804n
Bournemouth . £8.545n f
Christchurch £1.9%a £1.486n ?1-675- 1 £2.447 2-005‘?. s
North Dorset £2.207m £1.19 “'55& UP“": i £2.0430 2,14 o
g £6.1160 £5.30% 2 4 Epm 2,91 -
£5.5 § £3.141 e 5.2
. £1.87% £1.232n ' £3.
Purbeck £1.2% ] 2. %% e S
West Dorset £4.181a £2.3150 2435 h o g £2.46% 5.2
Nevmouth and Portland £3.0340 £2.662n 2.7
Wiabourne £3.22% £2.06% £2.1% e 0d Deane £9.6%n £5.240 5,458 o
B £3.817a £3.2640 £2.34 3
DURAA £4.04n £3.270n i &
Chester-le-Street £2.4%5 £2.836n £2.774 £4,048 £2.9%% 1% ‘4'91
Tarlinston £5.308 £1.75% £7.50n £4.1730 £3.20 2,340 i
Derventside £4.212n £6.021n £5.8%0 £3.072n £2.7%a £2.7% o
Durhaa £3.88% £5.361n £5.245 £5.716a £4.514 14,144 5.0
Easinston £6.207n £5.4%n £5.575% £7.18% £5.74% £5.%M 401
Sedaefield £4.67% £7.845n £1.6T £14.72% £14.606a £15.211n 411
Teesdale £1.116a £0.847n £0.881n £4,260m £4.5060 £4.70la 2.2
Wear Valler £3.628 £4.917n £4.8100 £12.236 £12,306 £12.278 2.2
£4.1050 £3.164 £3.2%5 a1
EAST SUSSEX £4.173 £3.786 £2.%4% a1
Brishton £11.124n £11.861n £11.764
0 MROESTER
Eastb . .4%n £5.38
eia, Lo . £4.17 £3.260n £2.50 2.6 L
stinss £4.574n £4.009 410
£4.390 £2.337 £1.50 £2,000m 8
Hove £6.283 £4.191n ; 1,200 3.4
£23.76% £1.6% £1.16en £l
Leves £3.978a £3.613n s o 2.9 N3
Rother £3.8%0 £3.65T0 g L o 3,20 2.2
Vealden £5.2% £3.746n : ekirg fe B £1.5n 8
s 53,7600 £2.60% 22
s £10.470 e £4.416a £4.32 b
Basildon £8.220n £10.70% 54015 5 340. £6.078a £5.946a S
Braintree £4.950n £3.895n 2.4 e 3
Brentwood £3.352n £2.225 £3.6160 0.3
Castle Point £3.7708 £3.47en .15 £4.597n £3.806 it e
Chels ford £6.504n £3.7228 54,000 ot £4.80 F a0
Colchester . 430 £3.592n {2,760 £5.14% £4.5%5 4.0 2
Erping Forest £5.102n £3.597n 5.5 £4.3% £5.0%8 Y L
Harlow £3.9318 £6.085n £1.6768 £5.070n £3.7710 M.th 4.5
Raldon £2.03% £1.609n 2. £5.970 £4.517a S 2
Rachford £3.342 £2.753n £9.69% ‘ £4.122n £5.610n 0T =
e £9.601n £9.500 5.5 iy B.iia L 22
Tendring £5.914n £5.3250 6168 i £ .6821 £5.341n £5.158 E
Thurrack e £6.763 it £4.6%0n 568
Uttlesford ﬁ' 673 £1.840n :




19/11/81 at 16:17 TABLE | | o7 Conparison of *f'ﬁ'TTAiLliﬂl(i budaets and t, Tot
# ! o
Coararison of 6RE’sirevised budsets ang targets S 3l erenditune
Ty % Reviseq Tt
GRE's Revised “ budsets e Percent,
1982/83 budsets Targey, i 1%1/82 1%/ tashm
1981/82 1982/ e woied Col 2 ol 3 chanse
- Col 1 Col 2 L. T R e Col ¢
Authority ——— 2 Col 3 . —_—
G
o
A 12.244n 2%
xS 3 i s
s £4.725 £3.4%5n 4.4 £4,660n 9
Beverley o £3.50% £2.051n £2.004n "
£3.270n £3.517n ! : 1.61
Boothferry £3. 598 £4.207 £3.4413 3 £2,50% £2.60% 3
Cleethorpes L L .11 4 £19.2356 £18.516n oo
Slanford £3.54% s 2.9 o £1.431n £1.490n et
Great Grimsy £5.241 £4.711n £4.697 e £3.,006 £2.9%% s
Holderness £2.1%5 £1.6280 £1.666a “ 51,399. £1.471a 5.2
Kinsston upon Hull “%“‘h £18.497n £18.0% b g £0.866a £0.891n 26
East Yorkshire £3.762a £3.711n £3.65% : J
Scunthorpe £5.134n £5.747n £5.620 L .
et £1.%4 £2.066n 5.2
oo E £4.180n 14,25 1.9%
SLE OF WIGHT %
el £3.0478 £2.971n 2.5 " o £ <]
i £2.311a £2.588n £2.5%a 8 A .
South Wisht £2.814n 52,9;: ‘:;2111
? £3.48 £3. 5
KENT o [slwven 147
Ashford £3.%48a £3.61% £3.76% blser £2.%7 2.%6a 1
Canterbury £6.051n £6.065n £6.0378
Dartford £4.296a £9.326n
Boier £5.0% £5.314n
6illinshan £4.706a £2.228m
Sraveshan £4.6%n £4.2450
Kaidstone £6.053a £5.522m
Rochester upon Medway £7.71% £6.683n
Sevenoaks £4.956 £4.9620
Sherway £4.695 £4.84%
Swale £5.366n £4.562
Thanet £6.%4% £8.356a
Tonbridse and Mallins £4.128n £4.42m
Tunbridse Wells £4.516a £3.825%
LANCASHIRE
Blackburn £10.252n £12.313n
Blackeool £3.942n £9.2%n
Burnley £5.3700 £7.404n
Chorler £4.112n £3.228n
Frlde £3.360m £3.127n
Hyndburn £4.2068 £4.9708
Lancaster £6.47% £7.0058
Pendle £4.4640 £5.341n
Preston £7.517n £7.207m
Ribble Valler £2.2%a £2.360m
Rossendale £2.946 £4.236m
South Ribble £4.311a £3.3140
Ii:’t. Lancashire £5.127n £4.720m

£5.4%8 £4.23




8 6117 il ; TABLE {
19/11/81 at 16: TABLE { o 16 Comparison of BRE'syrevised budsets gn¢ tarsete Total expeqiy e
Coararison of BRE’sirevised budsets and tapgetg GRE" =
Tiy W Reviseq
e Rilived iy 1982/83 budsets ‘lﬂr!ets Pereentase
1982/83 budsets Tanagy 191/ %/ cash
1981/82 e ), Col¥s Col 2 alg chinse
Col 1 C B . 00 — Col 4
Authority __0___ ____*_“_1__3 s :‘ " ~E el bl
{
E £4.000 £3.487n
i £,
ol o3 £2.150 £2,054a " £4.6%0n .2 Sty i
Craven > ¢ 2,13 wlhrdshire £3.490m £2.5%n 2,717 iz
£3.161n £2.3%n © £5.1%% P “n
Haableton e .Slé b el -2 £5.216a
Herrosate 50'3‘5,“ £8.2%4n 18,1148 T £4.083 £2.5%a £2.73 ?g
Richaondshire gé;: gsogg: £1,5% £5. 163 £3.724n £3.%7 o
Rredale . o] £2.72m L L7 2,652 52
Scarboroush £3.224m . £5.25% £13.5008 £11.557 £12.0%8 1
Selby £3.641n £3.15% £3.2300 £2.796m £3.115% £3.05% 2.0
York £5.9360 £5.041n £5.250
£3.3578 £2.77% 12,868 441
mzr{mw > £4.555 £4.627n #4540 £2.516a £1.%n £2.031 5.01
6.622 £7.187 £7.034 2.2
Bassetlaw St 5 :f;" o oy peer 2.4l 500 a3
Broxtowe £4.69m £3. o m.m [3.-879“ e = o
Bedlins £4.565 piss 5.5% £4.629 £3.36n £3.534 5.0
Mensfield £4.931n £5. .m £5.048n £4.5%a £4.6300 0.7
Newark £4.405a £3.877n l:f;lﬂ?n .
Nottinshas £17.264n £16.777n PR
Rusheliffe £3.701n £3.816m 4 » 5 14 %1% gg: -zllzz
OFIRISHIRE k- s Py 54,450 LI
i £3.65 d £5.47% 2.7 s
Chervell £4.813n f £5.50 Ml £3.2% £2.65 4515 a1
Oxford £6.873 £5.306n £4. %% B g £5.020n 435 s 4
South Oxfordhire £5.60% £4.114m 200 e £3.097a e 2.0 £
Vale of White Horse £4.0050 £2.863n S Em £4.2%n .65 2.0 4.0
West Oxfordshire £3.28% £2.277n il £3.353 f2.6%n 12,444 43t
i £3.0860 £2.340 £4.61a 4
3
SHROPSHIRE £1.571n A £4.56% “-“;9' 3.64n L
Bridsnorth £1.9%n £1.49% £1.76%8 £4.447n 2490
North Shrorshire £2.106n :11 162 c1.1§: b 5 -
Oswestry £1.43%n . £ bni 2. 2.2
Shrewsbury and Atchan £3.9058 £3.21% 1.4 Wy £2.66n i £7.0% e
South Shrorshire £1.524n £1.366 PR | £5.173 s i) kX
The Wrekin £5.78a £7.067n M:I ™ £3. 349398. i :':561! .00
£4.488n v &
SOMERSET 2.6 £5.617n Gl
Mendir £3.797a £2.523 £3.540
Sedoenoor £4.0838 £3.3820 ﬂ-g:
Taunton Deane £4.109 £3.409m m.ﬂ“
West Somerset £1.57 £0.930n £3.
Yeouil £5.776n £3.588n
&




