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Researchrunction. As well as supporting the County Council we take on a range of work
commissioned by other public sector bodies both within Cambridgeshire and beyond.

All the output of the team and that of our partners is published on our dedicated website
www.cambridgeshireinsight.org.uk

For more information about the team phone 01223 715300
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Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2019:Huntingdonshire Summary Briefing

Background

The Index of Multiple Deprivation 2019 (IMD 2019) is the official measure of relative deprivation for small arec
geographés called Lowelayer Super Output Areas (LSOASs), in Englaader Layer Super Output Areare a
geograhic hierarchy designed to improve the reporting of small area statistics in England and Wadglinimum
population of an LSOA is 1,000 and the mean is 1,500. There is a total of 32,844 LSOAs nationally.

For more information, please refer to th€ambidgeshire and Peterborough IMD 2019 Summary Document
produced by Cambridgeshire County Council Business Intelligence. This document is available at
https://cambridgeshireinsight.org.uk/wjgontent/uploads/2019/10/CambridgeshirSummaryReportfor-IMD-

20191.0.pdf

The data is compiled by the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (MHCLG) and can be access
alongside a range of other reaeces including a full technicedport that outlines how each of the domains are
calculatedhere: https://www.gov.uk/government/statisics/englishindicesof-deprivation2019

The Indices is made up of 7 key domains includimgpme, Employment, Health Deprivation & Disability, Education,
Skills & Training, Crime, Barriers to Housing & Services and Living Environment.
Key Findings
A Huntingdonshireisranked aghe 3@ mostdeprivedof the five districts across Cambridgeshire for overall Indices
of Multiple Deprivation (IMD Score)
A TheBarrier to Housing and Servicésdomain ranks the loweséinost deprivedput of the domains in
Huntingdonshire when ranked against all other local authorities nationally /317).
A Thelncomedomainisranked as the highest (least deprived) in the Local Authority rank?i§¥317), closely
followed by the Employmen2@5/317) and Health & Disabilitgomain @42/317).
A Huntingdonshire has 2 LSOAs in the 20% most relatively deprived natiéh@DgAn Huntingdon Wesand H
008Bin Huntingdon North). These were the same two LSOAs that were also in the 20% most relatively deprived
nationally in 2015
A Thae is very little difference between the deprivation domain scores when comparing the urban and rural
classified_SOAs irluntingdonshire
A Within Huntingdonshireincome deprivation affeatig older people (IDAOR$) moreprevalentthan that with
children (IDACI), but only by one decile rank (IDAGRDACI = Where 1 is the most deprived).
A 25 LSOAs have become more relatively deprived by 1 decile since 2015, whilst 9 LSOAs in Huntingdonshire hav
become less relatively deprived bylécilenationally.

District Overall Context
The national rank order of Cambridgeshire and Peterborough districts in terms of relative deprivation has changed sinc
2015.

National Ranking
Huntingdonshirds ranked248317 of all the local authorities nationallypased on Local Authority Scorghere 1 is most
deprived (Meaningduntingdonshirgs the69" least deprived district out of the 317 English Local Authoritiéss compares
to South Cambridgeshire which is 30B{least deprived), East Cambridgeshire which is 272/31%7 [@&st deprived),
Cambridge City which is 210 (10@ast deprived), and Fenland and Peterborough that rank 237/317 and 266/3% (80
51strespectively).

LocalRanking

Huntingdonshire ranks as the3¢ least deprived district in the | Least deprived; South Cambridgeshire
Cambridgeshire an&eterborougharea. Huntingdonshire is now thé East Cambridgeshire
third most relatively deprived, switching places with Ea Huntingdonshire
Cambridgeshire which is now the second least relatively depriy Cambridge City

South Cambridgeshire is still the least relatively deprived Fenland

Cambridgeshire anBeterborough The ranking order is: Most Deprived- Peterborough



https://www.datadictionary.nhs.uk/data_dictionary/nhs_business_definitions/l/lower_layer_super_output_area_de.asp?shownav=1
https://cambridgeshireinsight.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Cambridgeshire-Summary-Report-for-IMD-2019-1.0.pdf
https://cambridgeshireinsight.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Cambridgeshire-Summary-Report-for-IMD-2019-1.0.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/english-indices-of-deprivation-2019

DomainRankings

Theindividual domaimrankings present an absolute value for the lowest ranked and highest ranked domains in the
district. The ranks are based oomparisons between all of tHecal authoritynationally. here are 317 local
authorities

Thetable below showshte deprivation domains faduntingdonshireby rank (out of 31hationally) where the lower
the rank the more deprived the domalit is the most deprived$ compared to other local authorities nationally:

Domain National Local AuthorityRank
/317

Income 250
Employment 245
Education, Skills and Training 175
Health Deprivation and Disability 242
Living Environment 222
Crime 208
Barriers to Housing and Services 117
Income | IDACI (Income Deprivation affecting children) 234
Sub IDAOPI (Income Deprivation affecting Older People) 268
domains

In Huntingdonshire, Barriers toodsing andservices is the lowest ranked domain (most deprived). The highest
scoring rank in Huntingdonshire is Income, closely followed by Employmeteaith Deprivation and Disability.

