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1. Introduction

The NDC Programme consists of 39 NDC areas located in 38 local authorities
 across all 9 Regions in England.  Partnerships set up in each of these areas implemented different set of interventions across the Programme's six outcomes. Three of these outcomes are place-based: improving the fabric of the local housing stock and the local environment, reducing the incidence of crime and enhancing a sense of community; and three people-based:  improving residents' skills and educational attainment, helping them to compete in the workforce, and introducing healthy living initiatives or enhancing access to health services.

The complex nature of the initiative, contrasting circumstances across areas, and the implementation of varying sets of interventions makes it challenging to assess relative change across the 39 areas.  But it is important to do this for two reasons. First, because large gains in specific outcomes achieved in some NDC areas can be averaged out by lesser gains in others, leading to relatively small changes at the Programme wide level: success stories at the level of the individual NDC area can therefore be lost within the wider picture.

Second, unlike previous ABI evaluations, the NDC evaluation had access to change data for all schemes from a common baseline. This evidence-developed below-can also be used to help, at the margins, explain why some areas saw more change than did others, full results of which are outlined in Volume 5 of the final evaluation reports published in 2010
.However, it should be stressed here that analyses outlined in this report are concerned with change across NDC areas, and not about the performance of individual NDC Partnerships. As is evident from Volume 5 of the final reports, it is difficult to establish exactly why NDC areas did change through time. Even when it is possible to identify factors which help explain relative change across the 39 areas, few of these anyway fall within the remit of Partnerships. Deprived areas such as the 39 NDCs change for many reasons, few of which are within the control of local regeneration agencies such as NDC Partnerships.

The following issues are explored in this report:

· Ch 2: methodology

· Ch 3: change across NDC areas
· Ch 4: NDC areas seeing most and least change: a detailed analysis

· Ch 5: to what extent does deprivation determine change?

· Ch 6: progress over time

· Ch 7: change across clusters of NDC areas

2. Methodology

In order to understand patterns of change across the 39 NDC areas, a Composite Index of Relative Change (CIRC) has been devised systematically to combine a range of outcome data.  The CIRC standardises and combines change data for 36 core indicators which reflect changes which might plausibly be achieved during that six year period for which the evaluation had change data: 2002-2008 (Table 1).  The biennial household survey is the primary source for most of these indicators. The four surveys, the first of which was carried out in 2002, provide consistent data for 31 indicators across all NDC areas from 2002-2008.  The remaining five indicators are drawn from administrative data sources: DWP data on those claiming key worklessness benefits (1999 to 2008), and Key Stage education data from 2002 to 2007.
The CIRC measures, standardises and compiles change data on each of these 36 indicators for all 39 NDC areas.  There are two ways to compare change across these 39 areas. First, change in any NDC area can be assessed against that apparent in the other 38 areas.  This can be seen as unbenchmarked relative change.  However, the problem here is how valid is it directly to compare change in, say, the Hartlepool NDC area, with that occurring in Plymouth? 
Second, in order to overcome this problem, CIRC is mainly therefore based on benchmarked change data, rather than absolute change across each of the 39 areas. In essence the Index takes into account prevailing circumstances in the wider geographical area within which each NDC area is located.  This makes it possible to measure the extent to which change in any NDC area is on a par with, less than, or exceeds, that occurring in other deprived areas located in the same geographic context.  Ultimately, it may be easier to make progress on some outcomes in certain contexts, than is the case in others.  For example, an area located in a more buoyant city-region economy may find it easier to get unemployed people back into work, than would be the case for an NDC area within a weaker wider labour market

In an ideal world the best approach here would have been to assess each NDC area against its own bespoke comparator area. This would then have allowed each of the 39 areas to be assessed in a consistent manner: change relative to that occurring in other similarly deprived areas in the same local authority district. For the five core indicators based on administrative data this is possible since comparable indicators can be collected for specifically designed comparator areas: non-contiguous areas of similar population size and comparable IMD scores, within the same local authority. However, for the 31 core indicators drawn from the four household surveys, the situation is more complex.  A comparator-areas household survey was carried out across a sample of similarly deprived areas within each of the 38 local authority areas containing an NDC.  Again these areas were non-contiguous with, but displayed similar levels of deprivation to, NDC areas.  However, although this provides a sample
 sufficient for Programme-wide comparisons, sample sizes are not large enough to provide comparator-areas data for each individual NDC area.  
It is not possible therefore to use household survey data to assess the degree to which each of the 39 NDC areas has changed against other deprived areas in the same locality. However, a typology of NDC areas has been devised, which allows for the use of pooled benchmark data.  The five groupings emerging from this exercise were determined by a typology which created clusters of NDC areas on the basis of how similar they were to each other at the beginning of the Programme (see Chapter 7 for more details).  Having classifications of similar NDC areas means it is then possible to use  the comparator-areas household survey data by pooling it into these five groups. Benchmarked household survey data is thus based on the degree to which any NDC area saw change over and above that occurring across a pooled group of comparator-areas; this pooling into five groups being based on similarities across NDC areas at the outset of the Programme
. Comparing change across similar NDC areas with that occurring in groupings of similarly deprived localities in similar contexts, helps identify a 'net' NDC effect: change over and above that occurring as a consequence of national, regional or local authority trends.  The Index relates the 'net' change occurring in each NDC area to that occurring in the other 38.
This benchmarked version of the CIRC might appear as a more complex methodology through which to assess relative change than does the unbenchmarked version outlined earlier. However, a version of the Index based on absolute unbenchmarked change in each NDC area relative to the other 38 areas results in very similar findings to the benchmarked version (correlation 0.87).

