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1. Background

1.1. As central funding diminishes Council Tax is becoming an increasingly important element of funding. This is true of every authority but the following chart may help to illustrate why the members we represent are concerned at the prospect of a trend in this direction without any balancing adjustment.

[image: ]In 2013 -14 Council Tax of £20,637 million represented 43% of overall local authority funding. The proportion at individual authority level varied from as low as 18% to as high as 68%. The chart shows it was the less deprived councils that tended to have the highest proportions of Council Tax Funding

1.2. This trend is projected to continue, with Council Tax at 2019-20 projected at £27,585 million, representing on average 61% of Spending Power and as much as 90% at individual authority level. 

1.3. The resource adjustment has been a historic and important feature of settlement formula and remains a feature of the baseline needs calculation within business rates retention, albeit the value of resource adjustment diminishes as settlement funding diminishes.

1.4. The value of the resource adjustment in 2013-14 to local authorities was £16.2 billion. 

1.5. £6.2 billion was within the headline £6,550 million Relative Resource (RR) adjustment “block”. Group members will be aware that “Needs” and “Central Share” allocations are inflated by the Relative Resource value. Authorities are allocated an increased Needs & Central share but have that allocation reduced by their share of RR value within net funding, coming back to DCLGs overall control total for formula. 

1.6. In addition, there was a similar adjustment of £10 billion within Central Share or “Basic Amount” (BA) block. The amount of BA allocated in 2013-14 of £9,987 million comprised a basic needs element of £21,414 and a basic resource element of £11,423[footnoteRef:1], offsetting each other for a net allocation to each authority. [1:  Including  police and fire allocations hence does not add back to our total] 


1.7. The quantum of the resource adjustment was part of the Government-set control totals and, it will hopefully be clear from the above, did not impact on the overall funding total. If the total value of RR increased then either total needs block or total basic amount would also increase and vice-versa. The amounts of RR and BA were set by Ministers and not linked explicitly to values of band d tax or council tax requirement. The impact on authorities depended on whether their needs share proportions were higher or lower than their resource proportions.

1.8. In 2013-14 when the gross adjustment was £16.2 billion the total value of Council Tax[footnoteRef:2] was £19.1 billion, the comparison for formula elements and Council Tax by region were: [2:  Net of Council Tax Support; Excluding police, fire and the GLA] 

	
2013-14 Formula and Council Tax by Region

	Gross formula allocations adjustment[footnoteRef:3] [3:  i.e. Formula grant gross of resource: Needs block 13-14, needs element of Basic Amount 13-14 and grants rolled in at 2013] 

£m
	Council Tax support grant  added to formula £m
	Gross resource adjustment
£m
	Resource  
/ Gross formula
%
	Net
Council
Tax requirement
£ m
	Resource 
/ Council Tax
%

	Shire districts
	2,083
	168
	-1,051
	50.4
	1,149
	91.5

	Shire Counties
	9,666
	921
	-6,020
	62.3
	7,797
	77.2

	Inner London
	2,804
	187
	-1,079
	38.5
	764
	141.2

	Outer London
	3,416
	337
	-1,673
	49.0
	1,759
	95.1

	Unitary
	7,450
	725
	-3,504
	47.0
	4,254
	82.3

	Metropolitan Districts
	7,966
	807
	-2,860
	35.9
	3,363
	85.0

	Total £m_average %
	33,385
	3,145
	-16,187
	48.5
	19,086
	84.8



1.9. As might be expected, the ratio of resource adjustment relative to gross formula varies, and in a way that we might expect. If inner London and Met districts could be depicted as relatively high needs, they have the lower ratio of resource to needs adjustment with mets the lowest at 35.9%.

1.10. Perhaps less intuitive is the % variation in Resource as a proportion of Council Tax income. Since the Resource Adjustment is based on fixed values multiplied partly by Council Tax base and partly by population, the ratio is higher for relatively low band D and lower for relatively high band D.  

1.11. If all authorities had the same level of band D tax we would expect the proportions to be more similar. In fact there is a significant variation in the values of Band D set by authorities. This variation has been consistent over the last 5 years. The next table shows a box plot of the regional variations at 2017 which are similar to those at 2011. 

Box plot – Average Band D Council Tax 2017The box plots show the quartile ranges for Band D Council Tax for English regions in 2017-18. The middle two quartiles are shown as boxes, the highest and lowest quartiles as lines or “whiskers”. There is a range of £1,200 between the highest and lowest values. Inner London is significantly shifted to the left (lower) part of the range compared to others, Outer London to a lesser degree. The South East contains amongst the highest levels of band D Tax but with a wide range.

