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Schools Funding Formula – 2019/20 Final allocations

1. Introduction

1.1. This report provides an update to the previous reports presented to schools forum in 
September and November 2018.

1.2. In December 2018, the Department for Education (DfE) issued the final 2019/20 schools 
block allocations and the final version of the Authority Proforma Tool (APT).  This 
information enables the local authority to finalise the 2019/20 Individual Schools 
Budget (ISB) by the DfE’s final submission deadline of the 21st January 2019.

1.3. 2019/20 indicative budget allocations were issued to all schools in September and 
November 2018 based on the local authority’s knowledge and projections at that point 
in time.  These prior notifications were based on October 2017 pupil census numbers 
and the local authority’s best estimate of the 2019/20 schools block.   The final budget 
figures provided in this report are now based on October 2018 pupil census numbers 
and the final schools block allocation.

2. 2019/20 Final schools block allocations and updates

2.1. The final schools block allocation for 2019/20 is shown in Table 1.  This allocation is 
compared to the previous two year’s final allocations.  These figures confirm the 
government’s commitment to provide for at least a 1% per pupil increase for each 
school in 2019/20 through the national funding formula compared to the 2017 to 2018 
baseline figures.

2.2. Table 1

Financial 
Year

Pupil 
numbers

Pupil led 
factors

Premises 
and 

mobility Growth

Schools 
block 

funding

Per 
pupil 
figur

e increase
2017/18 16,556 97,599,105 1,194,456 1,251,953 100,045,514 6,043
2018/19 16,671 98,922,591 1,194,456 1,251,953 101,369,000 6,081 0.62
2019/20 16,856 100,421,000 1,338,000 1,117,000 102,876,000 6,103 0.37

2.3. The 2019/20 schools block allocation represents a cash increase of £1,507,000 primarily 
due to an increase in pupil numbers.

2.4. The amount available for distribution through the schools funding formula is shown in 
Table 2.
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Table 2
£

2019/20 schools block funding 102,876,000
Proposed transfer to the High Needs Block -1,000,000
LA De-delegated budgets (maintained schools only) -706,000
Budget available for distribution through the funding formula 101,170,000

3. Growth allocation

3.1. The indicative 2019/20 budget reported to the November forum included a lower 
estimate in growth funding of £791,271 compared to the previous financial year.  This 
figure was calculated using the DfE’s growth estimate tool.  However, due to the 
increase in pupil numbers this projected decrease hasn’t materialised and growth of 
£1,117,000 has been included in the 2019/20 schools block budget.

4. Update on 2019/20 dis-application requests

Dis-application request – proposed transfer to the High Needs Block

4.1. A recommendation was approved by Schools Forum in September to formally apply to 
the Secretary of State for Education to transfer £1,000,000 from the schools block to 
the high needs block.   A formal request was required due to the transfer being greater 
than 0.5% of the schools block.   This application was submitted by the local authority 
in November 2018.

4.2. The Secretary of State has announced some further high needs block funding for 2018 
to 2019 and 2019 to 2020.   The allocations are shown in Table 3.  In light of this 
additional funding, the Education and Skills Funding Agency (ESFA) are allowing local 
authorities to review their applications to:

 withdraw the dis-application request due to no longer needing to transfer more 
than 0.5% of the schools block to the high needs block;

 review the level of transfer
 leave the disapplication unchanged.

Table 3
Additional High Needs block funding £
2018 to 2019 358,000
2019 to 2020 358,000
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4.3. As such the ESFA have delayed their decision on the application until the local authority 
has informed them that schools forum have been briefed and have been able to make 
a fully informed decision.  
 

4.4. The ESFA would like the local authority to inform them by close of business on 15th 
January 2018, regarding the decision of Schools Forum.

4.5. For the purposes of modelling the schools funding formula it has been assumed that 
£1,000,000 will be transferred to the high needs block.  This is because the forecast 
overspend in 2019/20 on the high needs block is £4.5m after allowing for the additional 
£0.358m funding confirmed, £1m transfer proposed from the schools block and 
£0.35m transfer from the central services block.

Dis-application request – adjust the calculated school budget share

4.6. The ESFA have approved the request to adjust the amount funded through the 
Minimum Funding Guarantee (MFG) for Ark Burlington Danes Academy (BDA).  This 
request was submitted as BDA has converted to an all-through school resulting in the 
MFG being weighted towards the higher per pupil value for secondary phase pupils.