For each indicator the net change achieved after benchmarking is standardised using Z-scores
.  This technique places all indicators on the same metric, ensures equal weighting for each, and allows summation across indicators.  The Z-scores relate the benchmarked change achieved in each NDC area to the average achieved across all 39.  A positive score indicates above average net change, zero is on a par with the average, and a negative score is below average.  This benchmarked relative change method is referred to in this paper as the final CIRC score and is the main index utilised throughout the analysis. These standardised scores can be combined to assess:

· how each of the NDC areas has changed against the other 38  across all 36 indicators
· by any one of the Programme's six core outcomes

· and by either people- (worklessness, education and health), or place-(crime, community, and housing and the physical environment), related, deprivation.
It is important to understand the nature of the data underpinning CIRC calculations:

· areas may not necessarily be doing 'badly' across all themes to end up with a relatively low score: it may be one or two elements pull down the overall score

· an area may have made positive changes  which are on a par with other NDCs for one or more outcome areas, but still end up with a 'poor' score; this may be because change has not kept pace with their comparator areas

· the comparator areas do not represent pure 'controls': the intensive and diffuse nature of urban regeneration in England means that the comparator areas will themselves almost invariably have benefited from other types of support, for example EU, SRB or SURESTART funding 

· CIRC scores give an indication of the magnitude of change achieved relative to the average; rankings may in reality reflect only very small differences in actual CIRC scores, and therefore need to be seen as blunt analytical tool.
Table 1: 36 indicators included in CIRC
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	INDICATORS
	
	
	YEARS
	SOURCE

	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Education
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Key Stage 2 English % reaching level 4 
	
	
	2002-2007
	SDRC

	
	Key Stage 3 English % reaching level 5 
	
	
	2002-2007
	SDRC

	
	Key Stage 4 - % with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level
	2002-2007
	SDRC

	
	% of working age respondents with no qualifications
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% taking part in education/training in past year (exc. in f-t edu.)
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI 

	
	% who need to improve basic skills
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	
	

	Worklessness and finance
	
	

	
	% unemployed 
	
	1999-2008
	SDRC/CRESR

	
	% work limiting illness
	
	1999-2008
	CRESR

	
	% of households with income less than £200 per week 
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	Employment rate (working age)
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% receiving benefits
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% workless households (working age)
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Health
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	% no physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% residents who smoke 
	
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% residents feel own health not good 
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	SF36 mental health well-being score
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% health worse over past year
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% satisfied with doctor
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	
	
	

	Crime
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Burglary rate per 1000
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	Criminal damage rate per 1000
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	Crime rate per 1000
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	Lawlessness and dereliction score
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	Fear of crime score
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Housing and physical environment
	

	
	% satisfied with area as a place to live 
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI

	
	% 'trapped'
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% want to move 
	
	
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% satisfied with accommodation
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% think area has improved over past two years
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	Local environment score
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Community
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	% feel part of the community 
	
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% think NDC has improved the area 
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% feel good quality of life
	
	
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% feel can influence decisions that affect the area
	
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	% involved with activities organised by NDC
	2002-2008
	Ipsos MORI MORI

	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



3. Change across NDC areas
Table 2 provides a ranking of NDC areas based on their final CIRC score.  This provides an indication of change (by 36 core indicators) for each NDC area relative to the other 38 after benchmarking against pooled comparator data.
Table 2: NDC Areas: ranked by CIRC
	 
	 

	Rank
	NDC Partnership

	 
	 

	1
	Birmingham - Aston

	2
	Hackney

	3
	Sheffield

	4
	Islington

	5
	Haringey

	6
	Plymouth

	7
	Walsall

	8
	Lambeth

	9
	Newcastle

	10
	Nottingham

	11
	Oldham

	12
	Manchester

	13
	Lewisham

	14
	Wolverhampton

	15
	Knowsley

	16
	Middlesbrough

	17
	Bradford

	18
	Southwark

	19
	Coventry

	20
	Bristol

	21
	Newham

	22
	Derby

	23
	Liverpool

	24
	Rochdale

	25
	Salford

	26
	Sandwell

	27
	Doncaster

	28
	Southampton

	29
	Leicester

	30
	Hull

	31
	Brent

	32
	Sunderland

	33
	Tower Hamlets

	34
	Luton

	35
	Brighton

	36
	Hartlepool

	37
	Fulham

	38
	Norwich

	39
	Birmingham - Kings Norton

	 
	 


