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AIM TC "Aim" \f C \l "1" 
This analysis is intended to act as an example highlighting how the circumstances in the most deprived areas of a local authority differ from those in the remainder. In order to simplify and shorten the analysis we have focussed on a particular local authority – Fife. However the analysis is intended to act as an example and could be reproduced for any local authority in Scotland. To this end guidance has been produced, and is attached at the end of this document (Annex A), which explains how a user might recreate some of the analysis shown in this document.
BACKGROUND TC "Background" \f C \l "1" 
The Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation
 (SIMD) is the Scottish Government’s official measure of area based multiple deprivation. It identifies small area concentrations of multiple deprivation across all of Scotland in a consistent way, allowing effective targeting of policies and funding where the aim is to wholly or partly tackle or take account of area concentrations of multiple deprivation. There have been updates to the SIMD in 2004, 2006 and 2009 as well as further updates to the income and employment domains in 2010 and in 2011. The next full update to the SIMD is scheduled for November 2012.
The indicators analysed in this paper have been chosen because they cover a broad range of some of the most important factors affecting the day to day lives of people in Scotland e.g. employment, health, education, crime etc. and because they are available at a small area level allowing comparisons between the most and least deprived areas within a local authority. Some of the indicators also appear on the National Performance Framework or on the Menu of Local Outcome indicators.
METHODOLOGY TC "Methodology" \f C \l "1" 
It is common to use the SIMD to focus on the 15% most deprived datazones across Scotland. However not all local authorities have datazones within the 15% most deprived and some of those which do have only a small number. This analysis therefore uses a different approach. 

It focuses on highlighting differences in deprivation levels between the 15% most deprived datazones within Fife and the rest of the local authority. These datazones are identified by ranking Fife’s 453 datazones from most to least deprived, identifying the first 15% of these (i.e. the 68 most deprived datazones in Fife) and then comparing results for these 68 datazones with those for the remaining datazones in Fife. These datazones are highlighted on the map below. A more detailed outline of the methodology used can be found in Annex B.

Area considered in this paper – 
15% most deprived datazones within Fife according to SIMD 2009 (V2) [image: image1.png]



KEY FINDINGS TC "Key Findings" \f C \l "1" 
There are clear differences between the 15% most deprived datazones within Fife and the rest of the local authority. There were signs of differences in:

Poverty – Income deprivation

· The rate of income deprivation is almost 3 times higher in the most deprived parts of Fife than in the remainder.

· The percentage of the working age population claiming key benefits has remained around 2 to 2.5 times higher in the most deprived datazones than in the remainder over the last 10 years.

Employment - Employment deprivation
· The rate of employment deprivation in the most deprived datazones in Fife is about 2.5 times that in the rest of the local authority.

Education
· Lower educational attainment in the most deprived areas. E.g. The percentage of S5 pupils with 1+ awards at SCQF level 6 or better is about 2 times higher in the 85% least deprived datazones (57%) than in the 15% most deprived (28%).
· The proportion of school leavers entering positive destinations was lower (78%) in the 15% most deprived datazones than in the least deprived datazones (87%).
· Of the school leavers who did go in to positive destinations, the most deprived areas of Fife saw a higher proportion of pupils going into further education (42% in the 15% most deprived areas compared to 36% in the remaining areas) and a lower proportion entering higher education (16% compared to 36%).
Attitudes to health
· The rate of hospital admissions related to alcohol misuse per 100,000 population was more than twice as high in the 15% most deprived datazones than in the remainder.

· The proportion of children exclusively breastfeeding in the less deprived datazones in Fife was consistently almost 3 times that in the most deprived areas.
Life expectancy
· Life expectancy at birth for men in 2005-2009 was 71.2 years in the 15% most deprived datazones in Fife compared to 76.8 years in the remainder.

· For women it was 77.5 years in the 15% most deprived datazones compared to 80.8 years in the remainder.

Levels of crime
· In the 15% most deprived areas of Fife there were around 926 crimes per 10,000 population compared to 394 per 10,000 in the remaining areas.

Annual population growth
· The population in the most deprived areas within Fife has fallen by 9% since 1996. Meanwhile the population in the least deprived areas has increased by 7%.