[image: ] 

1.12. Whilst the explanations or narrative that might accompany this graph may vary, we suggest to the group that the mechanism of adjusting resource based on expected or nominal Council Tax values is something the new mechanism should recognise so long as Council Tax continues in its current form and without a revaluation.

1.13. Our final point in this section is to show how the mechanism has been impacted by a combination of the settlement funding mechanism, and changes in Council Tax since 2013. As we have already mentioned, the value of the resource adjustment (and all other blocks within formula) has fallen as the total of settlement funding has fallen. The method by which this has been done, cutting RSG in proportion to baseline funding, means that the ratio of Resource to gross formula has stayed about the same[footnoteRef:4]. The ratio of Resource adjustment to Council Tax has, however, dramatically reduced from an average of 84.8% to an average of 42.2% as the following table shows [4:  Varying slightly as cuts in settlement did not impact equally on all authorities.] 


	
2017-18 Formula and Council Tax by Region

	Gross formula allocations adjustment[footnoteRef:5] [5:  i.e. Formula grant gross of resource: Needs block 13-14, needs element of Basic Amount 13-14 and grants rolled in at 2013] 

£m
	Council Tax support grant in formula £m
	Gross resource adjustment
£m
	Resource  
/ gross formula
%
	Net
Council
Tax
£ m
	Resource 
/ Council Tax
%

	Shire districts
	1,083
	87
	-539
	49.8
	1,350
	39.9

	Shire Counties
	5,450
	520
	-3,369
	61.8
	8,959
	37.6

	Inner London
	1,771
	118
	-680
	38.4
	930
	73.1

	Outer London
	2,043
	202
	-990
	48.5
	2,065
	47.9

	Unitary
	4,386
	428
	-2,035
	46.4
	4,975
	40.9

	Metropolitan Districts
	4,906
	497
	-1,751
	35.7
	3,932
	44.5

	Total £m_average %
	19,639
	1,852
	9,364
	47.7
	22,211
	42.2
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1.14. We suggest the group should identify and explain this issue to steering group and ministers and possibly identify a range of Resource Adjustment Values that more closely reflects the relationship to Council Tax established in 2013 

1.15. A more detailed authority level illustration of the resource adjustment calculations for a Met district and a shire area are attached as Appendix A.

1.16. Is the current methodology fit for purpose? 
We suggest that there is nothing fundamentally wrong with the apportionment basis but that the resource equalisation value needs to be lifted to reflect a consistent proportion of Council Tax income and hence increase Needs values.
1.17. How could the current methodology be improved?
We suggest that DCLG could model and share the impact of varying the extent to which Resource adjustment is used to increase Needs and Basic Amount.
1.18. What value should the resource adjustment be set at? 
We suggest that the resource adjustment should be fixed relative to the size of total Council tax income (but apportioned by tax base)
1.19. If the move to a simpler formula results in the removal of tier level aggregations, how should a needs basis be adapted?
The tier level method could still be used to allocate basic funding but tier level resource adjustments need not be aggregated together


2. Reliefs and Support

2.1. Up to 2013, councils were reimbursed for the amount of Council Tax they had foregone under Council Tax Benefit rules.  This reimbursement was treated as Council Tax income by authorities and amounted to an overall total of around £3,660 million in 2012-13.

2.2. With the introduction of business rate retention in 2013-14 came the withdrawal of Council Tax Benefit. From this date authorities carried the responsibility for “Council Tax Support” (CTS), a locally devised scheme (within certain national parameters) to reduce Council Tax bills for low income residents. 

2.3. This was initially financed by a £3,295 million Government grant, representing 90% of the projected 2013 benefit cost. The grant was, however, rolled into formula grant in 2013-14 and each authority has thus suffered a reduction in Council Tax Support Grant each year in proportion to its reduction in Settlement Funding. Our last estimate of the value of CTS within settlement at 2017-18 (taking into account the inflationary increase in rates and the Government’s reductions in RSG) was £1,962 million, 60% of the 2013-14 rolled-in value. By 2019-20 our estimate of the value of CTS grant is £1,736 million, 53% of its 2013-14 rolled in value.