Analysis of individual deprivationrdairs acrosdHuntingdonshirdy decile average

In the rest of this report the average decile is used. This is the decile of each LSOA combined and
averaged to give an overall score for the distrig@this is to help identify the domains that have a much

higher or lower level of deprivation, and giveraore broad overview of the district/city as a whole,
OAOEAO OEAT OEA AAOGI 1 OGOA Oi 1T 0606 AT A O1I AAOGOS AAB
The chart belovshows thepercentage of LSOAs within each deoiter theHuntingdonshireby individual domain.

Figurel: Huntingdonshird.SOA national decile distribution by individual domain.
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Highest scoringlomains(least deprived)
In Huntingdonshirethe Health Deprivation &isabilitydomain |Domain Average Decile
has the highest average score when looking at average decilMD

Income

. . . Employment
Lowest scoringlomains(more deprived) Education, Skills and Training

Barriers to Housin& Servicedas the lowest average scoire  |[Health Deprivation and Disability
Huntingdonshirgsee chart above This is the only domain Crime , ,
. 0 . . Barriers to Housing and Services
where the majority (56%) of LSOAs fall into the more deprived;iing environment

deciles. The least deprived domairHsalth Deprivation and Table showing national average decile by domain
Disabilitywhere 88% of LSOAs fall into the least deprived (where 1 is the most deprived)

deciles (610).
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Analysis of individual Lower Super Output Areas (LSOA) ldurdiegdonshire
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has substantially more { h! Qa
centre of thedistrict.

Lowest scorind SOAs (more depriver)

Ay

Huntingdonshire 016B Fenstanton

Huntingdonshire 014D Godmanchester & Hemingford Abbots 10 10
0O 1o Huntingdonshire 007A Holywell-cum-Needingworth 10 10
O e Huntingdonshire 009C Huntingdon East 10 10
o s Huntingdonshire 005D Ramsey 10 10
m 7 Huntingdonshire 006C Somersham 10 10
m s Huntingdonshire 013B St Ives South 10 10
ms Huntingdonshire 018D St Neots Priory Park & Little Paxton 10 10
| - Huntingdonshire 019C St Neots Priory Park & Little Paxton 10 10
H: Huntingdonshire 020E St Neots Priory Park & Little Paxton 10 10
H: 0 10 Huntingdonshire 012C The Stukeleys 10 10
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. e . ~ There are5/106 LSOAs in the lowest 3 deciles3|1and56/106 LSOAs
Fiaure 3Man of IMD deciles in Huntinadonshire iy the highest 3 deciles {B0). It is clear therefore thatuntingdonshire
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In general, the centref the distrid¢ is the most deprived. LSORsintingdonshireD08A & 008B (Huntingdon Norjh
have the most depvation preset in the distict on the local IMD deciles J2

Highest scorind-SOA (least deprived)

In comparisonHuntingdonshire016B Fenstanton) 014D (Godmanchester & Hemingford Abbokntingdonshire
007A (HolyweHcum-Needingworth),009C Huntingdon Eagt 005D Ramsey, 006C $omershany, 013B 6t Ives
South), 018D 019C & 020E5t Neots Priory Park & Little Paxtpand012C(The Stukeleypsrank the higlest onboth

the localand national IMD deciles (1O

LSOAChangs in rankfrom IMD 2015

Cambridgeshiresaa whole has more LSOAs in the less deprived deciléy) (Ban in 2015Huntingdonshiréhas

become more relatively deprived, as in 2015 it ranked as thteast deprived district, as opposed to East
Cambridgeshire in 2019. The same two LSBIA¥)8A& H 008B in Huntingdon Nortlaye in the20% most relatively

deprived nationally in 201&nd 2019 Themaps below show thehanges in the overall IMD deciles in

Huntingdonshiréhas occurred from 2015 to 2019.

Overall IMD - 2015

Qverall IMD - 2019

Peterborough Peterborough
Fenland Fenland
East Cambridgeshire East Cambridgeshire
Huntingdonshire Huntingdonshire I |
South Cambridgeshire South Cambridgeshire : |
Cambridge | ! ‘ ) ' Cambridge I |
0% 20% 0% 0% 80% 100% % 20% 0% 60% 80% 100%
o e % :deSO.J:)s w:tl61in d.e:ile R - % of LSOAs withindecile Least
deprived deprived deprived #1 ®2 m3 w4 w5 w6 w7 9 10 deprived

Figure 4 Graphs showing the change in decile rank in the districts between 2015 and 2019
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Analysis of overall deprivation acréimtingdonshiravards
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Figure 6 Tade of wards in Huntingdonshii®y Local and National IMD.