ANALYSIS TC "Analysis" \f C \l "1" 
Poverty - Income deprivation TC "Poverty - Income deprivation" \f C \l "2" 
Summary
The rate of income deprivation is almost 3 times higher in the most deprived parts of Fife than in the remainder.
Similarly, the percentage of the working age population claiming key benefits has remained around 2 to 2.5 times higher in the most deprived datazones than in the remainder over the last 10 years.
· SIMD 2009 - % Income Deprived

Fig 1: Income deprivation in Fife
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The income domain used in the SIMD has changed over time due to changes in the way tax credits were measured. This means that only the 3 most recent periods are comparable. 
However, regardless of these changes, the rate of income deprivation in the 15% most deprived datazones in Fife has remained almost 3 times higher than the rate in the remaining datazones. The most recent figures from 2009/10 show that 15.7% of people living in Fife were income deprived. This varied from 33.3% of people in the 15% most deprived datazones to 12.8% of those in the rest of the local authority. 
Across Scotland as a whole 16.1% of the population were income deprived. This is made up of 33.2% of those in the 15% most deprived areas and 13.3% of those elsewhere in Scotland meaning that the rate is about 2.5 times higher in the 15% most deprived areas.
· SIMD 2009 - % Working Age Population
 Claiming Key Benefits
Fig 2: Working age population claiming key benefits in Fife, 1999-2010
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In Fife, the percentage of the working age population claiming key benefits has remained around 2 to 2.5 times higher in the most deprived datazones than in the remainder over the last 10 years. It has generally fluctuated around 35% in the most deprived areas and around 15% elsewhere. Levels in both the deprived and remaining datazones generally dropped slightly after around 2003 but the recession has seen them rise again more recently with the impact being very slightly greater in the most deprived areas. Changes in the state pension age for women mean that the figures for 2010 are not entirely consistent with earlier figures.
Employment – Employment deprivation TC "Employment – Employment deprivation" \f C \l "2" 
· SIMD 2009 - % Employment Deprived
Summary

The rate of employment deprivation in the most deprived datazones in Fife is about 2.5 times that in the rest of the local authority.
26.9% of those in the most deprived datazones and 10.8% of those in the remaining datazones are employment deprived.
Fig 3: % of working age population that are employment deprived in Fife
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Between 2002 and 2010 the rate of employment deprivation in the most deprived datazones in Fife has generally been around 2.5 times that in the rest of the local authority. Most recently (2010 data), 13.0% of the population of Fife were employment deprived with 26.9% of those in the most deprived datazones and 10.8% of those in the remaining datazones employment deprived. 
Across Scotland as a whole 13.0% of the working age population were employment deprived – the same as the proportion in Fife. Again this varied markedly across Scotland with 26.2% of those in the most deprived datazones and 10.8% of those in the remainder being employment deprived. 

EDUCATION TC "Education" \f C \l "2" 
· SIMD 2009 - % S4 with SCQF Level 3+ in English and Maths
· SIMD 2009 - % S4 with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 3+

· SIMD 2009 - % S4 with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 4+

· SIMD 2009 - % S4 with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 5+

· SIMD 2009 - % S5 with 1+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+
· SIMD 2009 - % S5 with 3+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+

· SIMD 2009 - % S5 with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+

· SIMD 2009 - % S6 with 3+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+

· SIMD 2009 - % S6 with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+

· SIMD 2009 - % S6 with 1+ Awards at SCQF Level 7+
· SIMD 2009 - % School Leavers Going into Positive Destinations
Summary

Lower educational attainment in the most deprived areas. E.g. The percentage of S5 pupils with 1+ awards at SCQF level 6 or better is about 2 times higher in the 85% least deprived datazones (57%) than in the 15% most deprived (28%).
The proportion of school leavers entering positive destinations was lower (78%) in the 15% most deprived datazones than in the remaining datazones (87%).
Of the school leavers who did go in to positive destinations, the most deprived areas of Fife saw a higher proportion of pupils going into further education (42% in the 15% most deprived areas compared to 36% in the remaining areas) and a lower proportion entering higher education (16% compared to 36%).