2.4. It has been argued that some of the recent historic growth in Tax base (used by DCLG to project future growth) is in fact a consequence of some councils reducing their Council Tax support

2.5. The proportions of CTS as a % of overall funding varies from one authority to another, as the proportions of dependent households vary. Again, there is a marked variation across the deprivation deciles with the least deprived authorities tending to have the lowest proportionate cost of CTS, as is shown in the following chart. SIGOMA authorities are highlighted by a red dash.
[image: ]
2.6. On the demand side, authorities have apparently been unable to match reductions in the grant with reductions in benefit. Latest Revenue estimate data for 2017-18 suggests that Council Tax Support is estimated to have cost a total £3,300-£3,400[footnoteRef:6] million, of which pensioners alone would be £1,500 million.  [6:  There are errors and omissions in the RA2017-18 return data which we have corrected or replaced with substitutes based last provided figures, where available, less average reduction rates. There are 4 authorities for which no data can be estimated and these have been left at zero, hence the data total is likely to be understated.] 


2.7. The chart below shows the reported change in Council Tax Support between the 2013-14 DCLG estimate and 2017-18 Revenue Estimate. For about 183 of the 353 billing authorities the cost of Council Tax support has increased by comparison to the 2013 grant value. Across all deprivation deciles the percentage change varies between, on average, cuts of 20% and increases of 30%. No authority achieved a cut of 40% to match the reduction in grant within Settlement.
[image: ]The chart shows the reported change in Council Tax Support between the 2013-14 DCLG estimate and 2017-18 Revenue Estimate, corrected for return errors and omissions.

The outlier in 5th most deprived is Breckland District.
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2.8. One of the key requirements of local support schemes is the protection of Pensioners. This means that although support can theoretically be reduced to zero for working age claimants, pension age taxpayers must be given the same support as they would have received under benefit rules. The reducing value of benefit within Settlement means that the total value could soon be adequate only to finance the total payable to pensioners.

2.9. Would group members support identification of a new baseline of Council Tax support within 2020 settlement based on other objective benefit claimant data (say un-employed working age and benefit claimants of retirement age) multiplied by a national centrally set amount per claimant? This could then be re-established as a rolled in grant within funding or amended at full value within the Resource Adjustment.

3. Settlement 2015 - further recognition of Council Tax Income
3.1. In recognition of the falling value of the Resource Adjustment, the 2015, 4 year Settlement incorporated Council Tax into the calculation of Revenue Support Grant for 2016-17 onwards, something not previously done.  

3.2. An illustration of the method, using the same two authority types, is attached in appendix B. In simple terms the calculation of reductions at authority level are made by applying tier % reductions to Settlement Funding value plus 2015-16 Council Tax Base rather than to Settlement Funding alone. The % reductions at tier level are still determined centrally by DCLG and so may not necessarily yield reductions that all would consider “fair” in future years.

3.3. This change in methodology resulted in some very different RSG allocations and in some authorities having a negative RSG determination (not possible under the previous methodology) Negative RSG increases in size over the four year settlement and was in total: 2017-18 £2.27m, 2018-19 £22.82m, 2019-20 £152.88m.

3.4. Following the 2015 settlement consultation, the 15 authorities with a negative RSG allocation in 2017-18 had their RSG reduced to nil rather than a negative allocation and DCLG created a transition grant of £150 million in 2016-17 and 2017-18 for 219, mainly district authorities, with the worst RSG impacts.

3.5. Should the new method of calculating RSG reduction continue beyond 2019-20?
Setting cuts relative to overall CT requirement takes no account of the varying band D levels set by authorities, as referred to above. If this method continues it would be better to set cuts by reference to an imputed CT requirement, that is by a “standard” CT amount, multiplied by tax base rather than on Council Tax requirement.

Subject to the above we are supportive of applying cuts at a level that takes into account the whole of resources available to authorities and would be interested in the views of other members.

4. Council Tax Linked to Adult Social Care
4.1. Since 2016-17, councils with responsibility for adult social services have had a “flexibility” to raise Council Tax by a further 2% above the 2% general referendum cap[footnoteRef:7]. At the same time DCLG have introduced an additional Better Care fund for adult social care authorities, further enhanced for early years in the 2017 Budget. The amounts of grant and estimated additional Council Tax through the flexibility are: [7:  In 2016 this was further flexed to allow accelerated increases in earlier years subject to an overall cap of 6% over the 3 years to 2019-20 and a cap of 3% in any one year] 

	
	2017-18
£m
	2018-19
£m
	2019-20
£m

	Additional Better Care Grant
	1,115.0
	1,499.0
	1,837.0

	Potential Council Tax raised through ASC flexibility
	814.2
	1,289.6
	1,811.5



4.2. The amount of Council Tax that could be raised through Adult Social Care flexibility will vary depending upon the size of an authority’s Council Tax base and will bear no relationship to the cost of care. The additional Better Care funding allocations do, however, take into account the amount of funding that each authority could raise through the flexibility, so that the two funding streams combined should add to a distribution based on social care deprivation.