4.7. The adjusted figure of minus £70,000 has been included in the school funding formula 
calculations as an adjustment to the school’s 2018/19 baseline.   This funding is re-
distributed across all schools through the funding formula factors.

5. 2019/20 distribution of the schools funding formula

2019/20 schools budget consultation response

5.1. A formal consultation was issued to all schools for feedback and comments on the 
proposals relating to the schools, early years and high needs block.

5.2. The consultation closed on the 14th December 2018.  Responses were received from 
four primary schools, two secondary schools/academy trusts, one maintained nursery 
school federation, one school governor and two independent nursery providers. The 
questions and themes raised in the consultation feedback with respect to schools and 
high needs blocks are shown in Appendix 4.

Minimum Funding Guarantee (MFG)

5.3. There was a concern about the agreed schools forum proposal to model the formula 
based on the transitional move of one third towards the national funding formula (NFF) 
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factor rates.    It was felt that this proposal does not appear to benefit any individual 
school and that the level of the MFG means that schools become reliant on this factor.

5.4. The MFG is designed to protect schools from excessive year-on-year changes and to 
allow changes in pupil characteristics (e.g. reducing levels of deprivation in schools) to 
flow through.

Growing and Expanding Schools

5.5. The pupil numbers within the APT are adjusted for growing and expanding schools to 
ensure that these schools are funded for the additional in-take of pupils in September 
2019. 

5.6. A concern has been raised that this places a temporary drain on funds that would 
otherwise be available for re-distribution to other schools and that this should be 
consideration to delay implementation of the transitional NFF rates.

5.7. The requirement to adjust the pupil numbers (for eligible growing and expanding 
schools) is within the School Funding regulations.   This is covered in more detail at 
section 6.17 of this report.

6. School Funding Formula models

6.1. The schools block allocation available for distribution through the funding formula is 
£101,170,000 as shown in Table 2.    This assumes the proposed transfer to the high 
needs block and is net of de-delegated budgets from maintained schools to the local 
authority.

6.2. The 2019/20 final school budget figures have been modelled using final pupil data 
confirmed at October 2018.  All previous indicative school budgets for 2019/20 were 
modelled using 2017/18 pupil number data.

6.3. The 2019/20 schools funding formula has been modelled using two scenarios, the NFF 
transitional rates as approved by schools forum and by using the existing local factor 
rates.    

Initial calculations

6.4. The first formula calculations resulted in an unallocated balance of schools block 
funding.   The final budget allocated as shown in Table 1 and 2 is higher than the 
indicative allocations and the proposed transitional factors presented to the November 
schools forum.   This resulted in the factors not distributing enough funding through 
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the schools formula.    This is primarily due to restrictions caused by allocating funding 
through the factors and having only limited flexibility of between -1.5% to +0.5% per 
pupil through the minimum funding guarantee.  

6.5. To distribute this balance, the individual factor rates have been uplifted to push more 
funding through the formula.  

 NFF transitional rates – the transitional rates presented to previous school’s 
forum have been uplifted by 3.4% for all factors.

 Local factors – The EAL factors have been uplifted in line with the full NFF rates.  
The low prior attainment rates have been uplifted by 16% which ensures the 
available funding is allocated.  It should be noted that due to the higher value 
of the local factors a percentage increase across all the factors wasn’t possible 
as it overallocated the schools block funding.

6.6. The rates used in the calculations are shown at Appendix 1 and for clarity are shown 
against the rates used to calculate the indicative budgets presented to the November 
2018 schools forum.   Appendix 1a gives a description of each factor.

6.7. The amounts calculated for distribution using the two models are shown at Table 4.  
There remains a small unallocated balance of approximately £1,500   

Table 4

£
Unallocated

 £
MFG 

%

Amount allocated 
through MFG 

£
NFF transitional – all factors 
uplifted by 3.4% 101,148,942 1,628 +0.5% 1,699,271
Local factors – EAL and low prior 
attainment factors uplifted 101,149,813 1,277 -1.5% 783,137

6.8. The allocation of the schools funding formula using the NFF transitional rate has a 
percentage impact on per pupil funding factors ranging from minus 0.51% to plus 
2.72%.   The factors for non- pupil led factors being the lump sum, rates and split sites 
are excluded from this per pupil calculation.

