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Introduction
This report presents summary analysis of the English Indices of Deprivation (ID2015) for the six priority neighbourhoods (PNs) in South Gloucestershire.
It supplements the overarching report of the ID2015 for South Gloucestershire.

The ID2015 provide a set of relative measures of deprivation for small areas (Lower Super Output Areas) based on seven different domains of
deprivation These domains are then combined to create an overall LSOA level Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD). The seven domains are:

• Income deprivation

• Employment deprivation

• Education, skills and training deprivation

• Health deprivation and disability

• Crime deprivation

• Barriers to housing and services deprivation

• Living environment deprivation

There are 32,844 LSOAs in England. For the IMD and each of the separate domains a score has been calculated for every LSOA in England. The scores
have then been ranked from 1 (most deprived) to 32,844 (least deprived).

South Gloucestershire's priority neighbourhoods have been defined by aggregating LSOAs. Data in this report therefore presents the LSOAs which
make up each of the priority neighbourhoods.

How to interpret data in this report

This report presents key findings for the LSOAs that make‐up the priority neighbourhoods in South Gloucestershire. The data in this report are grouped
by national deprivation quintiles (NQs). Quintiles are fifths, the 1st Quintile (NQ1) being the most deprived 20% of LSOAs in England and the 5th Quintile
(NQ5) being the least deprived. The following colour classification is used:

For each priority neighbourhood the main findings for each of the domains for the ID2015 is presented analysis. Analysis of how the position of
individual LSOAs has changed national quintile position since the last English Indices of Deprivation in 2010 (ID2010) is then set out (see health warnings
overleaf).



Comparison with previous indices – health warnings
The purpose of the ID2015 is to measure as accurately as possible the relative distribution of deprivation at a small area level and this comes at the
expense of backwards comparability with previous versions of the indices. The versions of the indices should not be construed as a time‐series due
to:

• Changes to the data used to construct the indicators, including changes to eligibility criteria for certain benefits used to measure income
deprivation and employment deprivation

• Revisions to the population denominator data

• Changes to LSOA boundaries ‐ significant caution should be exercised when comparing ranks for the 2015 Indices with previous updates, since
there were 32,844 LSOAs at the time of the 2015 Indices compared with 32,482 for previous updates.

Given these differences, caution should be exercised when making comparisons between the ID 2015 and previous indices. It would be valid to state
that an area showed an increased level of deprivation, relative to other areas if it was ranked with in the most deprived 20% of areas nationally based
on the 2010 indices but ranked within the most deprived 10% according to the 2015 indices. However, it would not necessarily be correct to state
that the level of deprivation in the area had increased on some absolute scale, as it may be the case that all areas had improved, but that this area had
improved more slowly than other areas and so been ‘overtaken’ by those areas. Similarly, the overall rank of an area may not have changed between
the 2010 and 2015 Indices, but this does not mean that there have been no changes to the level of deprivation in the area.

In summary any comparison between ID2015 and previous Indices should be exercised with caution.

This report makes comparison between the ID2015 and ID2010 by analysing changes in LSOAs in terms of their relative national deprivation quintile
position. Comparison between individual ranks and scores is not made.



Priority Neighbourhood overview: ID 2015
Across South Gloucestershire the highest levels deprivation are generally found within the Council’s designated priority neighbourhoods (PNs). In
terms of the IMD (the composite index) 18 of the 20 most deprived LSOAs in South Glos. (90%) are located within PNs. Most domains follow a
similar pattern with the exception of the ‘Barriers to housing and services’ domain (0 LSOAs within PNs) and the ‘Living environment’ domains (2
LSOAs within PNs)

IMD

• Staple Hill PN contains the most deprived LSOA in South Glos. and is the only PN containing an LSOA within the most deprived 20% of LSOAs in
England in terms of the IMD

• All LSOAs within the Cadbury Heath and Patchway PNs are within National Quintile 2

• Filton is the least deprived PN ‐ 60% of LSOAs within the neighbourhood (3 LSOAs) are within the least deprived 40% of LSOAs in England.