B et 1607 ; s
19118 4 b

Coaparison of BRE’sirevised budaets and targets
T e Rl
GRE's Reviseqd M " i ':M."‘""s i
158e/83 budaets Turgy, ik
Authority : Salat 192/1‘% o™ b T t on srant distrib “TABLE % = <zl Y " by
TR e e \c’“ A m er:v.‘t‘::e exrenditure issu:r:in:m“..:il:r.‘e;,:::u:‘;tan:?ﬁ ] ey
q 1O erbudset g
3 ———07% srapt——= HHEHSEL IR ¥ 4y

REST SUSSEX .70 4 1981/82 Outturn Outters o :

Adur ﬁ.(ﬁh -388n Bt grant after at 5% above

Arun oo £3.60% 5.3 hol dback tarset 1981/82 ”

Chichester g £3.813n n”; Col | Col 2 Col 3

Crauler £3.613 £5.3%00 " B oy

Horshas £4.53% £3.250 i

Hid Sussex £5.149 £4.382n o i

Worthins £5.806a £5.324n 5_'““ 1 £8,054m £81419n
WILTSHIRE

Kemet £3.05% £2.405 25 - £587n

Narth Wiltshire £4.4038 £3.363n 3,400 2 £3,0h  £3,95N

Salisbury £4.367n £3.407n 1.5

Thasesdown £7.076a £11.861n £11.600 & £21025 £2/038n

West Wilishire £ £4.26% £2.846n Bin i £450

£4,4%1n £4:54%
£2)483n £2/52%a

£-60m
£345a
£284n
£681m
£113n
£1,078a £1,344a
£820n
£695
£1,516a £1,5638




Authority

ISLES OF SCILLY

SHIRE COUNTIES

Avon
Bedfordshire
Berkshire
Buckinshamshire
Cambridseshire
Cheshire
Cleveland
Corneall
Cambria
Derbrshire
Deven

Dorset

Durbhap

East Sussex
Essex
Sloucestershire
Hampshire
Hereford and Worcester
Hertfordshire
Huaberside

Isle of Wisht
Kent

Lancashire
Leicestershire
Lincolnshire
Norialk
Northamtonshire
Northuaberland
North Yorkshire
Nottinshamshire
Oxfordshire
Shroeshire
Somerset
Staifordshire
Suffolk

Surrey
Barvickshire
Nest Sussex

TABLE 2

Effect on srant distribution of different rant pep

with alternative exeenditure assumptions which include 2,5¢ f:ren::::_sm i
elling
. S7X arant-——- e ;
1981/82 Outturn Outturn ouuurs,?x Attty
after at 5% above ab Qutlhu,"
holdback tarset 1981782 tarse sbave
ol 1 Cal @ Col 3 Gt 1%:10/1@5
£0.5660 £0.911a £0.905n £0.%01n 2085
£123.897a £129.7%u ‘.‘125.79‘-11 £125.90n £121,884n
£96.285 £60.476m £35.369m £38.652n £53.58%
£55.115n £55.318n £47.500m £51.448n £43.584
£47.243 £35. 228 £49.491n £33.141n £47.454n
£65.966a £71.45% £67.248n £69.625m £65.45%
£128. 185 £131.864a £125.605m £127.634m  £121,300
£103.57¢a £108.340m £106.323n £105.915  £103.81%
63,245 £69.781m £69.371m £68.323n £67,9%
£90.660m £94.274n £34.079m £92.7538 £%.5
£146.686n £148.9%% £146.650n £145.6%  £143.37%
£138.852» £140.927n £140.384m £137.31n  £136.864n
£69.235 £66.785n £63.227m £64.126m £60.554n
£119.014n  £123.26%a £124.319m £121.433m  £122.4460
£67.326m £66.55%n £63.3160 £63.473n £60. 1808
£155.057n £150.3%n £145.442n £142.91n “3%'032?
£70.048a £70.763a £69.325m £68.731m £67.2%
£185.208a £181.330m £175.62% £174.742n £169.0§:‘
£86.113 £83.444n £81.035m £80.760m ggm
£90.277n £78.742n £75.345m £73.357m £162'079l
£161.491n £165.8588 £165.2250 £162.791n £19.329I
£17.711n £19.021m £18.618a £18.725 |:199'796ﬂ
£208.483 £207.272n £205.408m £201.593m EEBO'397I
£253.662n £267.411n £264.9420 £262.893 5120..34&
£126.15a £127.255 £123.%21n £123.686m Hagos
£32.25% £93.73m £92.888m ESI.SOE:; o
£91.7%a £%.783 £91.111m £89.90: 3.0l
£73.873 £78.140m £74.602m £76.56811l .50
£4.517n £55.804m £54.8%n £54.781m g
£109.692n £111.173 £109.15n 5108.75768; 160,664
£165.978n £167.513m £164.708n £163. 40,3600
£57.231n £53.9028 £50.921m 51-315: 62,0778
fe2.122a  £63.942m £63.456n £62-m 161,80
£62,545 £64.576n £63.437n 562.760. 51518678
£151.686m  £159.685m £155.820m £lﬁ.m 2.3
£72.726m £75.452n £74.049 m.m 156,20
£0.401n  £66.246n  £61.670m 560-565_ §57.2210
%60.779%  £59,5%  £59.25% ig o X
£60.568a £57.800n £55.85% '4621 £81.6518
£83,051n £84.346 £63.530 £82.

Niltshire

£118.¢51
54,57
44,057
48,470

5
£116.5100

vith

TABLE 2
Effect on arant distribution of differ,
alter :alv.w; exvenditure assunptions whioh nue:l‘u;:iemsz";mhns
IO over-bugagyy

""""" STX arant———.
1981/82 Outturn Outtury “m:z Tttty
after : \zl ';Ilgghm i Ombm
hol dback arse 1 ) above
Col 1 Col 2 C,ﬂ% ,'E';:"; 1%1/z
——— Cals
e S—
£-38.70 £-40.6420  £~40.6429 £-40.6424 40,6425
%l £11.%1n fL%la g1y,
.02 L2700 e
ool O s
E5.75m D4 mSae  pege
£30.025a £25.121a £29.414n £24.457
Ele.gile  £10.3%  fioqgh  gogeen
D4.6%0n  S16%20  S%le o ps)m
P.2m MR U380 g
44.7% 0T A0 04D Olte
£24.064n £22.677a £23.10(n £21.5%
£46.890m £46.77% £46.4% 46,3758
£-22.710m £-22.710n £-2.7100  £-22.710n
£22.757n £21.036a 2].8%n £20.116a
£33.02% £32.244 £31.6228 £30.856
£39.881n £38.73% £39.1%a £37.96a
£61.344n £56.4220 £60.03% 15,115
£39.516a £39.414 £33.429 £37.935
£45.174n £40.767m £39.914a £38.58% £37.73%4
£45.874m £350. %68 £30.2728 £49.657 £48.976a
£36.405n £36.847n £34.4% £35.68 £33.2%
£48.437n £56.01% £53.97 (B0 DRI
£7.128n  fe7.887a {6273 (N0 543
£38.215a £37.434n £35.6%% £36.5078 £34.6%
£21.354m £18.254n £13.9%0 £16.407n 513.0;97:
£17.96a £21.8660 £16,591a £20.302n ﬂa‘-m
£15.847n £14.851n £13.597 3.4 %-m.
£25.653n £24.3%6a £24.05a £23.424m m-m
£33.526n £67.3%5 £65.248a £66.512n m-m
£34.628n £35.02¢6a £34.666a £34.170m :15.370-
£20.609 £17.706a £16.3%a £16.71n m'm
£24,345a £25.101m £24.168 £24.179: 51,716

46,4850 £S3.680m [R5 f%8

.