4.3. Should the social care Council Tax flexibility be combined into an overall cap (assuming a cap must remain)? In which case, should adult social care funding be rolled into settlement? Or,
4.4. Should the social care Council Tax flexibility and Additional Better Care fund be ignored for Fair funding purposes, as long the Additional Better Care fund remains in force at the 2019-20 value.

Again, using CT requirement tends to favour authorities who are setting comparatively low band D. We suggest that an imputed level of Council Tax should be used to adjust Social care funding and that there should be regular updates to this figure.

On balance and subject to the above comment, our members support the principle of a social care precept so long as Additional Better Care Grant and its interaction with ASC precept continues.
5. 

APPENDIX A
Resource adjustment in Settlement Funding Formula at 2013-14
The tables illustrate calculations for a single tier metropolitan authority, Sheffield, and a combination of upper and lower tier authorities making up Dorset County. In both cases the calculations are carried out at tier level but will roll up into one adjustment for the single tier authority. 

In our examples it can be seen that Sheffield loses less Resource Equalisation amount (£22.9 million v £78.0 million) due to a lower tax base than Dorset whilst losing more in Basic Amount Resource (£103.2 million v £76.9 million) due to a higher population (though it should be remembered that the population ratio works to Sheffield’s advantage in the Needs part of the Basic Amount calculation). In summary the two adjustments are:

Resource Equalisation
The table illustrates that the main local variable is the Council Tax Base value, weighted by the authority tier proportions set by DCLG, though the allocation is also affected by the lowest baseline resource allocation:
Summary of Resource Equalisation Adjustment 2013-14. Illustration at authority level
[image: ]
Basic amount deduction is the product of population and lowest per head tier value

Basic Amount Resource Adjustment
The table illustrates that the main variable affecting the relative allocations is the local population
Summary of Basic Amount resource adjustment 2013-14. Illustration at authority level
[image: ]
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A more detailed analysis of the two data sets follows 




Note the tier share percentages set by Government. DCLG will wish to alter these proportions if a similar model is used which may in turn lead them to reconsider the overall value of the resource adjustment.  As Settlement Funding falls so does the value of the Resource adjustment within it. 

[image: ]














Appendix B
Council Tax adjusted within Revenue Support Grant cuts
Illustration of Mechanism
[image: ]
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 Authority Tax Base

Upper tier 

proportion

Lower tier 

proportion

Basic amount 

deduction

Fixed total 

(Adjustment 

£value/total all 

adjustments)

Resource 

equalisation 

adjustment 

£'000

a b c d e      . (ax(b+c)-d)xe

Sheffield 156,810                   75.58% 13.40% 120,705                 1.220                      22,957.93 -         

Dorset County 172,960                   75.58% 76,371                    1.220                      66,299.43 -         

  Christchurch SD 20,950                      13.40% 1,583                      1.220                      1,493.46 -            

  East Dorset SD 39,000                      13.40% 2,863                      1.220                      2,882.68 -            

  North Dorset SD 27,664                      13.40% 2,246                      1.220                      1,782.25 -            

  Purbeck SD 19,324                      13.40% 1,478                      1.220                      1,355.44 -            

  West Dorset SD 42,792                      13.40% 3,253                      1.220                      3,026.85 -            

  Weymouth & Portland SD 23,230                      13.40% 2,117                      1.220                      1,214.41 -            

Dorset County & Districts combined 172,960                   75.5760% 13.3999% 89,912                    1.220                      78,054.53 -         
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 Authority Population

Upper tier 

fixed 

multiplier *

Upper tier 

amount £'000

Lower tier fixed 

multiplier*

Lower tier 

amount £'000

Total Basic 

amount 

adjustment 

£'000

a b (axb)=c d (axd)=e c+e

Sheffield 561,224                   0.1562139 -        87,671.01 -          0.0276972 -            15,544.35 -            103,215.36 -       

Dorset County 418,050                   0.1562139 -        65,305.24 -          0 -                          65,305.24 -         

  Christchurch SD 48,876                      0 0.0276972 -            1,353.73 -               1,353.73 -            