These rankings hide the fact that underlying CIRC scores for two or more areas may actually be very similar.  Figure 1 ranks NDC areas from left to right on the basis of their overall CIRC score presented as the bold black line.  As CIRC is based on combining standardised indicators the average performance achieved across the Programme is represented as zero.  Therefore NDC areas with a positive score saw more than average levels of change, scores close to zero near average, and negative scores lower than average.  It needs to be remembered that a negative score should not be taken as implying no change has occurred, only that it is less than the average achieved across the Programme. Birmingham Aston and Hackney NDC areas which each saw more change than other areas, have almost identical CIRC scores.  Southwark and Coventry are on a par with the Programme wide average.  The contrast in CIRC scores for the two Birmingham NDC areas is striking, with Birmingham Kings Norton having the lowest score on the CIRC.
Figure 1: People and place components of overall CIRC score, by Partnership
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Figure 1 also illustrates for each NDC area the contribution that people-, and place-, based outcomes make towards overall CIRC scores.  In this context, indicators on health, education and worklessness have been combined as people-based outcomes and those for housing and the physical environment, crime and community make up the place-based element of the CIRC. Consistent patterns emerge:

· areas which saw most change  did so across both elements: 9 of the 10 areas seeing most change had above average change for  both people and place-based measures; there is also a tendency amongst these 9 for more overall gains made in the place-based outcomes: approximately two thirds of the overall score achieved; for 7 of the ten areas seeing greatest change, the place-based element of the score taken alone would have placed these areas in those ten seeing greatest place-based change

· conversely 9 of the 10 NDC areas seeing least change had below average scores for both people and place-based outcomes; for 6 of these areas the people-based score would have placed them in a list of the ten areas seeing least change.
Figure 2 illustrates the complexity of change achieved across NDC areas. For some, reasonable change in certain outcomes can in part be offset by less than average change on others.  For example Oldham was ranked first of all the NDC areas on the basis of the benchmarked relative change for all place-based outcomes: second on crime, second on housing and fifth on community.  However, this area ranks in the bottom ten for all three people-based outcomes: education, worklessness and health. These scores combine to place Oldham tenth in the overall rankings.

Birmingham Aston is unusual compared with other top ranking NDC areas, in that it saw relatively modest above average gains for place-based outcomes,  but relatively much more change in education, worklessness and health: first, first and second on benchmarked relative change achieved for each of these outcomes respectively.
Figure 2: Thematic components of overall CIRC score, by Partnership
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4. NDC areas seeing most and least change: a detailed analysis

To illustrate the range of outcomes which underpin CIRC scores, the following section looks in-depth at two NDC areas.  One of these Hackney, saw more change than virtually any other NDC area; Birmingham Kings Norton on the other hand saw least. A rank of 1 represents the least deprived or greatest change achieved, 39 the most deprived or least change over time.

Hackney is examined rather than Birmingham Aston which is ranked first, as it is more typical of those NDC areas seeing greatest change (see Figure 1).  Whilst NDC areas seeing greatest change tended to see most gains in relation to place-based outcomes, this is not true for Birmingham Aston.  
Hackney was one of the more deprived NDC areas at the beginning of the period being ranked 28th of all 39 NDC areas in 2002.  It was close to the Programme wide average on people-based outcomes: worklessness, education and health.  There were more obvious issues in relation to place, the NDC area being ranked, for example, 34th for both housing and the physical environment and also community outcomes.  Hackney was within the top ten areas (least deprived) for only two of the 36 indicators at the beginning of the period.  This compares with an average of nine indicators across all areas.

Hackney improved its rankings on the CIRC score for each additional two year period rising from 13th in 2002-2004, to fourth by 2002-2006, to second by the end period.  In addition it was first in terms of unbenchmarked relative change between 2002 and 2008.  The steady improvement over time was seen across both people and place outcomes.  The area moved from having mid ranking CIRC scores for people and place in the first two year period, to being in the top ten by 2006, and by 2008 was ranked fourth for both.  Change was especially evident between 2002 and 2008 in education, health, crime, and housing and the physical environment: the NDC area was within the top five CIRC scores for each of these outcomes.

This scale of change can be illustrated by examining a selection of indicators which underpin the CIRC scores for 2002-2008.  Hackney showed the biggest net improvement in satisfaction with the area as a place to live.  The increase of 23 percentage points was 18 percentage points higher than the 5 percentage points seen in its pooled comparator areas over the same period.  This NDC area also had the greatest net reduction in the proportion of residents who smoke.  The decline of 12 percentage points was 9 percentage points higher than the 3 percentage points seen in the benchmark areas.  Declines in the proportion of residents feeling unsafe after dark and perceiving fewer problems with lawlessness and dereliction in the area were also ranked fourth and fifth respectively for benchmarked change achieved.

