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Purpose

To highlight geographical priority areas that exhibit characteristics of poverty/deprivation for the Leicestershire Local Area Agreement
(LAA) using the Index of Multiple Deprivation 2004, district Community Profiles, District Local Strategic Partnerships (LSP) knowledge
and Poverty and Social Exclusion Index.

Bagkground

Itis being proposed that some projects within the Local Area Agreement could be targeted towards specific communities where there
is the strongest need for improvements. District LSPs were asked to make recommendations about where such geographical areas
may be in their area using the district community profiles and local knowledge. Reports have also been produced at the county and
district level using ODPM'’s Index of Multiple Deprivation 2004 (see IMD 2004 Key Findings) and a Poverty and Social Exclusion (PSE)
index has been applied to Leicestershire using Census Output Area (OA) data (see Targeting Geographical Areas Based on LAA
Themes Using 2001 Census Data). Both have identified poverty/deprivation heavily concentrated in the Loughborough wards of
Lemyngton and Hastings as well as in Greenhill ward in North West Leicestershire. The PSE index has identified ‘pockets’ of
deprivation based in OAs within Melton Craven, Bagworth, Ratby & Thornton, Earl Shilton and Stanten & Flamville wards.

Report

This report has been produced to amalgamate research regarding poverty/deprivation in Leicestershire to inform the implementation
of the Leicestershire LAA. Areas identified by the District LSPs using IMD 2004~ have been mapped along with the exient of poverty
in Leicestershire as a whole using the PSE index. The benefit of using the PSE index is that the data is at such a low level very few
people or groups considered poor will be missed. Therefore, within the highlighted areas the District LSP offer, the PSE index can
provide evidence of the finer location of the deprived groups as well as other areas not shown in the IMD 2004 due to its higher
geographical level. This is a particular problem in the large rural SOAs. The PSE index also calculates poverty using statistically
sound indicators validated by a Poverty and Social Exclusion survey. The IMD 2004 provides a wider measurement of deprivation
using more up-to-date data. Combining these measures will highlight the poorest areas where people are more likely to have poor
health, poor educational attainment and be economically disadvantaged, which are the problems the LAA aims to tackle. The LAA
priority areas have been identified whéere they display at least two of the following characteristics: identified by the District LSP;
included in the 10% most deprived SOAs in the County and/or the District using IMD 2004; or include multiple OAs in the poorest 10%
using the PSE index.

Conclusion
The report has identified 18 priority areas of varying size across Leicestershire using local and county-wide data. These are shown in

Table 1 and Map 1. The areas could be resized dependent on the number of ‘areas’, size of geography or approximate number of
people the LAA agrees to target.

*Blaby, Harborough and Oadby & Wigston LSPs have not identified areas and therefore the top 10% of SOAs in each district have been mapped using the scores from IMD 2004. Metton did not identify area of
multiple deprivation but dic offer priority areas by LAA theme.
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Map 1: Possible LAA Priority Areas using District LSP knowledge and IMD
2004 (areas highlighted by purple boundaries) and PSE index (see legend
for percentage of poor in each OA)
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Table 1: LAA Priority Areas and the number of people perceived poor using the PSE Index
Geographic priorities for theme areas:

Number of people safer stronger economic
Local Authority District Priority Area perceived poor’ communities > _communities® _development’
Blaby Enderby 710 SOAB625
SOA5627
Charnwood Loughborough East 3,650 31UCGR0O06 SOA5699 SOA5699
31UCGR008 SOA5700
. 31UCGRO19
Charnwood Loughborough West 2,040 31UCGN001
31UCGN002
31UCGN008
Chamwood Mountsorrel 430
Harborough Market Harborough 740 SOA5808
5 2 SOA5796
Hinckley & Bosworth Hinckley 1,170 SOA5856
S0A5866
Hinckley & Bosworth Burbage and St Catherines 470
Hinckley & Bosworth Earl Shilton and Barwell 1.330 SOA5822
SOA5844 SOA5844
Hinckley & Bosworth Bagworth 370
Melton Melton 1,180 SOA5894
SOA5900 SOA5900
North West Leicestershire. Greenhill 1,650 31UCGH006 SOA5934
31UCGHO013 SOA5932
North West Leicestershire Coalville 620
North West Leicestershire Thringstone and Whitwick 320
North West Leicestershire Ashby 820
North West Leicestershire Castle Donington 240
North West Leicestershire Moira 390 SOA5950
North West Leicestershire Measham 870 SOA5949 SOA5949
SOAS5954
Qadby & Wigston Wigston 1,700 SOA5992

! For e iy a1z the Qs i poctest 103 rom (ha PSE i wero selote an the number o peopl detned o oot by th Poverly and Sooil Exclusion Survy of B (sariad o by ONS i 1998) i each vere
sgregsod Therefor, v Tgur taled is  minimum numoerof poor peaple and only gives o it of (e rlalio sovertycf poverty win each
Ene geographical priorties oulined for the safor communities block are based o
3The geographical priorities outlined for the stronger communities block only mcmﬂes the five {out of twenty) which coincide with the Pricrity Areas. {See Appendix G for the full ist of areas.)
5 those areas which coindide wilh the Priorty Areas. (See Appendix D for-the ful st of areas.) Geographic priortes oulined for the economic
development theme refers fo two (of $x) autcomes. The (wo outcomes these areas refer to are increasing ihe number of people in employment and raising skils of adults not Gurrently in the workforce.

*The geographical priorities outined for the econmic developmen bloek only includes

rity areas outlined by Leicestershi
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The Priority Areas identified on Map 1 and in Table 1 have been identified because they exhibit at least two of the
following characteristics:
. Identified by the District LSP
. Included in the 10% most deprived SOAs in the county and/or the district using IMD 2004
. Includes muitiple OAs in the poorest 10% using the PSE index.

To represent the broadest consensus regarding poverty/deprivation in Leicestershire these qualitative judgements have
been made to identify the priority areas.

Table 1 also includes geographical areas identified as a priority for three themes of the LAA: safer communities; stronger
communities; and, economic development. This information has been included to highlight commonality between the
overall geographic Priority Areas outlined in this document (through the process described above) and those priority
areas outlined through a separate process by individual themes within the LAA.
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