6.9. The allocation of the schools funding formula using the uplifted existing local factors 
has a percentage impact on per pupil funding factors ranging from minus 2.46% to 
plus 4.7%.   The factors for non- pupil led factors being the lump sum, rates and split 
sites are excluded from this per pupil calculation.

6.10. The detailed per school formula allocations are shown at Appendix 2. 
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6.11. The local authority recommends that the adjusted NFF transitional rates (column A 
Appendix 1) are adopted as the basis for allocating the 2019/20 schools budget.   All 
factors have been increased equally.  This therefore benefits the majority of schools 
regardless of their current pupil demographic through both basic entitlement and 
deprivation factors. 

6.12. The local factors model results in a higher number of losers and larger gainers.  The 
local factors model benefits those schools with higher levels of EAL and lower prior 
attainment and has higher IDACI bandings compared to the NFF transitional rates.  
However, these factors have a higher differential to the full National Funding Formula.

Use of the Funding Floor Factor

6.13. The Secretary of State confirmed in July 2017 that the NFF will provide for at least a 1% 
per pupil increase in respect of each school between the 2017 to 2018 baseline and 
2019 to 2020.   This provision is confirmed in the local authority schools block allocation 
shown in Table 1.

6.14. The ESFA have created an optional factor within the NFF to enable local authorities to 
mirror the 1% per pupil increase.  The use of this factor ensures that the amount a 
school is allocated through the formula is at least 1% greater than the school’s 2017 to 
2018 funding floor baseline.

6.15. The results of using this factor are shown at Table 5.  The figures are compared to the 
amount available for distribution through the schools block after de-delegation and 
the proposed transfer to the high needs block have been deducted.  The calculations 
show that the use of this factor within the proposed schools block funding allocation 
as set out in Table 1 is not possible, given the proposed £1,000,000 Schools Block to 
High Needs Block Transfer.

Table 5 – allocation using the funding floor factor
Calculated 

budget after HNB 
Transfer

£

Under/Over 
allocated

 £
NFF transitional rates – no uplift 101,619,372 449,372 Over
Existing funding factors 101,717,134 517,134 Over

6.16. By not using the funding floor factor, the schools funding formula retains an element 
of formula re-distribution through factors rather than retain funding distribution 
through historic funding.  By using the MFG factor, the formula retains a moderated 
formula distribution.
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Pupil number adjustment for growing and expanding schools

6.17. The school funding regulations require that local authorities should estimate the pupil 
numbers expected to join the school in September 2019 and fund proportionately for 
the period September to March (7 months).   The adjustments made in the APT are 
shown in Table 6.   These adjustments are based on prior year’s decisions where school 
expansion was required at that time.

Table 6 – increase in number on roll for growing and expanding schools

School Name

Expected 
pupil 

number 
increase at 
September 

2019

Number 
applied in 
2019/20 
funding 
formula 
(7/12)

Adjustment 
required 
2020/21 
budget

Date of 
final 

intake
Earls Court Free School 
Primary 30 17.5 Yes

September 
2020

West London Free School 
Primary 60 35 Yes

September 
2019

The Fulham Boys School 30 17.5 No 
September 

2018
Ark Burlington Danes 
Academy 60 35 Yes

September 
2021

St John XXIII Catholic Primary 
School 30 17.5 No

September 
2018

St Stephen’s CofE Primary 
School 30 17.5 Yes

September 
2020

Sacred Heart High School 30 17.5 Yes
September 

2020

7. Falling rolls fund

7.1. The Schools Forum has previously agreed to create a falling rolls fund from the 
unallocated balance from the 2018/19 falling rolls allocations as shown in Table 7.  This 
means that £224,999 is available to pay to eligible schools with falling rolls for 2019/20.

Table 7 – 2018/19 falling rolls allocations
School 2018/19 Falling Rolls 

allocations
£

Sullivan Primary School 80,265
Flora Gardens Primary School 83,014
St Thomas of Canterbury Catholic 
Primary School

88,910

Addison Primary School 100,005
St John XXIII Catholic Primary School 13,307
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Total allocated £365,501

Total unallocated £224,999

7.2. ESFA guidance states that the local authority may set aside schools block funding to 
create a small fund to support good schools with falling rolls where local planning data 
shows that surplus places will be needed within the next three years.  

7.3. The ESFA advise that the allocation of falling rolls funding should contain clear 
objective trigger points for qualification and a clear formula for calculating allocations.