By the end of the period Hackney had moved up rankings based on unbenchmarked relative change:  from 19th in 2002 to ninth by 2008.  Improvements in rankings were seen for 26 of the 36 indicators utilised in CIRC.  For 15 indicators Hackney was in the ten NDC areas (least deprived) by 2008. This was true for only two indicators in 2002.  Conversely the area was only ranked in the bottom ten for three indicators compared with an average of nine across all 39 Partnership areas.  Overall Hackney NDC saw considerable change  both relative to its pooled benchmark areas and relative to other NDC areas.

Birmingham Kings Norton on the other hand is ranked 39th on the basis of its CIRC score.  It should be remembered that this does not mean improvements were not made in some indicators. In some instances changes may be  more than those occurring across pooled comparator areas.  But on average net change after benchmarking was not as much as that occurring in other NDC areas. 

In 2002 Birmingham Kings Norton was actually on a par with Hackney for levels of deprivation (27th versus 28th). The initial position of Birmingham Kings Norton for baseline place indicators was similar to the Programme wide average.  The picture for people-based outcomes was more mixed with fewer problems apparent for education, greater issues for worklessness and the area was ranked in the bottom five of all NDC areas with regard to health.  Only four of the 36 indicators at the beginning of the period were within the ten least deprived NDC areas; for eight indicators Kings Norton was in the ten most deprived areas.  Again, this is not entirely dissimilar to the original position of Hackney where the respective figures are two and seven.  

Birmingham Kings Norton saw the second smallest unbenchmarked relative change of all areas between 2002 and 2008. One of the 36 indicators fell within the ten areas seeing most positive change. Conversely for half of all indicators the area was within the ten areas seeing least change. By the end of the period Birmingham Kings Norton had slipped down the rankings on unbenchmarked relative position.  This area had moved from being the 27th most deprived area in 2002 to the 35th by 2008.  There was a decline relative to other NDC areas for 26 of the 36 indicators.  For only two indicators was the area within the top ten NDC areas (least deprived) by 2008 compared with four indicators at the beginning of the period.  Conversely the area was ranked in the bottom ten for 20 indicators compared with eight in 2002.  
When the CIRC score is used to consider change after benchmarking against pooled comparator data, not surprisingly a similar pattern of relatively limited change emerges.  It was ranked second from last on its CIRC score in the 2002-2004, performed slightly better by 2002-2006 at 32nd; but by 2008 had fallen to 39th.

When the CIRC score is considered by outcome, both people and place elements of the Index had low rankings for the 2002-2008 period.  However, this masks the fact that CIRC scores for the health and community elements of the Index were ranked 26th, not far off the Programme wide average.  However, for none of the 36 indicators did the area come within the ten areas seeing greatest benchmarked change; for 18 the area was in the bottom ten, for ten in the bottom five.

The smaller benchmarked change relative to other NDC areas for 2002-2008, can be illustrated by examining a selection of indicators which underpin CIRC scores.  Birmingham Kings Norton was 32nd in terms of net improvement to satisfaction with the area as a place to live.  There was an increase between 2002 and 2008 of 7 percentage points for satisfaction with area; but this was on a par with change seen in its pooled comparator areas.  This therefore leads to a net gain of zero compared with a Programme-wide average of 6 percentage points higher than comparator areas.  The area also had the 34th lowest net reduction in the proportion of residents feeling unsafe after dark.  The decline of six percentage points was half the 12 percentage points fall seen in the benchmark areas.  Declines in the burglary rate, and proportion of residents perceiving fewer problems with lawlessness and dereliction in the area, were also ranked 37th and 35th respectively for benchmarked change.  Overall although improvements in the area were made, these were relatively small compared with both its pooled benchmark areas and also against other NDC areas.

5. To what extent does deprivation determine change?

The absolute baseline position of NDC areas relative to the other 38 can be examined using a combined z-score based on the 36 CIRC indicators.  The relationship between levels of deprivation at the start of the Programme (2002) can then be compared with:  absolute position by the end of the period; unbenchmarked relative change; and the final benchmarked CIRC score.

Correlation coefficients confirm that when the entire period of change (2002-2008) is considered there is a significant, although not very strong, negative relationship between starting position and unbenchmarked relative change achieved (-0.42, significant at the 1% level).  There is some evidence that the most deprived of NDC areas tended to make greater absolute improvements over time. This may in part reflect greater headroom for change.  For example, it may be easier to decrease an unemployment rate in an NDC area if levels at the beginning of the period were high compared with another NDC area which already displayed rates similar to the national average.  
Figure 3 illustrates this relationship.  Zero represents the Programme wide average, negative scores represent a greater intensity of problems, and positive scores a relatively more favourable starting position.  The goodness of fit R2 statistic of 0.18 indicates that approximately 18 per cent of the variation in levels of unbenchmarked relative change achieved can be accounted for by baseline position.  Ultimately this relatively low R2 points towards other unidentified factors as having more of a bearing on change.