Nith hol dbi ok

TS srapte—

Outturg Outbury
i 94 zboye
target 191 /g2
Gl § tl 7
e —
LU R e
£11.%1a £11.%1n
o SN
2.2 4,50
£4.7228 £3.248
B1% 23,0660
£10.67% 8,176
S5t £49.570m
MRl §43.3m
MRl 50
22,0808 20,600
£45.634a £45.45%
2,71 2,710
120,525 £18.710n
£28.580n £21.8%
£37.5300 £36.347
151,370 £52.302
£35.%% £35.450n
£35.13 £34.306
£46.820n £46.15%
3,167 £30.782
£53.0%a £50.8%
125,256 £23.60
£34.508 £32.656
£13.484 £9.075
{1785 £12.5%
£2.505  fli.2le
21,887 £21.5%0
£64.607m .35
£32.315 131,978
[5.03m  fI3.7e
22,766 £21.806
5% f49.5le
3
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Authority

GREATER MANCHESTER
Bolton
Bury
Kanchester
Oldhan
Rochdule
Salford
Stockeort
Tameside
Trafford
Wixn

MERSEYSIDE
Knowsley
Liverrool
St Helens
Sefton
Mirral

SOUTH YORKSHIRE
Barnsley
Doncaster
Rotherhan
Sheffield

TINE AND WEAR
Bateshead
Newcasile upon Tyne
North Tyneside
Seuth Tyneside
Sunderland

REST NIDLANDS
Birminshan
Coventry
Dudler
Sandwell
Solihull
Walsall
Wolverbaarion

WEST YORKSHIRE
Bradford
Calderdale
Kirklees
Leeds
Rakefield

!

TABLE 2
Effect on srant distribution of diffepent srant p
vith altermtive exrenditure assumptions which include 2,57

——=—57% Irant=-———e

ereentageg
f
or W""b“d’tmn,

T4 -

1981782 Outturn Outturn Uuttursfz TN H444,
after at SX above & Outtypy
ol dback tarset 1981/82 Tt aboyg
Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Cal 4 ‘%tl/]sg
I ek oS
ool S TV N
£29.141a £29.7%a £29.4260 £29.3%n m'o-'
£109.5%  £100.4%a  £94.443 199,936 m'%g"
9.2 OIS SIS g
BESTn  DTATM M0 .00 gy
476 0.0 DRTB S soge
£0.708  £8.50  £7.00I 75 g g
£45.500  D45.4%m  BAS.18S0  L4S.0MM pugem
5.220n P27 219068 2915 o1
£9.67  £60.6%n  260.%8 60047 {5973
£37.5770  £38.4%48  DANTI2n £330 £37.26
£113.508  £117.480n  £115.162n  £116.0050  £113.705
£34.0%  £34.78%n 0% £4.3M0m  £33.629
£47.501m  £45.379  £45.227m  £44.61%  £44.45
£55.200n  £54.738  £54.02%n  [S3.851m  £S3.%I
£48.020n  £47.489m  £48.02im  £47.085m 4765
£57.769  £56.800n  £56.173a  £%6.17n (5.5
£53.046a  £52.41%  £52.457n 5.9 £5L%»
£88.273  £90.868  £88.50%  £89.472n  £87.04In
£41.%2 £41.174n £40.960n £40.723  £40.51%
£43.208m £40.764n £37.768n £39.883  £36.90
£38.9120 £37.152n £36.518n £36.717n 96-949&
£39.4050 £38.7%n £38.7%58 £38.466n ﬁf-m

261.67n  f6l.642n  £62.395  £61.067  EEL
£158.057n  £156.715  £150.%5m  £155.268n ﬂg‘-%‘z:
0.150n  £57.25m  £.660 6.3 S,
£30.70n  £29.8%m  £28.215  f£e8.92em poogees
£6.550  £41.72a  £8.816e L0678 o
[4.024n 24515  f4.967m  LRETM Ol
(5.7  £38.870m  £37.08  £38.047m Sl

£35.507  £42.80%  £40.43%m  £41.9%m

00,035
B9 Li0LiTi  fi00.9%  £00.260m R,

0. [40.683  fd0.6dm D03 o
5.5 [20.06m  £00.34am  £19.3% il
f12.3%  £113.490m 114000 EULEHR Toib

£5.1600 533600 f52.4¢7n  £SR.67

48,350
2,45
By
46,361
45,87y
£50.78%
5,50
4.0
£19. 605
38,50

£7.000
11173
33,240
R8N
151,50

£6.5
.45
150,580
85.4%

) ]

i

Nith holdsack

TABLE 2

Effect on rant distribution of different Irant per,

sith alternative exee nditure assunptions which include 2,5 ﬂ:-;en::::_sbu“m.
ing
------- STL srant——— 5%
1981/82 Outturn Outturn Outturn "mo A

after at X above at V:hurn
holdback target 1%81/82 tarset l%l/;?
Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Cal ¢ Col 5
______________ = Sk R
2a £106.187n £103.030m  £104.643  £101.52%
£68.398 £70.5%0s £69.537n 168,495 167073
£67.192n £67.968n £68.806m £66.48% 161,23
£64.207m £74.271a £74.162a £73.663 £73.574
£68.902n £75.907n £65.846n £73.%7s £63.%4%
£90.870a £92.466m £97.%5 £91.4620 £%.965
£13.323m £161.447n £58.817e  EIS4.247m £50.246n
£99.220  £143.00m  Ci42la  £193U  EI6T
L]

T srapt——o-
Outturn Outturn
i 3 above
Larset 1%/
Col 6 ol 7
£01.191n  §%.126e
6,570 (652288
5,01t £65.8%
.3 {l2.2%48
£#5.5% %650
.20 M.
£138.530n D385
HEXT DR
+7}
2
-