7.4. The local authority proposes the following criteria for allocating the falling rolls fund:
 An Ofsted category of Good or Outstanding
 No 2018/19 falling rolls funding previously received
 Have a falling roll of 5% or greater but not exceeding 20% compared to the 

October 2017 number on roll. 

7.5. The recommendation in paragraph 7.4 represents a change from the November 2018 
Schools Forum.  This is because the October 2018 census data reveals a larger than 
expected number of schools with a falling role of more than 5% and a desire to provide 
schools most impacted with some transitional funding protection.

7.6. The falling rolls fund is proposed to be allocated for schools that have a falling roll at 
October 2018 of 5% or greater but not exceeding greater than a 20% falling roll 
compared to the October 2017 pupil census.   This 20% cap is recommended to schools 
forum as anything above this is seen to indicate a more serious problem at the school 
which can’t be resolved by using falling rolls funding.
  

7.7. The actual number of eligible pupils attract the primary or secondary phase AWPU 
value scaled down by 5/12 to cover the remainder of the academic year, April to August 
2019.   This is the point that the schools funding decreases in the academic year due 
to the financial and academic years not being aligned.

7.8. There are six schools eligible to receive falling rolls funding based on the proposed 
criteria.  Schools Forum are asked to consider the basis and allocation of falling rolls 
funding as summarised in Table 8.  The detailed falling rolls calculation is shown at 
Appendix 3.    
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Table 8 – summary of falling rolls

School Name

October 
2018 
Pupil 

number 
reduction 
(pupils)

% 
October 

2017 
variance 
(pupils)

5% of 
October 

2017 NOR 

Number 
of pupils 
eligible 

for falling 
rolls 

funding 
(column 
A minus

 C)

2019/20 
Amount 
allocated

£
A B C D E

Ark Swift Primary Academy 31 -11% 13.9 17.1 25,458
Fulham Primary 25 -9% 14.1 10.9 16,227
Old Oak Primary 22 -7% 16.05 5.95 8,858
Queen’s Manor School and 
Special Needs Unit 11 -5% 10.2 0.8 1,191
Good Shepherd RC Primary 
School 25 -11% 11.25 13.75 20,470
Fulham College Boys School 28 -8% 17.5 10.5 22,890

Total 95,094

Unallocated Funding 129,905

Phoenix Academy

7.9. Phoenix Academy have a falling roll but do not qualify for consideration of falling rolls 
funding due to their recent academy status and pending their Ofsted rating.    The 
school, in discussion with the local authority would like to be considered for this 
funding but have not made a formal application. 

7.10. Schools Forum are asked to consider holding back part of the unallocated falling rolls 
funding for Phoenix Academy subject to the school getting a good or outstanding 
Ofsted rating at their next inspection and making a formal application for funding.

7.11. If the school were eligible for falling rolls funding, the amount they would be eligible 
for is shown in Table 9.  

Table 9 – Phoenix Academy Falling Rolls funding

School Name

October 
2018 
Pupil 

number 
reduction

% 
October 

2017 
variance 
(pupils)

5% of 
October 

2017 
NOR 

(pupils)

Number 
of 

pupils 
eligible 

for 
falling 
rolls 

funding 
(column 
A minus

Amount 
allocated

£
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Phoenix 
Academy -93 -19% 25.05 67.95 148,131

7.12. If Phoenix Academy were funded, the falling rolls fund would be limited to the 
remaining balance available as shown in Table 8 of £129,905.
 

7.13. Two schools have submitted a formal request for falling rolls funding, Fulham College 
Boys School and Flora Gardens Primary School.

Flora Gardens Primary School

7.14. Flora Gardens Primary School has a decrease in pupil numbers of 4%.  The school 
predict an increase in roll in the next academic year.  They have a bulge class that has 
only been 50% utilised, this class will have flowed through the school by August 2019.  
The school is confident that through the work done by staff, the positive links with the 
community and the Ofsted rating of good with outstanding features ensures that they 
will maintain their current co-hort resulting in an increased roll in October 2019.    A 
one-off request of falling rolls funding has therefore been requested.  

7.15. The local authority do not recommend that falling rolls funding is made available for 
Flora Gardens Primary School as they do not meet two of the proposed criteria 
proposed by the local authority.  The number on roll has not fallen by 5% or more and 
they received falling rolls funding in financial year 2018/19.