Figure 2 is colour coded by the typology of NDC areas (see Chapter 7) to highlight the degree of problems evident in different types of area at the beginning of the Programme.  A fuller discussion of clusters of NDC areas is developed later in this report. The cluster 1 'entrenched disadvantaged' group of Partnerships stand out as having the most serious of problems at the beginning of the Programme.  This group of five stand apart from the rest by some considerable degree.  All five also achieved above Programme wide average absolute change.  Cluster 3, containing the London Partnerships, tends to be concentrated towards the other end of the spectrum.  Seven of the ten areas with least problems at the beginning of the period are in London.  Only Southwark and Hackney buck this trend.  Members of the 'stable and homogenous' cluster 2 display a full range of circumstances seen across all Partnerships at the early stages of the initiative.

Figure 3: Baseline position compared with unbenchmarked relative change

[image: image3]
It is interesting to compare the scatter chart in Figure 3 with the earlier overall ranking of NDC areas on the basis the final CIRC score provided in Table 2 and Figure 2.  NDCs which are furthest away from the line of best-fit are the ones which differ most from that relationship linking starting point with unbenchmarked relative change achieved.  Therefore Hackney, Islington, Haringey and Walsall made the greatest unbenchmarked relative change over and above that which might be expected for areas with a similar level of deprivation at the beginning of the Programme.  All these areas are in the list of seven areas seeing most change on the basis of the overall (benchmarked) CIRC score: second, fourth, fifth and seventh respectively. Birmingham Kings Norton and Norwich on the other hand saw less change than might have been expected if overall starting position alone was considered.  These are the two areas seeing least change.
Fulham is notable in Figure 3 due to the extent of problems in the area at starting point being far less than across other NDC areas.  This NDC area also saw less unbenchmarked relative change than might have been expected, even given its better initial starting point.  If Fulham is excluded from analyses, then the negative relationship between starting position and unbenchmarked change achieved still exists but weakens further and is no longer statistically significant (correlation coefficient -0.29).

After benchmarking change against that occurring in comparator areas, then the correlation between CIRC and starting position weakens considerably and is no longer significant.  This is the case if either all 39 NDCs or the 38 excluding Fulham are considered.  Therefore once progress is calibrated in relation to a group of non-NDC deprived areas situated in a similar context, then the most disadvantaged NDC areas in 2002 were not necessarily those seeing above average change. 
Figure 4 shows the relationship between absolute position of NDC areas relative to each other at the beginning and end of the 2002 to 2008 period.  This shows a strong correlation between the start and end position (0.73, significant at the 1% level).  The best-fit regression line gives an R2 of 0.53 or that just over half the variation in position by the end of the Programme can be explained by where NDCs started off. Therefore NDC areas with the most entrenched problems at the beginning tended still have the worst position relative to other NDC areas by the end of the period even after showing improvements over time.  
Figure 4: Baseline position compared with 2008 rank

[image: image4]
Figure 5 shows how closely the two indices of change are related to each other (correlation coefficient 0.87 significant at 1% level).  This shows that the areas seeing largest absolute changes against other NDC areas, also tended to make the largest changes relative to their pooled comparator areas.  NDC areas appear to fall into two groupings either side of the best fit line.  For areas in clusters 1 and 2 displaying entrenched disadvantage and those characterised as stable and homogenous, their CIRC score is lower than might be expected given the level of absolute change achieved.  This indicates that improvements have been made in both the NDC areas and in the similarly deprived areas within the same group of local authorities within their cluster.  For members of clusters 3-5 however gains tend to be greater than those occurring in their pooled comparator areas. Two reference lines have been added which represents Programme wide averages.  The top right hand quadrant of the chart contains NDC areas which saw above average change both relative to other areas and also against pooled comparator areas.

Figure 5: Benchmarked/ unbenchmarked change
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6. Progress over time

The CIRC analysis was undertaken at earlier stages of the evaluation to track change over time.  Previous versions have used slightly different baskets of indicators or explored alternative methodologies.  For this paper all the data has been compiled on a comparable basis over time.

There are interesting changes in the rankings of NDC areas over time.  NDC areas which saw more change in earlier stages of the Programme are not necessarily the same as those doing well over the entire period.  This is not entirely surprising.  Some areas may have seen quick gains in earlier periods of the Programme via visible interventions noticed by a large proportion of the local population: tackling issues to do with the local physical environment, introducing neighbourhood wardens, reducing crime, and so on.  For other areas undertaking large scale re-development projects, disruption may dampen down residents' attitudes towards the area in the early years, positive impacts only becoming apparent in later years.