19/11/81 at 18:39

TABLE 2
Effect on arant distribution of differant aran

b Percenty

vith alternative exrenditure assumptions which includ 5 TARLE 2
P WErbugagy LT L Effect on srant distribubion of diffenggy e t
iy STX srant-—-—v 450y b f  alternative exvenditurc assumtions whig) 4N Pereantygg Hith hoy
1981/82 Dutturn Dutlurs Out::?" Manbivbygy, vith & " Anclude 2,57 o Wer-budsy i, h ol dbcy
after at SX above it . Oty ™ e B L 1 — 5
holdback tarset 1981/82 turget % aboy & Outturn Outtury F¥ %% Tk
Authority Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 1981/80 st X above ‘:’n Outtyry 0 Y et
e Cal s 1%81/g2 a above brn Outtury
—— i { 63 target, 1%1/g0 al i .
. b T LG Col 4 o s g
3 —— Col Gl 7
AVON v = B
Bath iu’;;;. cﬁ'&; £91€.693a £2.674n £2.661
Bristol 13, ! L2 £11.7 %ln 5
Kinsswood T I Tt s T fﬁ";’? SN B e
rthavon £.57  £L.272m £1.140m iy ol oL T 1 B0 g
No £1.218 £ .35, £8.04n B2 g
ansdvke Bt EL2B S BZN gt G 2o UM g pen G
Noodspring £2.957n £3.062n £2.960m £2.9958 1’2‘.995n [[12{:: a1t 12.366n £1.%00 .15 Zg—:
BEDFORDSHIRE £1.5%s
North Bedfordshire £1.68n £1.618a £1.562n LS o S ‘t‘l?‘: S50 fwm o
Luton .65 206 2080 2.0  gog DM DR om0
Mid Bedfordshire £0.91% £0.66% £0.631m £0.624n £0.5860 iy £1.4250 Hia it il 3
South Bedfordshire £1.177m £0.456n £0.3%7m £0.388n £0.33Mn B £1.565%: £1.546a 8 ;‘: £1,350n £1. %,
0.2 £1.248 5120 : £1.500m £1.50in
ERSHIRE . £1.314n £1.254 £1.238
Bracknell £0.401n £0.713a £0.602m £0.665n £0.555a 0,570 -
Nesbir £1.99m  £1.627  £L4%  £L53k  fah fen B 2.7 Lo iRt il e i
Reading £1.43 £1.461n £0.8%50 £1.3700  £0.0 Dl g £2.57  f2600  f2.5% 25 28 £S5
Sloush £.56m  £0.787  £0.6%  £0.7050 0.4 05 Lol 276 R 2T RGh R
Windsor and Maidenhead £1.654a £1.456a £1.52% £1.413 Sl [LZ% Al 2.5a 2% 200 2% 22
Wokinshan £1.937a £1.505 £1.4620 £ fL4%  DLXN , ©0.916a 0.0 0.0 08 D66 0.5
ik £2.5750 £2.5% 25 2% 2460 2.4k
BICKINGHAMSHIRE
Avlesbury Val . 5 Y 1 176 £1,07% h
: * o ek ity ELER ) 2717 225 2%k R RS RAx 22k
outh Bucks £0.280m £0.030m £0.045m £2
e ey o e oo hioa i 1 £2.124n £1.90n  £1.9% £ £L9Ma Gk {18
i X 7 : ¥ P £2.487n £2.364n 2.2% 2% RSk 22 R
Milton Kevnes £1.167a £2.18% £2.140m £2.124n £2.077 g PR 7 0 5,066
Wrcombe 4 £1.061n £1.090m £0.9630 £0.9%8 £0.74% £4.213 £5.461n £3.3%n 5.5 15,295 5,427 X
. . : £2.519 .65 R.5% RS9 RS ﬁ.tgx- ?’-“'ITI;
CAMBRIDGESHI| i .9 . £.7% .69la i
L TR P e s oun  oue  Ew Eew
Cabridse Pl Sl.666a  fl6ioa  ELS%e  ELM G g 0.67  f0.6% N0 0.6 0 05k 288
East Cambridseshire £0.6820 £0.810m £0.814n £0.7%0m Do 7ea b £1.647n £1.4% P SO T TR R L R L
Fenland £1.38% £1.322 £1.307n £1.2%8 n.?;g ) 2 : :
Huntinadon £1.791m £1.684n £1.652m £1.633 £1. ) us
Peterborous§ ) £2.%%6n £1.950m £1.703m £1.897n £ % £0.5918 £2.343n £2.428n £2.425 2.3%% 2,300 ’ég‘. ﬁ'.na-
South Cambridaeshire £0.653 £0.7628 £0.7778 .70 0 £1.747n £2.3% 76 23 ff'{ﬁ' nom B
e s ca o am 2SS
Chester Mot o feme oo BER e fLoie ol ELae o sl ELERSEEE
Consletan 0.l g % D g RS w24 @E B
Creve and Nantwich D25  f2.6%a  f.6im  f2.65m 0.6 £1.00 gl Glude  SLIBR SR
Ellesaere Port and Neston £1.008a £1.035 £0.845m £0.977n ‘0‘77:: ke £2.662n .45 2.2 RN ‘2',,, £l.47
falon £2.897n £2.931n £2.8420 £2.874n ‘2'395. ﬁ'ﬂ: £1.555n £1.520n [1.5%a 5150 g- 20.755
et feiend R ot fode s P o .00 g .elea DM S
Vale Roval £1.875 i : 51,738 £1.690 (¥
Wrtirte . £1.78% £1.749m . 2
£2.65n £3.13%n £3.077n £3.052 E
L]




Authority

DORSET
Bournemouth
Christchurch
North Dorset
Poole
Purbeck
West Dorset
Nermouth and Portland
Nimbourne

Chester-le-Strect
Darlinston
Dersentside
Durhan

Easinston
Sedsefield
Teesdule

Wear Valler

EAST SUSSEX
Brishton
Eastbourne
Hastinss
Hove
Lewes
Rother
Wealden

ESSEX
Basildon
Braintree
Brentwood
Castle Point
Chelncford
Colchester
Erping Forest
Harlow
Kaldon
Rochford
Southend-on-Sea
Tendring
Thurrock
Uttlesford

vith alternative exrenditure assumptions which jp

1981/82
after
hol dback
Col 1

£4.050n

£0.563n
£2.2%0m
£0.6230
£1.51%
£1.620m
£1.086a

£1.605m
£2.915a
£2.7%a
£2.681m
£4.120m
£4.450m
£0.507n
£2.885

£5.2%5
£2.1%n
£2.619%
£2.407m
£1.723
£1.811n
£1.701n

£3.326n
£1.711n
£0.608n
£1.2%n
£0.514n
£1.448n
£0.676m
£0.0650
£0.591n
£1.344n
£4.7150
£2.4520
£1.620m

TABLE 2
Effect on arant distribution of different arant Percentyg,,
clude 2.5 fop g
"""W'el\.,\,
e S7X grant-———o HHresey

Outturn Outturn Outtury TNty
at L above i Uty
taraet 1981/82 ¥ % above
Col 2 Col 3 hco:c: 1981/g0
----- m—— I Cal 5
£3.9470 £3.717n £3.86: s
£0.655 £0.633n zo.eé'f. %““"“
£0.785 £0.78% £0.766a )
£2.066 £2.0460 £2.0000 ﬁ'g?'
£0.653n £0.6568 065 g
£1.7150 £1.722n 1684 gygen
£1.632n £1.6220 21.610m gy goin
£1.067n £1.076m £1.035 £1,044n
£1.65% £1.67%m £1.637n £1.664n
£2.757 £2.637n £2.713 £2.53
£3.471a £3.574n £3.446n £3.550n
£2.418a £2.421n £2.38%60 £2.3%1n
£4.357n £4.428n £4.362n £4.40%
£3.516n £3.5%8n £3.817n £3.%0n
£0.563n £0.560m £0.55n £0.55%
£2.966n £2.523 £2.846a £2.903
£5.520m £5.529m £5.834n £5.45
£1.688n £1.4250 £1.642n £1.380n
£2.4758 £2.455n £2.441n £2.4208
£3.137m £3.140m £3.085 £3.0%
£1.513 £1.482n £1.4720 £1.44%
£1.574n £1.546n £1.53%n £1.50%
£2.0068 £1.99 £1.958n £1.95
.97 f2.60m 8% 25
£1.6%8  iLS  £1.5W LA
0.700 0716 f0.660m 00
£1.28  [1.250  fl2@  HOH
£1.804n  fl.826n  EL72 g e
2070 207  f20le oL
£1.081n £1.101n £1.0150 poyrs
£0.502n £0.2350 045
£0.516m £0.497n £0.4928 0%
£1.158 £1.130m faom oo
£4.152n £4.0720 £4.05% 2.5
£2.657n £2.621n £2.6040 -
- s 3 1380

w7 06w 07w D

£1.070n

with

od Deane

gffect on orant distribution of different
JIpernative exrenditure assumrtions which incly

after
hol dback
Col 1

£2.201n
£7.542n
£2.286m
£5.891m
£1.351m
£1.380m

£0.802n
£0.450m
£0.681n
£1.318m
£1.143n
£0.827n
£0.517n
£1.340m
£1.%44m

£2.307m
£0.3%n
£1.393n
£1.100m
£0.353m
£0.65%
£0.183n
£0.915m
£1.919

TABLE 2

——==37% rant——r

£0.851m

£1.666m
£1.45a
£1.180m
£1.625a
£1.914m
£0.96%
£2.35n
£2.258m
£9.17%
£1.840m
£5.692n
£1.276m
£1.45

£0.7%m
£0.8%n
£0.746n
£1.3%n
£0.861m
£0.816a
£1.212n
£1.183
£1.6%n

£1.8%0
£1.876a
£1.680m
£0.857a
£1.137m
£1.3%%
£0.74%
£1.403
£1.223
£0.5%a

Outturn
% above
191782

Col 3

£1.768n
£1.077n
£1.23n
£1.7%n
£1.600m
£0.862n

£1.616n
£1.37%
{l.181e
£1.5%a
£1.8%m
£0.927
£2.361n
£2.1%%
£9.121m
£1.69%
£5.450n
£1.244
£1.427n

£0,703
£0.877a
£0.737n
£1.374n
£0.73%e
£0.813a
£1.087
£1.028
£1.55m

£1.777
£1.8%n
£1.6370
£0.5640
£1.12%
£1.35%
£0.45%
£1.3668
£0.878a
£0.20%

Irant Fercentagee
de 2.5 fop WEr=budsetyin

With holdback

Htsgy Iant 4+
Outtury Outtyry
at
tarset 1;:;;
Col ¢ Gl §
b —— —
L7050 5f, 700
£1.067a £1.0470
£1.207m £1.21%
£1.73 £1.750m
1.5 £1.%(8
£0.813 £0.%4n
£1.5% £1.51n
£1.45 £1,37%
£1.1340 £1.13%a
£1.584n £1.558
1.8 £1.866
£0.9%a £0.8%
£2.300n 12.310n
£2.178 f2.115%
£9.08% £9.05
£1.7% £1.65m
£5.584 £5.344a
£1.23 £1.20in
£l.4l4 £1.3%m
£0.6% £0.664
£0.871n £0.8%
£0.7%a £0.72%
% £
£0.826 g-‘:;
£0.75% T
e EL0R
i1.1% 0.5
.o L0
o D17
£1.79 £1.820
£1.62% £1.562
0.0 0.5
a6
235
0.3 3‘407-
£0.7012 n'm
£1,3568 m'm
£1.2260 D).lﬁ
0,518 =
*