  East Dorset SD 88,393                      0 0.0276972 -            2,448.24 -               2,448.24 -            

  North Dorset SD 69,341                      0 0.0276972 -            1,920.55 -               1,920.55 -            

  Purbeck SD 45,640                      0 0.0276972 -            1,264.10 -               1,264.10 -            

  West Dorset SD 100,431                   0 0.0276972 -            2,781.66 -               2,781.66 -            

  Weymouth & Portland SD 65,369                      0 0.0276972 -            1,810.54 -               1,810.54 -            

Dorset County & Districts combined 76,884.06 -         

* Although these values are fixed in each years formula, they will vary from year to year depending on the value of the basic amount

multiplier, the value of the Resource equalisation adjustment and the values for the lowest tax base per head value in the year
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Tier shares (government set)

i) Upper tier 75.5760%

ii) Lower tier 13.3999%

III) Fire tier 3.0658%

iv) Police tier 7.9584%

Resource equalisation adjustment

Sheffield Sheffield

DORSET 

County Christchurch East Dorset North Dorset Purbeck West Dorset

Weymouth & 

Portland

RefDescription Method Upper tier Lower tier Upper tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier

A Tax base 156,810             156,810             172,960             20,950               39,000               27,664               19,324               42,792               23,230              

B Population 561,224             561,224             418,050             48,876               88,393               69,341               45,640               100,431             65,369              

C Tax base per head A/B 0.279408           0.279408           0.41                    0.43                    0.44                    0.40                    0.42                    0.43                    0.36                   

D Tier level Tax base per head C x i or ii 0.211165165 0.037440246 0.31268021 0.057436987 0.059122178 0.053458709 0.056733938 0.057094748 0.047618489

E Resource threshold (lowest individual) lowest D 0.182684034 0.032390 0.182684034 0.032390 0.032390 0.032390 0.032390 0.032390 0.032390

F Adjustment ph required to meet thresholdD-E 0.028481 0.005050 0.129996 0.025047 0.026732 0.021068 0.024343 0.024704 0.015228

G Adjustment (Adjustment per head x pop) F x B 15,984.29          2,834.07            54,344.90         1,224.17            2,362.90            1,460.89            1,111.04            2,481.08            995.44              

H Sum of all adjustments sum of all G 5,368,947.52    5,368,947.52    5,368,947.52   5,368,947.52   5,368,947.52   5,368,947.52   5,368,947.52   5,368,947.52   5,368,947.52  

I Total value of Resource adjustment pot £m Set by DCLG 6,549,983.00    6,549,983.00    6,549,983.00   6,549,983.00   6,549,983.00   6,549,983.00   6,549,983.00   6,549,983.00   6,549,983.00  

I Authority share of resource adjustment I x G/H 19,500.44 -         3,457.49 -           66,299.43 -        1,493.46 -           2,882.68 -           1,782.25 -           1,355.44 -           3,026.85 -           1,214.41 -          

J Combined upper and lower tier adjustment £m 22,958 -               78,055 -             

Sheffield Sheffield

DORSET 

County Christchurch East Dorset North Dorset Purbeck West Dorset

Weymouth & 

Portland

Resource adjustment in Basic Amount

Upper tier Lower tier Upper tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier

A1 Needs threshold value 356.440             102.361             356.594             102.361             102.361             102.361             102.361             102.361             102.361            

B1 Resource threshold value E x I/H x 1k 222.870 -            39.516 -               222.870 -            39.516 -              39.516 -              39.516 -              39.516 -              39.516 -              39.516 -             

C1 Basic amount  threshold A1-B1 133.570             62.845                133.724             62.845               62.845               62.845               62.845               62.845               62.845              

D1 Basic amount  threshold x population /1m C1 x B/1m 74.96                  35.27                  55.90                  3.07                    5.56                    4.36                    2.87                    6.31                    4.11                   

E1 Sum of all BA x pop/1m Sum all D1s 14,248.00          14,248.00          14,248.00         14,248.00         14,248.00         14,248.00         14,248.00         14,248.00         14,248.00        

F1 Basic amount (pro rata £9,986.7k) D1/E1x 9.9m 52,542.73          24,721.53          39,183.62         2,152.95            3,893.65            3,054.42            2,010.41            4,423.92            2,879.46           

G1 Resource adjustment within Basic Amount £'000 87,671.01 -         15,544.34 -         65,305.23 -        1,353.73 -           2,448.24 -           1,920.55 -           1,264.10 -           2,781.66 -           1,810.54 -          