Exploring correlations between CIRC scores in each of the two year periods adds weight this theory.  Areas seeing change over the first two years also tended to be the ones which saw more positive change over the initial four year period.  This trend was consistent for people or place-based outcomes, as well as overall performance (correlation coefficients 0.75, 0.77 and 0.74 respectively, all significant at 1 per cent level).

There is a positive relationship between NDC areas which saw most change  over the entire period 2002-2008 and those seeing more positive change in the first two or four year period considered.  However, this relationship is much weaker than that between change in the first two years compared with the first four (0.44 and 0.49 respectively, significant at 5% level).  In the main this is due to change in place-based scores over time.  NDC areas which saw more change  on the 18 indicators relating to housing and the physical environment, crime or community in the first two years, tended to still be seeing such change by the end of the four year period. However, by 2008 some NDC areas which previously scored less well had caught up or overtaken some areas which had previously seen more change.
The CIRC score based on people-based outcomes stayed relatively stable over the periods considered i.e. the ones that saw more change  in the first two years, tended to do so over the entire six year period.

This is an important message for evaluations of long term interventions such as NDC: the entire period of change needs to be considered if the true scale of any impact is to be measured.

7. Change across clusters of NDC areas
Previous work carried out by the national evaluation team identified a five-fold clustering on the 39 NDC areas
. Areas in Figure 6 are colour coded to reflect this typology.  These groupings are based on how similar these areas were to each other in relation to the 36 indicators at the beginning of the Programme.  In addition, levels of residential mobility within each NDC area was also taken into account in defining these clusters.

Figure 6: CIRC score 2002-2008, by Partnership
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	Key:
	
	Cluster 1 - Entrenched disadvantage

	
	
	Cluster 2 - Stable and homogenous

	
	
	Cluster 3 - London

	
	
	Cluster 4 - Diverse and relatively thriving

	
	
	Cluster 5 - Disadvantaged and socialised


Partnerships contained within each cluster are as follows:

· Cluster 1 - Entrenched disadvantage
Liverpool

Nottingham

Knowsley

Doncaster

Coventry.

· Cluster 2 - Stable and homogenous

Norwich

Middlesbrough

Leicester

Brighton

Bristol

Walsall

Southampton

Salford

Oldham

Rochdale

Hartlepool

Derby

Birmingham Kings Norton

Luton.

· Cluster 3 - London 

Hackney

Newham

Southwark

Lewisham

Brent

Islington

Haringey

Fulham

Lambeth 

Tower Hamlets.

· Cluster 4 - Diverse and relatively thriving 

Bradford

Sandwell

Wolverhampton

Birmingham Aston.

· Cluster 5 - Disadvantaged and socialised

Newcastle

Hull

Manchester

Sunderland

Sheffield

Plymouth.
Table 3 highlights some of the key characteristics of the clusters.  
Table 3: Key characteristics of NDC clusters

	 
	Percentage of respondents in 2002

	 
	Non-white
	Live in the social rented sector 
	Live in a working age workless household1
	Working age with no qualifications2

	Cluster
	
	
	
	

	  1 – Entrenched disadvantage
	13
	59
	55
	36

	  2 – Stable and homogenous
	7
	51
	35
	34

	  3 – London
	47
	67
	38
	26

	  4 – Diverse and relatively thriving 
	57
	39
	39
	40

	  5 – Disadvantaged and socialised
	17
	64
	49
	39

	
	
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	All NDCs
	24
	57
	41
	33

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	

	Comparator
	23
	42
	32
	28

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Source: IPSOS MORI NDC household survey 2002

* as %of respondents living in households with at least one person of working age

** as % of working age respondents

Figure 7 presents the average, minimum and maximum CIRC scores for each cluster.  The diverse and relatively thriving cluster 4 has the highest average score but his is heavily influenced by the strong performance of Birmingham Aston within this group.  The average score for the disadvantaged and socialised cluster 5 is close behind.

Figure 7: Average CIRC score for each NDC cluster
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Figure 8 shows that for some groupings of NDC areas above average performance for people-based outcomes is offset to a greater or lesser extent by below average progress on place-based measures (clusters 1 and 4).  In other clusters progress is above average across both people, and place, -based elements of the Programme (clusters 3 and 5).

Figure 8: People and place components of overall CIRC score, by cluster
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8. Detailed analysis of each cluster

This typology of NDC areas allows progress to be assessed for groups of areas with similar characteristics at the outset of the Programme.  Each cluster also shares the same pooled comparator areas for benchmarking purposes.

