
Appendix 2 - Results of the consultation - National Funding Formula and School Funding for
2018-19 and 2019-20

Final responses following close of consultation (10th November 2017)

Funding Formula 2018-19 and 2019-20

Question No of Respondents No of Respondents answering yes No of Respondents answering no

Do you accept our proposal that the national funding formula is used to allocate funding to
schools and academies in Cumbria in 2018-19 and 2019-20? 85 (28%)

65 (76%)  (15 secondary respondents
(58%)  (50 primary respondents (85%)

20 (24%) (11 secondary(42%) and 9
primary (15%))

Comments Made:

Comment Frequency of comment
Keep the current Cumbrian school funding formula. 10
The CCC formula provides a further £68,000 over the 2 years and quite simply this funding
will give us more time and money to adjust to the NFF. 2
As a resourced provision we are not happy that more than the AWPU is being deducted from
the current £10,000 allocation per resourced provision place as in reality the AWPU figure is
£2,728 not £4,000. 1
There should be a review of the lump sum allocation between primary and secondary . 1
Comparison can be drawn against other authorities after a year, who have adopted a big bang
approach, to see how schools coped with the changes and whether any major failings are
identified with the NFF 1
NFF will affect the long term viability for small rural schools. 1
Although the principle of the NFF is understood the reduction in the sparsity and lump sum
values have a significant impact on our school's funding. 1
While your projections from 2017-18 baseline for the Energy Coast UTC for 2018-19 and 2019-
20 are still positive using the new NFF, they are reduced compared to your projections against
the Cumbria school funding formula. These appear to more significant to the UTC than for
other Cumbrian secondaries. 1
The National Funding Formula benefits our school and the variance is quite significant. 1
Whilst we acknowledge and accept the NFF in principle the transition period will leave the
school in a worse financial position than under the Cumbria formula. 1

There are winners and losers under both the transition period and the implementation of NFF. 1
One option may be to introduce the NFF as intended but with a caveat that no school will
receive less than the existing formula projection in year 1 (at least). Alongside this, the
potential gains could be capped - either as a % or as a fixed sum. The remaining funds
released from schools who currently stand to gain should be used to fulfil the funding
guarantee. 1
There are too many anomalies in the formula. Some school - usually bigger schools - are
receiving a big increase in their budget allocations for the next two years where a lot of
smaller school are 'losing' over the two years. 1
Left with the LA to manage. 1
There should be a longer transition period. 1
Prefer the soft option which brings a higher level of funding for the period 2018-20 1
We accept this proposal 1
Schools should not lose money to fund the historic debt of high needs provision. There needs
to be transparency regarding the contingency funding via de-delegation to ensure that it is
not used to support overspends and to ensure areas like high needs are carefully planned,
budgeted for and monitored. 1
Through Schools Forum 1

De-delegation

2018/19



Comment Frequency of comment

Eligible Respondents
Primary

Eligible Respondents
Secondary

De-delegated? Not De-delegated? De-delegated? Not De-delegated?
Contingencies 55 (but only 48 answered) 38 (79%) 10 (21%) 8 7 (88%) 1 (2%)
Staff Costs 55 (but only 48 answered) 45 (94%) 3 (6%) 8 8 (100%)
Insurance 55 (but only 49 answered) 45 (92%) 4 (8%) 8 8 (100%)
Library Services 55 (but only 47 answered) 35 (74%) 12 (26%) 8 (but only 7 answered) 1 (14%) 6 (86%)

2019/20

Eligible Respondents
Primary

Eligible Respondents
Secondary

De-delegated? Not De-delegated? De-delegated? Not De-delegated?
Contingencies 55 (but only 49 answered) 39 (80%) 10 (20%) 8 7 (88%) 1 (2%)
Staff Costs 55 (but only 50 answered) 46 (92%) 4 (8%) 8 8 (100%)
Insurance 55 (but only 50 answered) 46 (92%) 4 (8%) 8 8 (100%)
Library Services 55 (but only 49 answered) 36 (74%) 13 (26%) 8 (but only 7 answered) 1 (14%) 6 (86%)