T srape

Outtury Outters
i % above
targeq 1%1/50
ol 6
L =
L% gy,
0.% 50,50
ELi%a gy g6
{1,641 £1,6%a
£l.46ln 1,474
072 80,740
HASIn  f1.40%
£.3% f1.2%0
.00 £10%
4% fldm
086 il.7%
0.8 020
2.8 2.0%
L% {13
B8 5.8
£1,708 £1.56%
5% 5005
£1.13 £1.104
f1.31%  £1L.2%e
£0.603 0.5
20.81% 0.0
£0.70% 0.6%a
£1.2% 1.2
0,746 f0.620
076 £0.760m
£.070m 0.3
£1.030 £0.881n
.50 fldlis
e L6
.6 LG8
£1.497 £1.4570
0.6 0.3
Qén £0.%20m
0. 4
L5 £l
s Q.3
20
51,257 ﬂ] >
6% 0,758
B 10,0028
£0.385% "
9
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19/11/81 at 18t

TABLE 2
Effect on arant distribution of different

with altermaiive exeenditure assumptions which inclu::i;}ﬂ":::n:::r“b ] Yorn.
~budsgy Gy, | gffect on srant distribubion of diffen
——5TX srapt-—— 1y W' i ‘ 0L rant pepcent, Wit
1%81/82 Outturn Outturn 456y atkrrege, e Jith alternative exvenditure assumplions which include 2,5 qn W::b : ith hol gy
after at S% abov Outtury Outy, S7% g
¢ ————57% Irant-——
boldbick tarset 1981/52 Gorai o Dt e
Authority Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 1981/80 Haboe N Detary om-su i
= Col § 1981/82 N i % above "1"' Dutturn
S Col 3 T mwmige. = oo
¢ Col 4 Gol 5 e 1
2 £ i Gl ciits
Lgf.m, £1.557 £1.828n £1.73%n £1.7800 S
Boothferry £1.%47n £2.212n £2.246n £2. 150 £1.655
Cleethorres £1.834 £1.84% £1.777n £l .819. 2.2 ST £0.95m £0.95% £0,
Slanford £1.01éa £1.751 £1.727 700 i G DGR ot g DER e
6reat Brimsby f2.8060 L2740 £2.6% o L6 AL DT D3 g O o5
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S abose .
\'mm*«‘“”i/&m
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Skend Srant i““':
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_ TABLE 5
Budsetsy arant and rate increases if authorities meot taraal
with a .54 prudential allowance ( ov

Authority
ISLES OF SCILLY

SHIRE COUNTIES

Avon
Bedfordshire
Berkshire
Buckinshanshire
Cambridseshire
Cheshire
Cleveland
Cornvall
Cuabria
Derbrshire
Devon

Dorsat

Durhan

East Sussex
Essex
Sloucestershire
Hampshire
Hereford and Worcestor
Hertfordshire
Huaberside

Isle of Wisht
Kent

Lancashire
Leicestershire
Lincolnshire
Norfolk
Northametonshire
Northuaberland
North Yorkshire
Nottinshamshire
Oxforéshire
Shropshire
Somerset
Staffordshire
Suffolk

Surrey
Warwickshire
West Sussex
Wilishire

1981/&
revised
budset
Col 1

£1.067n

£274.297n
£167.1652
£196.8%0n
£164.735
£166.74n
£305.431a
£211.9%
£116.271m
£150.627n
£262.000n
£256.987a
£170.75%
£193.315
£179.%46a
£401.445a
£143.070m
£425.63%
£179.60%
£284.8%5
£277.931m

£33.950
£407.584a
£416.250n
£244.329
£158.133
£189.070m
£155.050m

£34.53%
£196.410n
£313.440m
£152.68%m
£108.574n
£120.373a
£304.503a
£163.01%
£257.502n
£133.404n
£164,838n
£147.666m

1981/8
srant after
holdback
Col 2

£0.566m

£123.897n
£36.285a
£55.115
£47.243a
£65.9%6a
£128.185
£103.576a
£68.245a
£90.660n
£146.636a
£138.852n
£69.235%
£119.014n
£67.326a
£155.057n
£70.048
£185.208m
£86.112a
£90.277n
£161.491a
£17.711n
£208. 433
£253.882m
£126.156a
£92.25%
£31.7%n
£73.873n
£34.517m
£109.6%n
£165.978a
£57.231n
£62, 1228
£62.5450
£151.686a
£72.726m
£70.401m
£60.779m

——

1982/83
budset

Col 3

———

£1.138n

£282.%45a
£174.910n
£205.891n
£172.942a
£175.070m
£315. 114n
£213.927a
£124.1%4m
£156.002a
£277.31n
£275.45%
£179.617n
£199.057n
£190.225m
£427.575a
£151.8%2n
£451.677n
£190.3%8a
£303.928n
£285.057a
£35.824n
£436.1%2a
£439.47%m
£258.642n
£168.240m
£201.1028
£161.757n
£99.203m
£207.091n
£321,180m
£161.412n
£115.885a
£127.671n
£321.%24n
£173.665m
£273.62%
£143.176m
£175.615n
£157.307m

Srant

Col ¢

————

£0.911n

£129.7%n
£60.476m
£35.318m
£35.228n
£71.45%m
£131.864m
£108.340m
£69.781n
£94.274nm
£148.99%
£140.927n
£66.765m
£123.265n
£66.59%m
£150.3%n
£70.768n
£181.330n
£83.444n
£78.742n
£165.855m
£19.021m
£207.272n
£267.411n
£127.255m

ts at outtyp, 3
er-budsetijp, )

Stending af targeteee

 Rate
increage

Col 5
—

=83.01

6.9%
1.6%
6.9%
=3.4%
4.0

e
RRAHNG

™o
o
&

=
B4

M speng %

£2%5.21%
£179.511
£211,50%
£177, 2%
£179.46
£328.7200
£228. 160
£185.137
£162.1120
£281,9760
£276.5
£183. 7%
£208.05%
£1%3.667n
£432.05
£153.97%
£458.0%4
£193.304
£306.616
299,128
26,50
£438.9850
£447.%%
£262.95%
£170.1910
£203.467
£166.87%
£101.7408
£211.366
£206.5668
£l64.3500
£116,65%0
5129.55;
£28.1!
ms.m
7.
£143.5760
£477. 478
5156588

aboy, 5y
®

8.2
1438
163,30
6.4
k]
fip )
plic]
iR
pilis ]
£184%

il
s

1981/82

revised

budaet

Col 1

£54.575

£99.377m

" £49.88%
ol £65.12%
4 £51.0150
i Fullon £67.660m
o £35.587n
g helsea ey
sl Chels £97.831n
= £72.666n
;‘,l £85.032n
" £57.010n
forth £57.6%%
e £58.87¢n
Joo il Dasenban £57.347n
3 £88.53%a
: £73.6%%n
£l21.121n

:: £26.16%
3 £97.0360
k £102. 148n
o £86.767n
» £109.25%
L £65.20%n
£79.991a

ky £81.391m
—_ £31.457n
Tl £42.776n
N £53.685
t:,m £110.658
£68.255n

: Thane £47.544n
firgy £50.39%

£98.085a

- TABLE 5
pant and rate increases if authorities peg
pudsets! i with a 2.5% prudential allomgp,

1981/
srant after
holdback
Col 2

£-38.707n

£11.378a
£29,35%
£39. 164
£31.3520
£24.293
£11.804n
£46.63%
£43.463n
£40.156a
£22.627n
£44.504m
£-21.62%

£23.746a
£3R.472n
£39.0%2a
£41.836n
£42.471n
£45.174m
£45.874n
£36.4050
£48.437n
£27.128m
£38.215
£21.354n
£17.96a
£15.847n
£25.85%
£53.526m
£34.628
£20.60%
£24.345
£46.48%

———

1982/83
budget

Col 3

—

£H4.274n

£98.89
£49.614n
£64.770a
£50.724a
£67.287a
£37.377n
£97.27¢a
£72.265%
£36.6%a
£59.712a
£62.32%

£57.871a
£%4.6160
£76.1%a
£123.151
£52.08%
£103.7028
£109.165a
£90.771n
£109.71%
£67.653
£82.550n
£84.267n
£81.777a
£44.876n
£57.37%
£111.51%

b baraets 44 outt,
ce ( OVer-bugdaety

turn 4
ing )

>
oFending af fapgep

Rate
Grant inerease

Col4 g5
—

—

Hobden 54
f1.%n g
8.0 g
£43.520  -19.gy
£5.7% 2.7
£0.05 19,5
Hediln g
£54.6500  -13.2
HMon g
f4.T% 16,90
24,064 -10,07
$46.6%  -17.3

2100 441
2.7 A
.05 6T
£39.880 5
$1.34e 183
9516 8&
4076 AT
S0.%e A%
£36.847n 0.9
5601 103
27,80 5.2
£37.4% 33
£18.25 341
1.8 9.0
114,550 G-Z
245 18
%7.3% A7
5.0 42
f7.706 10,31
2500 1O
153,680 -10.4%

4 Speng 5y aboue 1351 T srant

H448rending X abwe

. 1981/8244445
"e/ised bugygy.