Cluster 1:  Entrenched disadvantage'

At the time of the first household survey in 2002, NDC areas in this cluster were characterised by high levels of worklessness, and a poorly qualified working age population which suffered from poor general and mental health.  Consequently residents were more likely to be on low incomes or be benefit-dependent than was the case in other clusters.  The population was relatively unstable, with residents more likely to want to leave, or feel ‘trapped’ (wanting to leave but being unable to do so), and a relatively high proportion was dissatisfied with their accommodation, the area and overall quality of life.  Residents were also less likely to feel part of the community.  Of all the clusters, these areas were most likely to have high fear of crime, high recorded crime rates and area-related problems such as dereliction.  Neighbourhoods in this cluster appeared to suffer the most systemic problems of all, and they are therefore referred to in terms of ‘entrenched disadvantage'. These areas stand apart from the others as having the greatest levels of deprivation at the beginning of the period.  The average rank for the group in 2002 was 37.

Figures 7 and 8 depict the CIRC score for each cluster.  These show that the entrenched disadvantaged group was close to the Programme wide average for overall benchmarked change achieved.  If the average rank of the CIRC scores for each member of this group is considered then gradual improvement over time can be seen; rising from an average rank of 24 in the 2002 to 2004 period, to 22 by 2006 and 19 by 2008.

This cluster saw considerable people-based change with the average rank on CIRC rising from 25 for the first two year period to 14 by the end period.  All five areas within this cluster achieved above average benchmarked change for the people element of the CIRC between 2002 and 2008.  The group did well on health (average rank 13), outperforming the change achieved in pooled comparator areas for four of the six indicators within this theme.  Above average net gains for worklessness indicators were also made (average rank 14) outperforming their pooled comparator areas on five of the six indicators within this theme.  Performance on the education indicators was closer to that seen across all NDC areas (average rank of 19).  

The cluster 1 average benchmarked relative change for place-based issues was below that seen across the Programme (average rank 26).  Amongst this group only Nottingham achieved above average CIRC scores for the place element of the index between 2002 and 2008.  The crime and community CIRC scores were, however, on a par with the Programme wide average.
The below average CIRC score for place was therefore influenced by the housing and the physical environment indicators (average rank 32).  However, examination of the unbenchmarked change data shows that housing and the physical environment indicators for entrenched disadvantaged NDC areas improved substantially over time: five of the six indicators were above the Programme wide average change achieved.  For example, an additional 15.7 per cent of residents were satisfied with the area by 2008 compared to 2002; this was greater than the 13.4 per cent seen across all NDC areas, and the highest unbenchmarked change for any cluster.  The low housing and the physical environment CIRC score therefore reflects the fact that the comparator areas within cluster 1 local authority districts also saw positive improvements over the same period; an increase of 16.1 per cent on this one indicator was higher than that seen in cluster 1 NDC areas.  This pattern is repeated for many of the indicators in this theme.  One possible interpretation is that improving housing and the physical environment was a priority in these local authority areas and alternative funding sources may have been utilised across local deprived areas (including the comparator areas) to deliver improvements. 
Overall, this group of NDC areas had high levels of deprivation at the beginning of the period and remained relatively disadvantaged compared with other NDC areas by the end.  In the main progress was made across the majority of outcome areas which was equal to, or above, Programme-wide averages.

Cluster 2:  Stable and homogenous

In 2002 the fourteen areas in this cluster were characterised by relatively stable, predominantly white populations.  NDC residents in this cluster were most likely to be satisfied with their accommodation and to think that their quality of life was good.  They were also more likely to want to stay in the area and did not feel as 'trapped' as residents in other clusters.  A relatively high proportion of respondents in these NDCs felt that neighbours in these areas looked out for one another.  There were relatively high rates of dissatisfaction with the area as a place to live, and also problems such as lawlessness and dereliction, high theft and overall recorded crime rates.  Levels of individual deprivation were, however, less than in the other clusters.  Residents were on average healthier, better qualified and more skilled, with a greater degree of engagement with the labour market, than was true for their counterparts in other clusters.  Consequently there was a smaller proportion of households who were benefit-dependent or on low incomes.  However, residents within this cluster were least likely to think that the area had improved in recent years.  Areas in cluster 2 are described as ‘stable and homogenous’.

This cluster of NDC areas displayed an overall level of deprivation on a par with the Programme average.  In 2002 NDCs in this cluster were spread across the full range of circumstances with two in the top ten least deprived areas, two in the bottom ten most deprived, and the rest spread across the mid-range.  This group had an average rank of 20.  

Cluster 2 on average experienced the lowest benchmarked change for any of the five groups.  In the first two year period the average rank based on CIRC scores was 23 but by 2008 this had fallen to 26.  Only three of this group of 14 areas managed to achieve benchmarked change above the Programme wide average for the 2002-2008 period. Conversely five of the six lowest CIRC scores for least benchmarked change made were within this group.