Fulham College Boys School

7.16. Fulham College Boys School has a decrease in pupil numbers of 8%.

7.17.  The school have submitted a detailed request to access falling rolls funding.    Due to 
their expected fall in roll, the school, in cash terms will lose funding equivalent to the 
costs of three teaching staff posts.  The school is committed to reversing the fall in 
pupil numbers and is focussing on a marketing strategy and has prioritised good 
leadership as being a contributor to the success of the school.

7.18. The school is confident that its numbers will improve following a further expected dip 
in 2019.

8. De-delegated Services

8.1. De-delegated services are for maintained schools only.  The funding is allocated 
through the schools funding formula but can be passed back for maintained primary 



12

and secondary schools with schools forum approval. The proposed maintained schools 
de-delegated budgets are shown below in table 10.

8.2. De-delegated budgets proposed for 2019/20 reflect the allocations in 2018/19 and 
prior years and total £706,000.

8.3. Table 10 – Maintained Schools De-delegated Budgets Proposed 2019/20

Proposed Budget Proposed 2019/20 
Budget £

Maintained Schools in Financial Difficulty/Contingency 200,000
Maintained Schools Trade Union Cover 140,000
Maintained Schools Maternity Cover Fund 140,000
Maintained Schools Licence Fees 40,000
Behavioural Support (SEND) 29,000
Free School Meals Eligibility 32,000
Underperforming Ethnic Groups 125,000
Total 706,000

9. Other

9.1. The local authority agreed at the Schools Forum in November to deliver a final 2019/20 
schools and early years budget workshop for schools.  The workshop is scheduled for 
the 8th January 2019.

9.2. The workshop aims to inform schools of the methodology used for calculating the 
funding formula and to give delegates the opportunity to ask questions on the formula 
and their proposed school budget shares.

9.3. The local authority will give verbal and written feedback (if appropriate) from the 
workshop to the schools forum.

Final figures

9.4. The final school budget figures as shown in appendix 2 may change before the final 
school budget shares are issued.  The local authority is waiting for confirmation of the 
2019/20 NNDR figures.   Any changes by the ESFA or the local authority will affect each 
school.  The local authority expect any changes to be minor.

10. Recommendations/Decisions
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10.1. Schools Forum to agree that the ESFA will be notified that the local authority wish to 
proceed with the dis-application request to transfer up to £1m from the schools block 
to the high needs block.

10.2. Schools Forum to agree that the NFF transitional factors as set out in Appendix 1 
column A are used as the basis for calculating the 2019/20 schools funding formula.

10.3. Schools Forum to agree the approach and distribution of falling rolls funding as set 
out in section 7 and tables 8 and 9.

10.4. Schools Forum to agree in principle the request to consider an application from 
Phoenix Academy for falling rolls funding subject to their Ofsted rating being Good or 
Outstanding.

10.5. Schools Forum to consider its role in setting the strategic direction of the schools block 
budget allocations for 2020/21 which is scheduled to be the final year of local formula 
discretion prior to the implementation of the full National Funding Formula for Schools 
in 2021/22.

10.6. Schools Forum to consider its role in the strategy for managing the schools economy 
with constrained funding term and significant cost pressures over the medium term.

10.7. Schools Forum to consider its role of oversight of the high needs block budget and the 
government requirement to articulate in the summer term 2019, how the block will be 
balanced within a three-year timescale.

11.  Key dates

11.1. Table 11 – key dates
Date Activity

15 January 2019

The local authority to confirm the status of the dis-
application request to move up to £1m from the schools 
block to the high needs block.

21 January 2019
Deadline for submission of the final 2019 to 2020 APT to the 
ESFA.

31 January 2019
Leaders urgency decision for Council’s approval of the 
2019/20 Schools budget.

28 February 2019
Deadline for confirmation of school budget shares to 
mainstream maintained schools.

Report ends
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Appendix 1 - school formula factor rates 

A B C D E

Funding Factors

2019/20 NFF 
transitional factors 

£

2019/20 NFF 
transitional 

factors 
(November 

Forum)
£

LBHF local
 Factors  

£

LBHF local
 Factors  

(November 
Forum) 

£

Full NFF
 unit values 

 £
Basic per-pupil funding
AWPU Primary 3556 3448 3549 3549 3246
AWPU Secondary – KS3 5115 4945 5135 5135 4565
AWPU Secondary – KS4 5328 5151 5135 5135 5183