1%/ e

<pend o Rate

6rant intrease

Alls = Feayiee

—
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cases if auth ’Q'TM i it \ and rate increases if dv'.hﬁr'l“!; Bl {ap gy,
Budsetss srant and rate increases if au prl 1es meet tapgets g¢ outturg o audwtsr gran vith a 2.5% erudential allosance ( S ab gubyp U 4nd pqqg ‘ g
with a 2.5% prudential allowance ( over-budseting ) N Spapg 5 ‘le Wer-budseqy o T aboye %1/ T Srant
TP -
1 : N, —Skendip
———Srendins at tarset 9l targgp
i . HHShngi
g w1/ 1%1/8 8 0dins 5 o
191/R 1%/ 1982/83 ey e, ruised, ke f;f,/ff e il e 2
revised srant after budaet BRAM (e m,awlsmv i budset  holdback Brant ineregse i 2
Tease shend . Rate
budaet holdback Shang Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Brant jopegeg
Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col ¢ by i = Gl4 g5 4
Authority Col § ol TS £ Col ¢ Col
h o
N
6
GREATER NANCHESTER o 01
Bolton £78.291n  £48.860m £83.0020  £50.254n 2.2 3 £217.3%a  £98.732n  £217.837a £106.167% o
ek SR Ml SAEN 9% o g“h By feseet (1576600 £63.0% - fld0.g20n “gnngu wuit SRR o
Manchester £25.050a  £109.5800  £2%.2%a  H00.4% g M e i El48.1660  D67.1%n L85 gg7 ceen 3-;; dRn  t95p, g
Oldhan f.Adn L0925 7634 £E.3MS g m"“? By Goir fes.2ta  C6A.207n o c123.5%0n WSigion, L R N
: £75.8580  £46.507m £76.072n  £47.437n % o g Y [237.2680  £68.902n  [1%6.050a g5 HRaT e g
Rochdale 81 iy 2.0
Slford it CAka MO Wy R e AR Son e Stk BRGNS S
grort 0.8 £40.7040  £S5.1600 £33 g = Ry ; : e
i I T ST W T
Traftord Bhl 5.2l ESR 2 2 e il
TR £8.2060  £59.67% L1018 f60.6%n 4.8 gygn g wﬁ; j
YERSEYSIDE . 3
i BN LT NS B4 BY oo 0144 £13.32 4020 CIELMR S BR6 megm 9.2
Livereool 03,56 £113.520m  £208.78 174800 T80 fioai fr P !
5t Helens £63.5%4n  £4.09%  £65.%4m  £34.7880 2.8 84l £697.45n - £591.82h T2 TN - 14
Sefton £00.7640  £47.501n  £96.6l1n  £45.37% 1620 f%6.% 857 |
Nirral £101.401n  £55.280n  £108.073n  £54.7380 I3 CIO%.1%n i |
SOUTH YORKSHIRE FaRlite £268.494n  £%9.2000 3.0 L4000 10T (0% f42 -1
1
Barnsley £72.837  £48.021n  £74.284n  D47.489 6.3 8.0 m’ﬁ; 4
Doncaster £97.705  £57.76%  £100.356m  £56.800n  5.60  £105.1% g
Rotherhan £81.3460  £53.846a  £84.07%  £5R.4130 6.9 515 Z'w:
Sheftield £19.344n  £85.273  £19%.581n  £90.868a -2 AL W
»
TNE AND HEAR w
Bateshead 267.79m  [41.%2n  £70.311n  £41.174  T.TK 5517:2‘?; )
Newcastle upon Trne £113.9%0m  £43.208a £114.128a £40.764n -2.9% = et
North Trneside K. CBlE g% DA AR T
South Tyneside £38.441a £39.405a £60.34%m £38.7%n 9.2 5105-'059' w5
Sunderland £97.616n  f61.672a  £99.450n  f6l.642  6.6K
5150489
Ens;n}nm P L
irninshas £343.7620  £158.057a  £361.26%  £158.715a o SR b
Coventry £103.91en  £52.150n  £109.423n  £57.256n o o B
Dudley £73.32m  £30.7028  £77.452n  £29.826n L
Sanduell £103.2340  £%.551n  £106.167a  £41.726n o RER e
Solihul] 1 S T TR T R <7
Halsall f.0im £S.07e . (8.8 DT g
Wolverhameton £%.5%a £35.507m £%4.617n £42.809n 2 W ;
£ ‘
WEST YORKEHIRE R e ;wﬁ;
’c?l::":l £145.3%  £98.97n  £154.920m sxol.tg: 7 egfg ?ﬁ'w l
¢ b i i
T £59.009  £40.%29  £61.6%5m  £40 a0 ms‘zﬂ. o 1
iplre Ell4.440m  £75.25n  £118.672m  £90. 3.4 = 5 |
kst £202.757  §112.30%  fe14.G2am  £113.480m by :
£8.43n  5.060n  £97.57%n  £93.360

- .
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TABLI
Budaets) srant and rate increases if authorities mest taraet

S at outtupy and THBLE §
vith a 2.5% prudential allowance ( aver-budsett, ) SPeng W 1 _yrant and rate xncrv:_«::; if authorities aeat targets 44
- e l%| dabs? with a 2.5% prudential allom outbur
S oLl ] hee ( W"‘budnm vy T aboye B Tt
ns a tarset\
4G, TT"Srending 1
|2 IBUR 18 Yy, ) R Hrending 5
revised arant after budset Grant Rate 1582/ "‘"hq 1981/82 1981/82 1582/ ; bove 1961 /gp14,
budset  holdback increase 5 revised orant after budset Srant, g b gam;'"“ budsei—
b Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 e, budset  holdback M inereage shend o e
Authority — ==l e W b B L Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 B4 Pags Bt inraae
—— — —
b= Bl
e ———
AVON
Bath 00222 £2.991n o c I /T S ) s ks WG
i £3.40n  £13.59m  £8.4%e  £12.00% 4.4% § £9LBIEN ol
Bristal 8.1% Rep Lo £12.63n  £3.17%  £12.667 B2 g
Kinsswood R2.%% 1.6 270 f15% gy % g a £13.9%% 5,18 Mkls or2 M s n';? i
Northavan BFR S R tien g 2 O Hoe  Boe  ope  DOR BE e Do o
bans e R T A Y o ol L g
Noodsering £6.362n £2.957n £6.714m £.062n 2.1 & iy H
84T Dy
Ll | .53 £1.46la 2620 g
BEDFORDSHIRE B 2% Son i?;?, 2 dym g
Nerth Bedfordshire £5.264m £1.68m £5.619 £1.618n -4.6% S o X £2.931 £1.914n £3.160n £1.807 ‘5'51 ‘-'3.0“ e Ay
e SHa EEa 938 eua g g S RS L 2% flee am  gon L& uI
Mid Bedfordshire Ra D% 2N 06h 53 g oo Role  fLO% s i Sa RS RS
South Bedfordshire £4.4% £1.177a £4.752m £0.45%m 1141 S g | # £2.8130 £1.412a B.008a %% 08 Bem  fue o
BERKSHIRE .
Bracknel] 2,97 £0.401a B3 071 A 0% nw g (.67 280 M9 2% LA B0 2ae a
Nesbury f4.4%  £1.9%m .72 EL6M LI M A e £3.980 263 4.0 25 2 WAl Dew k@
Reading £10.3%  fl4%a  £10.3540  fld6le 280 Dt D d £5.7%0  f2.2%m 5.8l 28l -4 B3 2% -l
Sloush £5.57  £1.54% £5.9100  £0.737n  2.60 5.5 06 £4.0%  f2.0400 1078 [ -l Sl RSk @
Windsor and Maidenhead £4.546n £1.654m £4.304m £1.4%n =7.0% £4.8%  il¥ 4 . £1.537n £0.9%2n £1.631n £0.918 {181 .65 0% 1.3
Wokinsha £4.4%a £1.937n £4.801m £1.505m 19.1% .04 0 Hilad £4.381a £2.5%n £4.676a 2.5 11X 4715 2.5 U3
BICKINGHAMSHIRE 2.
Avlesbury Vale £.%7  £1.15a MU Pl A5 M LS u¥e  2n o sie SESREEEEEEE
South Bucks fLa (0.0 0% .00 RO 20 IR gl
Chiltern £23.07  £0.308m B2k W 63 22 GU4 D.éla fe.4em Sésa 2 oh B Olem  Soa A4
Hilton Kevnes B.02%  SLI6 6.4 £2.08 B0 B8R B (Ll 420 DLW 5 PR
Wrcoabe £3.654n & £3.940n £1.061n  -35.1% 3.3 A £4.561n £2.51% £4,36% 2,615 g .7 £1.76w 8.3
+ i . £3.87%  f1.%Mm 2.7 7% _12‘2 AT
CHERIDEESHIRE PSS PRl
Casbridse 45178 £1.415 .83 £l.668 143 E‘: ol O flLB 0.7 R0 e A2 RAm  f U0E
East Cambridseshire £1.5650 £0.632 £1.687n £0.810m  -12.8% o £1.30 £2.619 £1.647n f2.75% b
Fenland £2.5200  £1.38% £2.6%m  £1.32a  16.% e :l.g ,h o
Huntinadon .02  £1,790a £4.29% e 62 gy B g pam 23w 2@ B0
Peterboraush o UM R NS SR e am Do o 52
South Casbridseshire £R.2% 0.8  f2.39% 0.7 199 N\ i Zie  ma G ‘37"';', a5 =8
ESUE L Ssim  mem w67 DR o g S8
o, b .05 (1.5 sila &
Chester 6.0 £1.7020 £6.0970  f2.0% %8 s i ﬁ'm‘ oo g s E R e -3
Conaleton £2.%8  £0.985 £3.0680  fL.zen U780 28 & ol 91y wmt2i500 croma  fLia RSSO o o_':
Creve and Nantwich £5.7%  £3.28% £5.8028  £2.695 17-?1 T g0 ,5'8;;'.', f;ﬁ; Saem 24 ":‘: piwm 05 fﬁu
Ellesaere Port, and Neston 24,0640  £1.0080 £4.21ln  £1.0350 -1135-21 15,8170 E,o; " Pt | aere e S o T
S Hidde 28T feam R T gl g £L.35m g0 Sl D8R |
Macclesfield 5.2l £2.248 6.1070  £2.516e 10 « 5 gl : |
bl Ul 0 siew  foss LS T e
el £8.101a  f2.65n £8.6470  £3.1%0 . z j