Fig 4: % of pupils attaining awards by local quintile in Fife
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At all stages of upper secondary education, pupils in the most deprived areas of Fife do not perform as well as those in the rest of the local authority. For example, the percentage of S5 pupils with 1+ awards at SCQF level 6 or better is about 2 times higher in the 85% least deprived datazones (57%) than in the 15% most deprived (28%).
Fig 5: % of school leavers entering positive and negative destinations in Fife
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86% of school leavers in Fife went into positive destinations (Employment, Further Education, Higher Education or Training). This is the same as across Scotland as a whole. The proportion of school leavers entering positive destinations was lower (78%) in Fife’s 15% most deprived datazones than in the less deprived datazones (87%).
Fig 6: % of those entering positive destinations who entered FE, HE, employment and training by local quintile in Fife
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Of the school leavers who did go in to positive destinations, the 15% most deprived areas of Fife saw a higher proportion of pupils going into further education (42% in the 15% most deprived areas compared to 36% in the remaining areas). In less deprived areas a much higher proportion went into higher education (36% in the 85% least deprived datazones compared to 16% in the 15% most deprived). Poorer qualifications are likely to be a major factor in why a much lower proportion of school leavers in the most deprived areas went on to higher education
. Percentages of those going into employment did not vary much between the most deprived and the least deprived.

School leavers in the most deprived areas going into positive destinations tended to go into further education3 and training more than those in the least deprived. As well as poorer qualifications, it may also be that these options are more accessible than higher education for those in the most deprived areas: further education and training institutions are typically local and their academic requirements are lower. A lack of mobility may also mean that those in the most deprived areas can simply not afford to study away from home if they do not have a local university, or that their circumstances mean they have to earn an income by sacrificing study and taking up training or employment.
ATTITUDES TO HEALTH TC "Attitudes to Health" \f C \l "2" 
· SIMD 2009 – Rate of Hospital Admissions Related to Alcohol Misuse

· SIMD 2006 - % Children Exclusively Breastfeeding at 6 to 8 Week Review
Summary

The rate of hospital admissions related to alcohol misuse per 100,000 population was more than twice as high in the 15% most deprived datazones than in the remainder.
The proportion of children in the least deprived datazones in Fife that were exclusively breastfeeding was consistently just over 30% compared to between 11% and 13% in the most deprived datazones.

Fig 7: Hospital admissions related to alcohol misuse per 100,000 population in Fife
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The rate of hospital admissions related to alcohol misuse per 100,000 population was more than twice as high in the 15% most deprived datazones in the authority than in the remainder. This held for both 1999-2002 and 2001-2004 data.

Fig 8: % of children exclusively breastfeeding at the 6-8 week review in Fife
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The proportion of children in the most deprived datazones in Fife that were exclusively breastfeeding was between 11% and 13%. This compares to around 30% in the remaining datazones. There is no obvious evidence that the gap between the most and least deprived areas is closing (or widening) over time.
HEALTH TC "Health" \f C \l "2" 
· SIMD 2009 – Life Expectancy

Summary

Life expectancy at birth for men in 2006-2010 was 71.5 years in the 15% most deprived datazones in Fife compared to 76.9 years in the remainder.

For women it was 77.8 years in the 15% most deprived datazones compared to 81.2 years in the remainder

Fig 9: Life expectancy at birth in Fife, 2006-2010 
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The life expectancy at birth for men in Fife in 2006-2010 was 76.1 years. However, as with the other indicators featured within this report, this varied significantly between the most deprived areas, where life expectancy was 71.5 years, and the rest of the local authority, where it was 76.9 years.

The life expectancy at birth for women in Fife in 2006-2010 was 80.7 years. Again this differed between the most and least deprived parts of the local authority. In the 15% most deprived datazones in Fife the life expectancy was 77.8 years whilst in the rest of the local authority it was 81.2 years. 
CRIME TC "Crime" \f C \l "2" 
· SIMD 2009 – Number of Crimes and Offences Recorded by Police
Summary

In the 15% most deprived areas of Fife there were around 926 crimes per 10,000 population compared to 394 per 10,000 in the remaining areas.

Fig 10: SIMD crime rate per 100,000 population in Fife
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The SIMD crime domain rate is based on five indicators of broad crime types: crimes of violence; domestic house breaking; vandalism; drug offences; and minor assault and is referred to as ' SIMD crime' rather than total crime, as it does not include all recorded crimes. In SIMD 2009 there were around 470 crimes per 10,000 population in Fife compared to 495 across Scotland. In the 15% most deprived areas of Fife there were around 926 crimes per 10,000 population compared to 394 per 10,000 in the remaining areas. Crime rates in both the most deprived and less deprived parts of Fife fell between 2004 and 2007/08. This was generally true across Scotland although it may be (at least partially) caused by the change from calendar to financial years.
ANNUAL POPULATION GROWTH TC "Annual Population Growth" \f C \l "2" 
· SIMD 2009 – Annual Population Growth

Summary

The population in the most deprived areas within Fife has fallen by 9% since 1996. Meanwhile the population in the least deprived areas has increased by 7%.