Domains

• Income deprivation:
• Highest levels of deprivation within Staple Hill and Patchway (1 LSOA in each PN within NQ1)
• Lowest levels of deprivation within Filton

• Employment:
• Highest levels of deprivation within Staple Hill (2 LSOAs in NQ1)
• Lowest levels of deprivation within Filton (3 LSOAs in NQ4)

• Education skills & training:
• Highest levels of deprivation within Patchway and Cadbury Heath (All LSOAs within NQ1), closely followed by Yate and Kingswood

(both 2 LSOAs in NQ1)
• Lowest levels of deprivation within Filton (1 LSOAs in NQ5)

• Health deprivation and disability
• Highest levels of deprivation within Staple Hill (2 LSOAs within NQ2)
• Lowest levels of deprivation within Yate (1 LSOA within NQ5, 2 LSOAs within NQ4) and Filton (1 LSOA within NQ5, 1 LSOA within NQ4)



Domains (continued)

• Crime deprivation
• Highest levels of deprivation: Within Kingswood (2 LSOAs in NQ1, 7 in NQ2) and Staple Hill (2 in NQ1, 1 in NQ2)
• Lowest levels of deprivation within Yate (2 LSOAs within NQ4), although one LSOA within Dodington is within NQ1

• Barriers to housing and services deprivation:
• There are relatively low levels of deprivation within the PNs in terms of this domain

• Living environment deprivation:
• Highest levels of deprivation within Staple Hill (1 LSOA within NQ1)
• Lowest levels of deprivation within Cadbury heath (both LSOAs within NQ4)

Priority Neighbourhood overview: ID 2015



ID 2015 ‐ Distribution of LSOA
within Priority Neighbourhoods
by national deprivation quintile –
IMD and individual domains



All PNs: Change 2010‐15
IMD

Since 2010 there has been relatively little change in overall levels of deprivation within
the priority neighbourhoods (when measured by the composite IMD). Of the 28 LSOAs
which make up the PNs: 82% (23 LSOAs) have not changed NQ position, 11% (3 LSOAs)
have become more deprived, and 7% (2) have become less deprived.

Yate is the PN with the largest proportion of LSOAs that have become more deprived
since 2010 – with 40% of LSOAs (2) moving from NQ3 to NQ2.

Filton is the PN with the largest proportion of LSOAs that have become less deprived
since 2010 –with 40% of LSOAs (2) moving from NQ3 to NQ4.

There have been no notable changes of IMD rankings in Cadbury Heath, Kingswood or
Staple Hill.

Domains

Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN have changed national quintile
position since 2010 in each of the seven domains* (28 LSOAs x 7 Domains) suggests that
59% (115 LSOAs) have not changed quintile position, 25% (49 LSOAs) have become
more deprived and 16% (32 LSOAs) have become less deprived.

Yate is the PN with the largest proportion of LSOAs which have become more deprived
across the domains (40% ‐ 14 LSOAs).

Filton is the PN with the largest proportion of LSOAs which have become less deprived
across the domains (23% ‐ 8 LSOAs).

More detailed analysis for individual domains by the priority neighbourhoods is
provided later in this report.

.



Changes in the numbers and
proportion of LSOAs in Priority
Neighbourhoods between
national quintile position:
ID 2010 ‐ ID 2015



Cadbury Heath Priority Neighbourhood
Comprises 2 LSOAs

Resident population (2011 Census): 3,101



Cadbury Heath – Key facts
IMD

• Both LSOAs within the PN are within National Quintile 2 ‐
the same as in ID2010

• In terms of the IMD, the most deprived LSOA within the
PN is E01014941 ‐ South of Coronation park area – ranked
8,901 nationally. This is the 5th most deprived LSOA in
South Gloucestershire.

Domains

• The PN is most deprived in terms of Education, Skills &
Training deprivation where both LSOAs are within NQ1 –
in ID2010 only one LSOA was in NQ1

• Out of all domains, the most deprived LSOA is E01014941
‐South of Coronation park area – ranked 2,022 nationally
in terms of the ‘Education Skills & Training domain’. This is
the second most deprived LSOA in South Gloucestershire
in terms of this domain – it is within the most deprived 7%
of areas in England

• Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN
have changed national quintile position since ID2010 in
each of the seven domains* (2 LSOAs x 7 Domains = 14)
suggests that 64% of LSOAs (9 LSOAs) have not changed
quintile position, 21% (3 LSOAs) have become more
deprived and 14% (2 LSOAs) have become less deprived.