‘“‘*

-
N8 at 1318 TABLE § ‘ i . “r 5
ses i ities me 20 | @ ¢ increase 4Uthorities aeet {4p ts o
ots t and rate increases if authoritios meet tapsats at outtypy N LY and rate incr “r-s if au io s o o ) ‘
Budaetss arant & ith 2 B 2eenbihl WEaante ol o )énd Speng L N . it grant 4 with a 2.5% prodential allowance ( wwbu‘,min;‘;“d P . 3boye i Tt
el : : T Skending 44
Srending at farset—____ at targef ’““S'Mdimszib,,,, B
1981 /82 981/! P
181/ 1981/ 1982/83 Tt ise1% ml “1‘/52 1::?/3? Rate ?aém'“ bt
sailced Smptiatier budset Brant {ntraage revised sran Pel 3¢ Brant increace srend Rate
budset  haldback m.wlz nnl}ﬂ;gk i : Brant ingregse
1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 Col Ll 0 Gold  gys
Authority i e Y — T = O
. Haoen  opigsy o
DORSET 4 £3.89% 3947 oy P 1 e
Bt f o5 e D% e el Gaw i g BEL G s
Christchurch i £0.5%% .20 [0.78% s RIS o o . Dial Njgm oo 2% gy
North Dorsct £L.1% s D e & Lok o g 2% “tiosis Mag SN 7% %
Poole £5.303  £2.2%0m . B 1.1% B e ¥ B3 e gy BB e
2 £1.2%20  £0.623 £1.32%80  £0.653% 7.3 e 2.3 “Chmh) Syl IS oY P
sopo 0 2.31%  £1.51% £2.4%n £11.73125’-: R g e im ;;,
Wernouth and Portland £2.662n £1.6260 CéS%\?; %1-%67" ‘_‘;%1‘ 2%y
Winbourne £2.06% £1.086a -2 . . Ran oy , 5.5%a bt -0 e flelea .01
e i Deane gl TR B
iire B.0m flie g sie Ve e
£1.605 £2.844n o S R T fe  fLZ 43 ok ase im
Chester-le-Street £2.836n T 39
i .75 £2.90% e BER R o oqe £.202 .80 B 94 1T Due  new  4n
Sarlixsia %.00n  £2.7%a £6.0% L3478 781 B ny, b fe.7%  0.8% 2k 0.%h U S0k Dow i3
%en;:ﬁsxde 5.3l 2.680 e s B £4.514n  £2.67m [0 23 0.4 W !2-:‘&1; o
@ £5.4%  £4.120m £5.74n 843870 -1 S90 Pl 6.0 RS S0 K1 2
Ea;m‘)“_"e’; 4 T 449 £.%7  £3.8160 N1 B0 P60 E.50n 590 B 2 70 B 2%
Sedsefi wha *: n 912 £14. 240n i i i
£0.5%3  -15.5%  £0.91 & £, 2%a £4.818a  £L.
1 20.847a  £0.507m £0.3030 ] £4.206a 2 ol
L:Sd; ler £4.9172  £2.555 £4.81a  f2.860 0.6 5.8 Pl2.3%a 589 f12.5% iS4 1% B4 M A
i £3.1640  £1.35ln £33 {12 vl
EAST SUSSEX 20,61 £12.765 £3.786n £1.330n £.04n  £1.45N i
=20.6: c.
Brishton f1L.861n  £5.23% N‘gﬁm ﬁg’; o0 5.0 pHe oM™ iw
Eastbourne £5.4%a  £2.1%a 18 P -9.01 4,315 5 272 07 & 0.6 .1
Hastinss £4.00m £2.61% e - e popein oo coome MR o
191 £2.407a £4. . > ; £l : . i 2.4 3 2 in
33:5 g.sla. £1.72% - N T El-léee  SSEOCHINTRNNE l'iﬁ 2.739‘: R L
Rother £3.657  £1.811n £3.904n  £1.574 a5 s R 1.3t S'&;& 0.8l 7.9 ﬁ'ﬁ,‘,‘, D
Wealden £3.746n £1.701m £4.021n £2.006n o £3.357n 51,18.;.;. 91157% 8l S “..m fom 08
e baoe | B S fm e WS
ESSEX g £S5 £3.7680  £0.517 4,430 f1.1%a A TR
i 1073 £2.973 0. 1% £.4160  £1.340m £ o5& :
Basildon £10.70% £3.326n £l o .6 [4.395‘ Rl o £.0%a 2.6
Braintree £3.8%a £1.711n £4.1120 =! _i4.0% 2. . .3 s
Brentwood .25 0.6 £2.3% m:g s e sn  wem amo 1%
Castle Point £3.472a £1.2%n £3.706m £ e T . £3.506 £2.307n £l e on S em i
Chelasford £B.7e2a  £0.504m £4.013  £1. £4.16% - : £1.8%6 e i s
Calch £3.89%n  £1.440 .18 f2.07m  BI g, $4.86%  £0.3%  i5.2%m e LB RE mse r
olchester i + . g -26.2% 4 £4.841n ¥ 5.9 S s
Errins Forest £3.57 5067 £3.976 e a Boe e Chia SR B -
Harloy £6.080  £0.065a £6.1020  £0. s om0 :
Haldon £1.609n £0.591n £1.718a £0.5 £3.