Fig 11: Population change by in Fife
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According to the mid-year population estimates the population of Fife decreased very slightly between 1996 and 1997, remained steady in 1998 and has increased each year thereafter. Over the entire 14 year period the population has risen by 5%. However this hides different trends between the most deprived and less deprived areas. Over the entire period the population in the 15% most deprived areas has fallen from 41,686 to 37,753 – a drop of 3,933 or 7%. Meanwhile the population has increased in the remaining datazones. In the least deprived 85% the population increased from 305,744 to 327,267 – an increase of 21,523 or 7%.
CONTACT DETAILS TC "Contact Details" \f C \l "1" 
If you have any questions or comments relating to this paper or to the Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (SIMD) more generally please get in touch:

Name:
Andrew White

e-mail: 
Andrew.white@scotland.gsi.gov.uk
Tel:   

0131 2447714
ANNEX A: Guidance on recreating this type of analysis TC "Annex A: Guidance on recreating this type of analysis" \f C \l "1" 
Below is an amended extract from a guidance paper published on the SIMD website: http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Statistics/SIMD/SIMDguidetoanalysis. It is designed to outline, in some detail, the steps which should be followed in order to create analysis of the sort found in this paper. In particular it looks at recreating some of the education analysis for Fife but very similar methods apply for all of the analysis in this paper and they can be used for any local authority. 
To identify the most deprived 15% within Fife
· Open the SIMD background data spreadsheet found here: http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Statistics/SIMD/background2simd2009
· Select Fife datazones by:

· Clicking on cell C1 and selecting Filter -> autofilter from the Data menu

· Choosing Fife (by clicking on the arrow in cell C1)

· Copy and paste this selection onto a new sheet
· We only need up to column H so we can delete the other columns by highlighting them, right clicking and selecting ‘delete’
· Sort the datazones by SIMD rank by:

· Either Clicking somewhere in the SIMD 2009 V2 rank column (column H) then clicking on the ‘Sort ascending’ button [image: image13.png]



· Or Selecting Sort from the Data menu then choosing ‘SIMD 2009 V2 Rank’ from the dropdown list and clicking ok
· Count the number of datazones in the list (you can do this based on the number of rows) (453 datazones for Fife)

· Work out what 15% of this number is (15% of 453 is 68)

· Identify the appropriate number (68) of datazones from the top of the list – these are the 15% most deprived datazones in Fife
· In a new column type ‘Yes’ (or equivalent) for each of these 15% most deprived datazones and ‘No’ for the remainder. (You can just type these once and then drag down to other rows as appropriate
Combining the SIMD and Other Sources of Data

We can use the datazone code to attach educational qualifications data to our SIMD data and can then calculate qualification levels in the most deprived 15% compared to the other, less deprived, areas. 

As we know the 15% most deprived areas of Fife consists of the 68 most deprived datazones. For this example we’ll call the spreadsheet containing this information ‘SIMD data’ (see screenshot below).
Screenshot of ‘SIMD data’
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The other data on education, health, population etc. at datazone level can be sourced from Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics (SNS) at www.sns.gov.uk. 
Place the data you wish to use (e.g. educational qualification data) in a second spreadsheet (we’ll call this spreadsheet ‘Education data’) with the datazone code in the first column and the data to be attached in subsequent columns (see screenshot below).

Screenshot of ‘Education data’
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We now want to combine the data in ‘Education data’ with the data in ‘SIMD data’. The easiest way to attach the education data would be to copy and paste from one spreadsheet to another but unless we have exactly the same datazones in exactly the same order in both spreadsheets then we’ll end up attaching the wrong data to the wrong datazone. One way to be sure to avoid this is to use the ‘vlookup’ Excel formula. This can be used to combine data in one spreadsheet with that in another spreadsheet as long as we have some common identifier in each spreadsheet – the datazone code can be used as this common identifier. The vlookup formula will look at the datazone code you are interested in in ‘SIMD data’ (e.g. S01002779), it will then find the data associated with this code in ‘Education data’ and will bring this data back to the appropriate row in ‘SIMD data’.
There are 2 ways of using this formula. We can either type it in directly to the appropriate cell in the spreadsheet or we can use the formula wizard.