* Excludes the composite IMD



Cadbury Heath – Datasheet



Filton Priority Neighbourhood
Comprises 5 LSOAs

Resident population (2011 Census): 7,497



Filton – Key facts
IMD

• 40% of LSOAs (2) within the PN are within National Quintile 2,
40% (2) are within NQ4, and 20% (1) within NQ5

• In terms of the IMD the most deprived LSOA within the PN is
E01014906 – the Filton Roundabout area ‐ ranked 11,639
nationally.

• Since ID2010: 60% of LSOAs (3) within the PN have not
changed national quintile position, 40% (2 LSOAs) have
increased 1 or more national quintile positions – i.e. they have
become relatively less deprived.

Domains

• The PN is most deprived in terms of crime deprivation (3 LSOAs
in NQ2) – but less deprived than ID2010 where there were two
LSOAs in NQ1

• Out of all domains, the most deprived LSOA is E01014904 –
Conyre Grove Bude Road area – ranked 7,095 nationally in
terms of the ‘Education Skills & Training domain’.

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest increases in deprivation
within the PN have been observed in the ‘Barriers to Housing
and Services domain’ – where 80% (4) LSOAs have decreased 1
or more national quintile positions

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest decreases in deprivation
within the PN have been observed in the ‘Crime’ and ‘Living
Environment’ Domains – where 60% (3) LSOAs have increased
1 or more national quintile positions

• Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN have
changed national quintile position since 2010 in each of the
seven domains* (5 LSOAs x 7 Domains=35) suggests that 49%
of LSOAs have not changed quintile position (17), 29% (10
LSOAs) have become more deprived and 23% (8 LSOAs) have
become less deprived.

* Excludes the composite IMD



Filton – Datasheet (1)



Filton – Datasheet (2)



Kingswood Priority Neighbourhood
Comprises 9 LSOAs

Resident population: 14,538



Kingswood – Key facts
IMD

• 55% of LSOAs (5) within the PN are within National Quintile 2
and 45% (4) are within NQ3.

• In terms of the IMD the most deprived LSOA within the PN is
E01014926 – the New Cheltenham Road area. This LSOA is the
second most deprived area in South Gloucestershire (ranked
7,595 nationally).

• Since ID2010: None of the nine LSOAs within the Priority
Neighbourhood have changed national quintile position – i.e.
no LSOAs have become considerably more or less deprived.

Domains

• The PN is most deprived in terms of Crime deprivation (2 LSOAs
in NQ1 / 7 LSOAs in NQ2) and Education & Skills deprivation (2
LSOAs in NQ1 / 6 LSOAs in NQ2).

• Out of all domains, the most deprived LSOA is E01015007 – the
Holy Trinity Church / Orchard Road area ‐ ranked 1,063
nationally in terms of the ‘Crime domain’ (within the most
deprived 4% of areas nationally).

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest increases in deprivation
within the PN have been observed in the ‘Barriers to Housing
and Services domain’ – where 44% (4) LSOAs have decreased 1
or more national quintile positions

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest decreases in deprivation
within the PN have been observed in the ‘Crime’ Domain –
where 44% (4) LSOAs have increased 1 or more national
quintile positions

• Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN have
changed national quintile position in 2010 in each of the seven
domains* (9 LSOAs x 7 Domains) suggests that 62% of LSOAs
have not changed quintile position (39 LSOAs), 21% (13 LSOAs)
have become more deprived and 17% (11 LSOAs) have become
less deprived.

* Excludes the composite IMD



Kingswood – Datasheet (1)



Kingswood – Datasheet (2)



Patchway Priority Neighbourhood
Comprises 3 LSOAs

Resident population: 4,589



Patchway – Key facts
IMD

• All LSOAs (3) within the PN are within National Quintile 2

• In terms of the IMD the most deprived LSOA within the PN is
E01014948 – the Coniston North area ‐ ranked 8,466 nationally

• Since ID2010: two thirds of LSOAs (2) within the PN have not
changed national quintile position, whilst the other LSOA
(E01014951 – the Coniston Rodway Road area) has become
relatively more deprived (falling one national quintile position)

Domains

• The PN is most deprived in terms of the Education Skills &
Training domain, where all LSOAs are in NQ1 – the same as
ID2010