.
B oo Chose  ELIIA RS gl

0.5
Rochford .79  £1.344n £2.%1n  £1.1% 1 £10.2240

£1.59% g D80 i
O T Tl gam B
4 : e BOIS pam 108
Southend-on-Se £9.5000 47150  £10.041n  £4.15m 1.91 %39‘_' fg;llt:; el n-g 4 g’; mam M
Tendrins § I8 T w e o Bue oo moe B2 Jig
Thurrack .73  fl.622a  g6.78m I ] ¥
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_ TABLE 5
Budsetss arant and rate increases if authorities meet tops
vith a 2.5 prudential allowance (

Authority

NORTH YORKSHIRE
Craven
Hambleton
Harrosate
Richmondshire
Rvedale
Scarboroush
Selby
York

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE
Ashfield
Bassetlaw
Broxtowe
Sedliny
Mansfield
Newark
Nottinsham
Rusheliffe

OXFORDSHIRE
Chervel]
Oxford
South Oxfordshire
Vale of White Horse
West Oxfordshire

SHRCPSHIRE
Bridsnorth
North Shropshire
Oswestry
Shrewsbury and Atchaa
South Shrorshire
The Wrekin

SOMERSET
Mendie
Sedsenoor
Taunton Deane
West Somerset
Yeouil

1981/82
revised
budset
Col 1

£2.054n
£2.3%m
£8.2%n
£2.008
£2.5%n
£5.050m
£3.15%
£5.041n

£4.627n
£5.686
£4.0420
£3.706a
£5.65%
£3.877a
£16.777a
£3.816a

£3.4820
£5.306a
£4.114a
£2.863a
£2.277a

£1.4%9m
£1.6%a
£1.122
£3.212
£1.366a
£7.067a

£2.52%
£3.382a
£3.409m
£0.930m
£3.568m

1981/
srant after
holdback
Col 2

£1.16%n
£1.085
£3.408n
£1.13%a
£1.445m
£2.853
£0.976m
£2.78%

£2.663n
£1.2%
£2.2%n
£1.697n
£3.568a
£2.0%a
£7.700a
£1.137n

£1.315a
£2.750n
£1.584a
£0.368a
£1.05%

1982/83
budset

£2.455

£1.610m
£1.813n
£1.1%m
£3.422n
£1.458a
£7.086am

£2.720m
£3.634n
£3.63%
£1.002n
£3.869

Brant

Col ¢

£1.167n
£1.261n
£3.375n
£1.0%4n
£1.565n
£2.966m
£0.935n
£3.369n

£2.437n
£0.853m
£2.091n
£2.002n
£3.482n
£1.%46n
£8.646m
£1.070m

£1.310m
£2.497m
£1.587m
£0.438n
£1.023

£0.662n
£0.597n
£0.714m
£1.290m
£0.81%
£2.806n

£1.371n
£1.769
£1.825
£0.4¢5n
£2.063a
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over-| budsettxns) i
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1
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I
' R
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-29.6%

2,211
12,531y
5.9
£.161n
2.7
£5.4%
£3.4000
£5.425

£4.%0
£6.120n
£4.3500
£3.%%
£6.0%0n
.17
£18.056a
£4.107n

£3.746
£5.711n
£4.4208
£3.081n
£2.451n

£1.61%
£1.87
£1.208a
£3.45
£1.4702
£7.606a

23
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1981/82
revised
budaet
Col 1

e

£3.487n
£3.24%
£2.5%m
£5.244n
£2.5%a
£3.724n
fe.721m
£11.557n
£3.115a

£2.773a
£1.99%n
£7.187n
£2.417n
£2.779
£3.366m
£4.5%a

£4.7%3
£3.30%
£4.314m
£2.658a
£4.335
£2.620m
£3.655a
£2.6%0n
£2.342n
£4.42%9
£3.497a

£2.549n
£7.253
£3.453a
£4.08%
£4.428m

ant and rate increases if authorities neet
ar

2

1981/82
grant after
holdback
Col 2

£1.82%
£1.197n
£0.63%
£2.31%
£0.98%
£1.402a
£1.20%
£5.6%0n
£1.91%

£1.517a
£0.874a
£2.218a
£1.201n
£1.01%
£1.570m
£2.865

£1.283n
£1.387n
£1.2%n
£0.508a
£1.115a
£1.106a
£0.685a
£0.487n
£0.814m
£1.3%
£1.65%

£1.0720
£3.33%6a
£1.266m
£0.39%
£1.342n

2.5% prudential allovance
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1982/83
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£7 273
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£1.745
£0.849

127
£1.618a
£1.511n
£6.4%a
£1.4020

1.3
£1.097a

u 237a
£1.266a
£1.5%5%
2.5

£1.342
£1.25
£1.6%a

 Rate
incregse
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_—_

3.4
0.2
T4y
2101
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2.8
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ottt Tl M3 {118 Sk LT i el i L6015 £681. 463 DRI 02 e s s
Thanes dosn e o o 2.5 LL500 1280 DK 0e fe 538,63 £112.545a TS AT sk X
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ISLES OF SCILLY £1.067  £0.566m El13a 0.9t 5y i
By o
$4.5750  £-38.707 £54.27
o £5: ] 38.707m G0 £-40.6408 S % T
SHIRE COUNTIES y £8.82% £y, /
en LM g e
et BUSN  EENLERW (K 0 g s o i o S D mue g
Bedfordshire SI67.165  £56.285 1749100 £58.6% s XTIl £51.015% D3 £50.7% m.m. e Mm wa ig
Berkshire £1%.80a  Em.l% f05.090n  SSLAG o pia D Luinia et (24,555 WG B TH SN e
. ; X .5 }l’“ £67.660m £24.293 61.%0 9.4 -2 £72.81%
Buckinshaashire HdTSe O R U L g «n ;& 5 ; ; o 43
! ! 'y & 41,80 Chelsea £35.587n £11.804n £31.3TTa £12.137 1.9 £38.300
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] e £7.85n  L6.6% O M U@ fsoe o
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11234 b.éotn  pAadem D226 OGATMMNS I e
Cleveland R11.%a  £103.576a  £213.9%7n  £105.915m EL - TN {85.0%n  £40.1%a 3456 S0 ISSL  OLSe  cHoie 1.6t
Cornwall fU6.E7la  68.24% 141948 £68.32 601 giosg B “ﬁ,‘s E7.0100  £22.67n  £S6.6% M0 A MK e .
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Devon £25%.%7n  £138.852n  £275.45%  EI37.%6In 4% @l6.S (ke
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Durhas £193.31%  £119.014n  £199.057n  £121.43n  7.80  208.05% izt £63.5%n  £R.472n  [946lem  BLey 92 Ak 08 &
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YORKSHIRE S0 v
ES;.“"‘ @ §156.4300 Ty |
el £145.3%0  £98.997n  £154.920n  £100.261m 9, w e m-“{,’, | ‘
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DURHAN ﬁ\"' il Dene £3.264n S i j";’ E:H?. B Seax gsn g
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Hastinge 4.0 £2.61% £4.27%  [2.dd4ln 7.3 5233511? e
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61 i ol £19. 275 3.231 £2.7000 0.
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Kinsston uron Hull e S TN T { o Lt gl T e e
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Canterbury £6.065a £3.215a £6. 1880 £3.027n  -15.4% £6.%7 £3.4%0 £1.73%5 £3.717 I R £ .76 0.5
Dartford £5.326a £2.707a £5.341n £2.422n ~7.0% 5.7 £2.987n £1.53% £3.01% .55 1.2 BA% %W S8
Dover .34 £3.50 £5.3618  £2.780 400 iS.70%
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Graveshia £4.245  £2.1%a £4.41%  £1.505 102 %% £2.763  £1.5% 2979 LB 74 R 03 63X
Baidsione £5.52  f2.%2 £5.8%n  f2.54n 1.0 £S5 268  £1.2% £2.5%  fLMs 500 2% 0.3 4%
Rachester upon Nedvay %68 £3.5%a £7.134a  £2.847n B3 1% B0 fl98a  Sole Clale A2 D fL8e GD
Sevenoaks £4.%2 £1.986a £5.297n £2.202n -2.7% £5.340n £3.216a £1.727a £3.4% £1.69m 5.0 34600 £LEsS e
Sherwar 0.34%  f2.37 4% fe.2ela 400 B2 DO R Mte  2Ew 40 B7e ESEG
Suale £4.580  £2.%6a £4.940n  f2.544m 9. £5h ©2.616a  £1.7% .0l % WA 12-:81‘. P
Thanet £8.3%a  £4.71% 8.7  f3.0% 69 S5 £5.270  fo.6%m 563 294 8Z B
Tonbridse and Mallins 4,429 £1.407n £4.43% £1.488n  -3.9% L
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e o S8 mode  com e S SOl phe o
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Slackrool D2 S0 o2e  S.0% 78 DO Do 2ase B3 SRS
Burnley £7.404n £4.437n £7.424n £4.3200 2.4 S.47ia £9.407n £4.550m £10.04n 2.5 Bl £0.970 >k
Chorler B.20 @26 @2 8% BT Jug f1.6%  f0.6%% £ DA TRS o e N
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e U 2315 s B 2E gios sa N BT
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endle £5.341n £3.524n £5.3%n £3.510 -l .75 £1.434n £0.953n £1.531n o Sy posa 23 |
Preston £7.207m £4.237n £7.6%n £4.3m 6% 52,540 £0.556a £0.47% £1.031n ”‘m. 3.8 ﬁ-{s,'. 0. i ’
Ribble Valler £2.3%0n £1.316 £2.3%0 £1.21% 3.6% £4.59 £4.801m £3.13% £4.625 8. 7l Sl PR
Rossendale B.2% 52761 chodem  fee  ¥B ogm (.75 £0.827m £1.845 “-m 8 ﬁ-_ﬁt 1.0 100
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