Deprivation
FSM top up – Primary 0 0 0 0 520
FSM top up – Secondary 0 0 0 0 520
FSM6 – Primary 768 743 796 796 638
FSM6 -  Secondary 1250 1209 1350 1350 928
Idaci band F – Primary 460 445 550 550 236
Idaci band F - Secondary 635 614 750 750 343
Idaci band E – Primary 477 461 550 550 284
Idaci band E - Secondary 676 654 750 750 461
Idaci band D – Primary 561 542 600 600 425
Idaci band D - Secondary 761 736 800 800 609
Idaci band C – Primary 573 554 600 600 461
Idaci band C - Secondary 814 787 850 850 662
Idaci band B – Primary 620 599 650 650 496
Idaci band B - Secondary 865 836 900 900 709
Idaci band A – Primary 717 693 700 700 679
Idaci band A - Secondary 985 952 950 950 957

Low prior attainment (LPA)
LPA – Primary 899 869 1008 700 1208
LPA - Secondary 1769 1711 1985 1350 1832

English as an additional 
language (EAL)
EAL – Primary 507 490 609 430 609
EAL – Secondary 1495 1446 1637 1650 1637

Mobility 173 167 250 250 0
Looked after Children 551 533 800 800 0

Lump Sum
Lump sum – Primary 134863 130391 130590 130590 129,989
Lump sum – Secondary 134863 130391 130590 130590 129,989
Sparsity
Sparsity – Primary 0 0 0 0 25,000
Sparsity - Secondary 0 0 0 0 65,000
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Appendix 1a – Local Authority Funding Formula Factor descriptions

Factor Further information

1. Basic This factor assigns funding based on individual pupils, with the number of pupils for each school
 entitlement or academy based on the October pupil census

A compulsory • funding is allocated according to an age-weighted pupil unit (AWPU)
factor • there is a single rate for primary age pupils, which must be at least £2,000

• there can be different rates for KS3 and KS4, with a minimum of £3,000 for each
2. Deprivation Local authorities can use free school meals (FSM), the income deprivation affecting children
A compulsory index (IDACI), or both, to calculate the deprivation factor
factor • eligibility for current FSM using the previous October census, and Ever6 FSM (pupils entitled

to free meals at any time in the last 6 years) from the previous January census
• FSM can choose to use either current FSM, Ever6 FSM, or both
• the IDACI measure uses 6 bands, and different values can be attached to each band; different

unit values can be used for primary and secondary within each band
• DfE will automatically set the FSM Ever6 ratio equal to the current FSM ratio for schools

where the FSM Ever6 rate is recorded as lower than the current FSM rate
3. Prior Primary pupils not achieving the expected level of development in the early years foundation
attainment stage profile (EYFSP)

Secondary pupils not reaching expected standard in KS2 for either English or maths.
A new separate weighting for new year 7 pupils with low prior attainment.

4. Looked-after A rate per pupil using the LA SSDA903 return at 31 March 2017 and the January pupil census.
children (LAC) NFF: funding will be through an increased Pupil Premium Plus rates.
5. English as an Pupils having a mother tongue other than English may attract funding for up to three years after
additional they enter the statutory school system. Funding based on October Census.
language (EAL)
6. Pupil mobility Counts pupils who entered a school during the last three academic years, but did not start in

August or September (or January for reception pupils)
A 10% threshold with funding is allocated based on the proportion above the threshold (for
example, a school with 12% mobility will attract pupil mobility funding for 2% of pupils)

7. Lump sum Maximum lump sum allowed is £175k for all phases. Rates for sectors can vary.

8. Split sites Allocation based on an objective criterion to support schools that are on different sites.

9. Rates Based on actuals with arrangements for adjustments.
10. Private To support schools that have unavoidable extra premises costs because they are a PFI school
finance initiative and/or to cover situations where the PFI “affordability gap” is delegated and paid back to the
(PFI) contracts local authority.
11. Exceptional This factor must relate to premises costs and apply the value of the factor is more than 1% of
premises factors a school’s budget and applies to fewer than 5% of the schools in the authority’s area.

12. Minimum Not relevant
level of per pupil
funding for
primary and
secondary
schools

13. Sparsity Not relevant

14. London fringe Not relevant – only used by Bucks, Essex, Herts, Kent and West Sussex
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