• Out of all domains, the most deprived LSOA is E01014948 ‐ the
Coniston North area – ranked 2,558 nationally in terms of the
‘Education Skills & Training domain’

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest increases in deprivation within
the PN have been observed in the ‘Barriers to Housing and
Services domain’ – where two LSOAs have decreased 1 or more
national quintile positions

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest decreases in deprivation within
the PN have been observed in the ‘Employment’ and ‘Crime’
Domains – where one LSOA (E01014946 – the Coniston Bradley
Road area has increased one national quintile position in both
domains

• Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN have
changed national quintile position since ID2010 in each of the
seven domains* (3 LSOAs x 7 Domains=35) suggests that 67% of
LSOAs have not changed quintile position (14 LSOAs), 24% (5
LSOAs) have become more deprived and 10% (2 LSOAs) have
become less deprived.

* Excludes the composite IMD



Patchway – Datasheet (1)



Patchway – Datasheet (2)



Staple Hill Priority Neighbourhood
Comprises 4 LSOAs

Resident population: 5,763



Staple Hill – Key facts
IMD

• One LSOA within the PN is within National Quintile 1, one is within
NQ2, and two are within NQ3

• In terms of the IMD the most deprived LSOA within the PN is
E01014977 – the Pendennis Road area – ranked 4,411 nationally.
This LSOA is the most deprived area in South Gloucestershire – a
position which has not changed since ID2004

• Since ID2010: None of the four LSOAs within the Priority
Neighbourhood have changed national quintile position – i.e. no
LSOAs have become considerably more or less deprived

Domains

• The PN is most deprived in terms of the Employment and Crime
domains where two LSOAs are within NQ1.

• Out of all domains, the most deprived LSOA is E01014977 – the
Pendennis Road area – ranked 3,154 nationally in terms of the
Employment Deprivation domain (which places it within the 10%
most deprived areas in England)

• Since ID2010: One LSOA (E01014976 – the Upper Soundwell
area) has decreased one national quintile position – suggesting
increased levels of deprivation – in three domains (Employment,
Health and Living Environment deprivation)

• Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN have
changed national quintile position since ID2010 in each of the
seven domains* (4 LSOAs x 7 Domains =28) suggests that 68% of
LSOAs have not changed quintile position (19 LSOAs), 14% (4
LSOAs) have become more deprived and 18% (5 LSOAs) have
become less deprived.

* Excludes the composite IMD



Staple Hill – Datasheet (1)



Staple Hill – Datasheet (2)



Yate Priority Neighbourhood
Comprises 5 LSOAs

Resident population: 7,970



Yate – Key facts
IMD

• Three LSOAs within the PN are within National Quintile 2, one is
within NQ3 and one within NQ4.

• In terms of the IMD the most deprived LSOA within the PN is
E01015020 – the Milton Road / Birch Road area ‐ ranked 10,322
nationally.

• Since ID2010: 60% of LSOAs (3) within the PN have not changed
national quintile position and 40% (2 LSOAs) have decreased 1 or
more national quintile positions – i.e. they have become relatively
more deprived.

Domains

• The PN is most deprived in terms of Education, Skills & Training
deprivation (2 LSOAs in NQ2) – the same number as in ID 2010
(although two LSOAs are different)

• Out of all domains, the most deprived LSOA is E01015020 – the
Milton Road / Birch Road area – ranked 1,954 nationally in terms
of the ‘Education Skills & Training domain’. This is also the most
deprived LSOA in South Gloucestershire in terms of this domain
(within the most deprived 6% of areas nationally)

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest increases in deprivation within
the PN have been observed in the ‘Barriers to Housing and
Services domain’ – where 80% (4) LSOAs have decreased 1 or
more national quintile positions

• Since ID2010 some of the biggest decreases in deprivation within
the PN have been observed in the ‘Living Environment’ Domain –
where 40% (2) LSOAs have increased 1 or more national quintile
positions

• Detailed analysis of how individual LSOAs within the PN have
changed national quintile position since 2010 in each of the seven
domains* (5 LSOAs x 7 Domains = 35) suggests that 49% of LSOAs
(17) have not changed quintile position, 40% (14 LSOAs) have
become more deprived and 11% (4 LSOAs) have become less
deprived.

* Excludes the composite IMD



Yate – Datasheet (1)



Yate – Datasheet (2)
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