To type the formula in:

The formula used to attach this is something like this: 

=vlookup(A2,’[Education data.xls]Sheet1’!$A:$C,2,FALSE)   

· A2 is the cell containing the datazone code you want to match (e.g. S01002779). 
· ’[Education data.xls]Sheet1’!$A:$C is the area containing the data you want to attach, including the datazone code (i.e. columns A to C in Sheet1 of the ‘Education data’ spreadsheet). 
· 2 is the number of the column containing the data you want to match. So, for example, in the ‘Education data’ spreadsheet column 1 contains the datazone code and column 2 contains the data to be matched (S4 pupils with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 5+). 
To use the formula wizard

The vlookup formula can also be built up using the formula building wizard. Click on the cell you want the results to appear in (e.g. J2) then click on the Insert Function button [image: image16.png]


 on the formula bar and then search for ‘vlookup’ and complete as follows:

[image: image17.png]Function Arguments

OOKLP
Lookup_value 32 S01002779"
Table_array | [Education data.dslshect 154/4C =t
Col_index_num|2 -2
Range_lookup [FaLst] - Fause

=il
Looks for 3 value inthe lftmost colurn of a able, and then returns a value n the sare row
from a column you specfy. By defaul the table must be sorted in an ascending order

Range_lookup s a logical valus: to find the closest match n the first column (sarted in
‘scending order) = TRUE or omited; find an exact match = FALSE

Formula esu

el onthis Furction

10





After we’ve done this once we can copy the formula to all the rows in ‘SIMD data’ that contain a datazone. The screenshot below shows that the education data has now been attached to the SIMD data. For this example we need to calculate the percentage of the S4 roll who achieved 5+ awards at SCQF level 5+ and so we also want to attach S4 roll data to ‘SIMD data’ so that we can use this as the denominator. This can again be done using a similar vlookup to that shown above but this time setting column number to 3.

Screenshot of amended ‘SIMD data’ – SIMD and education data
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-SDWDDZEEE 250 Fife Buckhaven 700 47 6098 236 Yes 1 B
7 |S01002819 250 Fife Ballingry 756 438 60.00 255 Yes 1 "
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9 501002655 250 Fife Dunfermline 826 492 57.16 319 Yes 2 15
10 |S01002853 250 Fife Buckhaven 517 308 5452 382 Yes o B
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The amended ‘SIMD data’ spreadsheet now identifies the 15% most deprived datazones within Fife (and the remainder) and also contains the education data we wanted. For both the 15% most deprived and the remainder we can now add up the number of S4 pupils who obtained 5+ awards at SCQF level 5+ and also the total number of people in the S4 roll. We can then calculate a percentage for the 15% most deprived and the 85% least deprived and plot the results in a chart. We can do the same for other attainment levels to create the same chart used in the body of this report.
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ANNEX B: Methodology TC "Annex B: Methodology" \f C \l "1" 
It is common to use the SIMD to focus on the 15% most deprived datazones across Scotland. However not all local authorities have datazones within the 15% most deprived and some of those which do have only a small number. This analysis therefore aims to highlight differences in deprivation levels between the 15% most deprived datazones within Fife and the other datazones in Fife. 

It’s important to bear in mind that the 15% most deprived datazones within a local authority are unlikely to all sit within the 15% most deprived in Scotland. Indeed some could sit quite far up the SIMD and may not be very deprived at all. In the case of Fife, there are 453 datazones in the local authority and so 68 in the local 15% most deprived. All 68 of these lie within the 20% most deprived in Scotland.

Comparisons were made for a selection of indicators chosen because they cover an important aspect of life in Scotland and because the data was available at a the datazone geography. Whilst some indicators do not link directly with deprivation, they still provide a commentary on life in the most deprived areas of Fife.

Some of the indicators referred to in this analysis are also used in the construction of the SIMD. This leads to an issue of circularity whereby we may see differences between the most deprived and less deprived areas simply because the indicator is used in the construction of the SIMD and therefore helps to determine which datazones lie in the 15% most deprived and which do not. However, the most that any one indicator contributes to the SIMD is 27.9% of the overall index meaning that there is still another 72.1% of deprivation not covered by any one indicator. In addition, irrespective of this, it is still entirely relevant and indeed important to highlight the fact that these indicators vary greatly across Scotland and even within a local authority. So it is reasonable to conduct analyses on indicators which are included in the SIMD. 
The following indicators included in this analysis are also used in the creation of the SIMD (percentage contribution to the SIMD in brackets):