Lowest scorindNVards (more deprived)

The below table shows the average ward decile rank
both locally and nationallyRlease note that SOA and
Wards arenot coterminous, and therefore a best fit
look up has been usedVard boundaries are taken
from the 2018 Ward boundaries. Minor changes have
occurred between 2018 and 2019 boundaries which
are not shown orthese maps.

In general, the wards in #centreof Huntingdonshire
are the most deprived. Average IMD dec#é®w that
there is a large variation between wards, with the
most deprived wards ranking the 3 decile, and the
leastdeprived wards within tha 0" decile On a local
average IMD, the wards ardightly more depried,
with the range being from™ -10" decile

Yaxley and Warboyare the lowest scoring wards, in th& and 4" decile respectivelywhere 1 is the most

deprived).

Highest scorindNVards (least deprived)

Alconbury, Brampton, Buckden, and Fenstantarethe least deprived warsl being in thel0" decile (where 1 is

the most deprived)

National

=]

EEEEEEOOOO
S NW RO N 0O =

0 10
e = e ===}

kilometres
Scale: 1:218,600

Local

EEEEREOOOO
S NW RO N ® O =

=)

0 10
e e

kilometres
Scale: 1:218,600 7

© Crown copyright and database rights 2019 05 100023206

© Crown copynght and database rights 2019 0 100023205

Figure7; Map of the National IMD and Local IMD by ward in Huntingdonshire



Analysis oihcomeDeprivationAffectingChildrenindex (IDAC8Bnd hcomeDeprivationAffectingOlder

Peoplelndex (IDAOPI) acradsintingdonshire

NationalIDACI and IDAOPI decilegdintingdonshirdDACI and IDAOPI are supplementary indices in the Income
domain, addressing the income deprivation affecting children (IDACI) and the Income Deprivation Affecting Older
People (IBOPI).

Domain Average Decile
IDACI 7
IDAOPI 8

Table showing national average decile (wheis the most deprived).

IncomeDeprivationAffecting ChildrenIndex (IDACI)

There are 11 SOAs that are particularly deprived in the IDACI domain
all being in the $and 29 decile 008B(Huntingdon North)022CSt

Neots Eatons an@08EHuntingdon North

10/ 106 of the LSOAs inluntingdonshireare in the 3most deprived
decilesfor IDAC[1-3).

47/106 of the LSOAs iRluntingdonshireare in the 3 least deprived
deciles (810)for IDACI.

H
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Figure8; Map of the IDACI LSOAs in Huntingdonshire

DAG IncomeDeprivationAffecting Older Peoplelndex (IDAOPI)
| The ISOAs that are most deprived in IDAOPL &hgntingdonshire
022C &t Neots Eatorjs 008A & 008BHuntingdon North, 003E
(Ramsey, and 022D $t NeotsEatong. These LSOAs are all in tfié 2
& 34 decile.

5/106 of the HuntingdonshireLSOAs are in the 3 miodeprived
deciles (810)for IDAORI

59/106 of the Huntingdonshire LSOAs are in the 3 most deprived

J g

O deciles (810) for IDAOPI.
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Figure9; Map of the IDAOPI LSOAs in Huntingdonshi



Analysis of the differences betweBnbanandRuralareas by IMD domain Huntingdonshire

Index of Multiple Income Decile Employment Decile| Education, Skills | Health Deprivation Crime Decile Barriers to Housing|Living Environment IDACI
Deprivation (IMD) and Training Decile and Disability and Services Decile Decile
Decile Decile

Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban
Cambridge City 6|n/a 7| nla 7| nla 7|n/a 7|n/a 4|n/a 5|n/a 4|n/a 6
East Cambridgeshire 8 7 7 7 8 8 7 6 8 9 9 8 4 4 7 7 8
Fenland 4 5 4 5 4 5 3 3 & 4 5 7 5 4 6 7 4
Huntingdonshire 7 8 7 8 7 8 5 6 7 8 7 7 5 5 7 6 7
Peterborough 4 7 4 7 4 7 4 7 4 6 3 6 4 4 6 5 4
South Cambridgeshire 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 9 9 8 8 5 4 8 7 8

In Huntingdonshire unlike other district, the divide been urban and rural is relativefgall within the range ofl
deciles.

In all domains, ruraLSOAs are less deprivéscore higheror the same aghe urban ones apart from Living
Environment, where the Urban LSOAs are, on average, better than the rural LSAOs by, Otexildistricts have
muchlarger divides béween the rural and urban LSOAs.

Cambridgeshire County Council C County Council

Urban - Average IMD

2
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3

Rural - Average IMD
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Figure 11 Map of the Urban and Rural LSOASs in
Huntingdonshire
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Figure 12 Map of the average national IMD score in Rural and Urbdistogt



Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Governments
Belowis a screenshot of the MHGLdashboard.
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The average decile is ranked againstted| 317 local authorities.

For more information see:
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