H1 Combined upper and lower tier adjustment £'000 103,215.35 -      76,884.05 -       

Overall Resource adjustment value National Sheffield Dorset

Combined resource adjustment in 

Resource  and basic amount £'000

10,481,070 -               126,173.29 -      154,938.58 -     

2013 Council Tax requirement

Prior to CT support adjustment £'000 23,932,043                197,267.00       231,497.00      

    Adjustment as % of CTR 44% 64% 67%

After CT support adjustment £'000 20,637,015                161,344.00       207,880.00      

    Adjustment as % of CTR

51% 78% 75%

2017 Council Tax requirement

Estimated resource adjustment value 6,288,642 -                 75,704 -               92,963 -             

CTR After CT support adjustment 23,809,052                181,946             236,764            

    Adjustment as % of CTR

-26% -42% -39%
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England Total Sheffield Sheffield

 DORSET 

County 

 

Christchurch  East Dorset 

 North 

Dorset   Purbeck   West Dorset 

 Weymouth 

& Portland 

Ref Description Method Upper tier Lower tier Upper tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier Lower tier

A Adjusted 2015-16 Baseline funding Rolls in all grants since 2013 11,323,173,448      112,364,853          19,034,432           36,393,662        903,510          1,253,637       1,506,037       1,048,961       2,653,555       1,850,833      

B Adjusted 2015-16 within RSG Rolls in all grants since 2013 9,926,764,781        104,331,646          14,752,108           36,896,858        700,441          980,170          1,158,704       797,581          2,043,671       1,424,373      

C Adjusted 2015-16 settlement funding A+B 21,249,938,229      216,696,499          33,786,541           73,290,520        1,603,951       2,233,806       2,664,741       1,846,542       4,697,226       3,275,206      

2016-17 calculation

D Multiplier increase 2016-17 =0.484/0.48 1.008333                  1.00833                  1.00833                 1.00833              1.00833          1.00833          1.00833          1.00833          1.00833          1.00833         

E 2016-17 Baseline funding amount A x D 11,417,533,227      113,301,226          19,193,052           36,696,942        911,039          1,264,084       1,518,588       1,057,702       2,675,668       1,866,256      

F 2015-16 Council Tax requirement Split pro rata 2013 formula 22,035,883,031      144,554,836          25,823,727           195,912,242      3,561,520       7,373,717       2,926,142       3,181,468       5,259,017       5,784,677      

G 2015-16 "CORE FUNDING" C+F 43,285,821,260      361,251,336          59,610,267           269,202,762      5,165,471       9,607,523       5,590,883       5,028,010       9,956,243       9,059,883      

H Less police 606,183,155           

I Less Isle of scilly 4,700,593               

J 42,674,937,513     

Scaling adjustment calculation

Split 2015-16:

 Settlement     

(DCLG fix) 

 2015-16 CT 

requirement  £

K1 Upper tier 15,941,800,501           16,606,279,565             32,548,080,066     

K2 Lower Tier 3,297,850,907             3,561,452,829               6,859,303,736       

K3 Fire and rescue 1,089,535,624             1,201,214,775               2,290,750,398       

K4 GLA services 880,801,181                 96,002,131                     976,803,312           

Core funding 2016-17

 Settlement     

(DCLG fix) 

 2015-16 CT 

requirement  £

L1 Upper tier 13,868,591,099           16,606,279,565             30,474,870,664     

L2 Lower Tier 2,793,188,061             3,561,452,829               6,354,640,890       

L3 Fire and rescue 1,013,032,606             1,201,214,775               2,214,247,381       

L4 GLA services 879,749,630                 96,002,131                     975,751,761           

Scaling factors No.

M1 Upper tier L1/K1 0.9363032              

M2 Lower Tier L2/K2 0.9264265              

M3 Fire and rescue L3/K3 0.9666035              

M4 GLA services L4/K4 0.9989235              

N 2016-17 core funding G x (M1 or M2) 40,019,510,695      338,240,772          55,224,532           252,055,400      4,785,430       8,900,664       5,179,543       4,658,082       9,223,728       8,393,316      

O Of which Settlement funding N-F 193,685,936          29,400,806           56,143,158        1,223,910       1,526,947       2,253,401       1,476,614       3,964,711       2,608,639      

Of which Revenue Support Grant O-E 80,384,709            10,207,753           19,446,216        312,870          262,864          734,813          418,911          1,289,043       742,382         
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