· (27.9%) “% Income Deprived”

· (27.9%) “% Employment Deprived”

· (4.7%) “Number of Crimes and Offences Recorded by Police”

· (2.0%) “Rate of Hospital Admissions Related to Alcohol Misuse”

· (0.3%) “% Low Birthweight (<2500g) Live Singletons Per Total Live Singletons”

The following indicators were not used in the creation of the SIMD but are similar to some of the indicators used in the SIMD:

· “Working Age Population Claiming Key Benefits”

· “% S4 with SCQF Level 3+ in English and Maths”

· “% S4 with 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 3+ / 4+ / 5+”

· “% S5 with 1+ / 3+ / 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+”

· “% S6 with 3+ / 5+ Awards at SCQF Level 6+”

· “% S6 with 1+ Awards at SCQF Level 7+”

Throughout this analysis, SIMD 2009 has been used to identify the most deprived datazones within a local authority. This means that analysis over time is comparing the same datazones – those identified as the most deprived within a local authority by SIMD 2009. 
ANNEX C: Further Points to Note TC "Annex C: Further Points to Note" \f C \l "1" 
Indicators are listed with ‘SIMD 2006’ or ‘SIMD 2009’ prefixes. These indicate that figures for the 15% most deprived areas and the rest of the local authority were calculated based on deprived areas in SIMD 2006 or SIMD 2009 respectively. 

In this analysis, there are some references to confidence levels. A confidence level is a statistical term used to indicate the reliability of an estimated figure, such as the results from a survey which estimate values for a larger population. A 95% confidence level means we are 95% certain that an estimated value falls within a calculated range of values known as the ‘95% confidence interval’. All survey results in this analysis are displayed with 95% confidence intervals – these are shown as black lines on bar charts. If these confidence intervals do not overlap between two groups on the same indicator, the difference between the estimated values for the two groups is statistically significant. If they do overlap, any differences between the two groups are likely to have occurred by chance rather than through any outstanding characteristic in one group or the other, and we regard the difference as not statistically significant.

ANNEX D: Data sources TC "Annex D: Data sources" \f C \l "1" 
Poverty – Income deprivation

Income deprivation: Found on the Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (SIMD) and Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics (SNS) websites. Data from Department for Work and Pensions (DWP) and HM Revenue and Customs (HMRC)
Working age population claiming key benefits: Found on SNS. Data from DWP

Employment – Employment deprivation

Employment deprivation: Found on the SIMD and SNS websites. Data from DWP.

Education

Educational attainment data: Found on SNS. Data from School Pupil Census carried out by ScotXed and from Scottish Qualifications Authority (SQA)

School Leaver destination data: Found on SNS. Data from Skills Development Scotland.
Attitudes to health

Hospital Admissions related to Alcohol Misuse: Found on SNS. Data from Information Services Division (ISD)
% children exclusively breastfed: Found on SNS. Data from ISD

Life expectancy

Life Expectancy: Found on National Records of Scotland (NRS) website. Data from NRS

Levels of crime

Crime rate: Found on SIMD and SNS websites. Data from Police Forces

Annual Population Growth

Population change: Found on SNS. Data from NRS
SIMD: www.scotland.gov.uk/simd
SNS:  www.sns.gov.uk
NRS:  www.gro-scotland.gov.uk





























































































� Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation website: � HYPERLINK "http://www.scotland.gov.uk/SIMD" ��www.scotland.gov.uk/SIMD� 


� Between 1999 and 2009 figures are for men aged 16-64 and women aged 16-59. For 2010 onwards figures are for 16-64 for both men and women.


� Further education (FE) covers the types of education which go beyond what has been achieved in compulsory education, but which are not at degree level (Higher Education).


� Without age-sex standardisation of the data.


� Charts taken from General Register Office for Scotland Website: � HYPERLINK "http://www.gro-scotland.gov.uk/statistics/theme/life-expectancy/special-area-level/council-areas-by-deprivation/2005-2009.html" ��http://www.gro-scotland.gov.uk/statistics/theme/life-expectancy/special-area-level/council-areas-by-deprivation/2005-2009.html� 


� This chart is based on published SIMD background data in which datazones with a SIMD crime count of 5 or less were suppressed along with some additional cells to ensure that disclosive data could not be deduced through differencing. This has a very small impact on the rates for (mainly) less deprived datazones and does not change the findings.
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