The low overall CIRC score was a consequence of limited nature of change for the people element of the Index.  The group had an average CIRC rank of 31 for people-based outcomes between 2002 and 2008.  Potentially, one explanation could be that because these issues were relatively less of a problem for this group at the beginning of the Programme, compared with the case for other clusters, so less attention was placed on them.  In 2002, this cluster exhibited less deprivation than the Programme wide average for 14 of the 18 people-based indicators.  However, the benchmarked change recorded for these 18 indicators was only greater than that occurring in the pooled comparator areas for one education indicator and four health indicators.  Only one NDC area of the 14 in this group managed to achieve above average benchmarked change in relation to worklessness.
There was more positive change in relation to place-based outcomes.  Above average benchmarked change for place was achieved between 2002 and 2008 (average rank 17).  Greater gains were seen in housing and the physical environment and community elements of the index (average ranks 17), compared with crime (average rank 21).  For example, this group outperformed its pooled comparator areas on four of the six housing and physical environment indicators and also contained the top two housing CIRC scores.

At the beginning of the period, this group of NDC areas displayed less deprivation in relation to people-based outcomes, more deprivation in relation to place and overall was on a par with the Programme wide average.  On the whole, the rate of change did not keep pace with that occurring in pooled comparator areas for people-based outcomes.  Consequently, a marginal decline in final position for these indicators was seen: a cluster average rank of 17 in 2002 and 18 by 2008.  However, for place-based outcomes the better CIRC score led to an improvement in relative absolute position for these issues: group average rank 24 in 2002 and 18 by 2008.

Cluster 3: London NDCs  

The third cluster is self-defined by its geography.  On various characteristics, London NDCs differed markedly from elsewhere.  They were more ethnically diverse areas than average, as one might expect, with higher concentrations of social housing.  Respondents in this cluster were the most dissatisfied with their accommodation, the most likely to feel trapped and to want to move.  They were the least likely to think neighbours look out for each other; and were less happy with the quality of life in the area. However, fear of crime, recorded crime and problems with lawlessness, dereliction or the local environment were similar to, or below, the average for NDCs as a whole.  Residents were, on average, the least deprived, and these 10 neighbourhoods had the healthiest, best qualified and most skilled working age population.  Residents were the least likely to be registered unemployed or be on Incapacity Benefit, and had the lowest concentrations of benefit dependency or low income households.  London NDC households also had the best school results of all the groups.  
The combined standardised data on the beginning position for the 36 indicators confirms the more favourable position of London NDC areas relative to the other clusters: the average rank in 2002 was 11.  This average rank was substantially higher than other clusters; the diverse and relatively thriving cluster 4 Partnership areas had the next highest average rank of 19.  Seven of the ten least deprived NDC areas were in London.  On average, these London NDCs had 14 of the 36 indicators within the ten least deprived areas.  As highlighted above local problems were far more likely to be associated with place (average rank 19), rather than people (average rank 8). 

London NDCs experienced benchmarked relative change which was slightly above the Programme wide average between 2002 and 2008 (average rank 17).  This average reflected a range of circumstances across the group with four in the top ten areas for  benchmarked change (Hackney, Islington, Haringey and Lambeth) and three in the bottom ten (Brent, Tower Hamlets and Fulham).  London NDCs also saw slightly better progress in the 2002-2004 and 2004-2006 period (average rank 15 and 13 respectively) then for 2002-2008.  This may be because the rate of change slowed in London NDC areas or alternatively that for a number of other areas a growth spurt was seen in the final two year period which enabled them to overtake the London NDCs on CIRC.

The overall 2002-2008 CIRC score reflects greater progress in relation to the people element of the index (average rank 16), compared with the place-based outcomes (average rank 20).  This is interesting given that the initial assessment of issues in London NDCs tends to highlight place, rather than people-related problems.  It is generally the case that more problematic outcome areas at the start of the Programme which make most gains.  The average CIRC scores for the London NDCs were particularly good for health (average rank 12); for five of the six health indicators the cluster average benchmarked change was greater than in pooled comparator areas.  London NDC areas also saw slightly better than average change with regard to worklessness (average rank 18): four of the six indicators saw NDC areas seeing more change than did the London comparators.  

Place-based outcomes for London NDC areas were on a par with the Programme wide average.  However, this is mainly because of better progress for crime (average rank 16).  There were lesser gains for average benchmarked change on housing and the physical environment (average rank 20) and community (average rank 25).  On average, this group saw the most positive improvements on crime indicators of all clusters with five of the six indicators recording more change than the London benchmark areas.  

At the end of the Programme (2008), London NDC areas still displayed least deprivation in relation to people-based outcomes and overall deprivation.  However, the group saw a marginal decline in terms of final position on indicators overall:  group average rank 11 in 2002 and 14 by 2008.  This pattern was seen in both people-, and place-, based outcomes.  This implies that although the London NDC areas continued to improve from an already relatively better absolute position, and at a faster rate than their pooled comparator areas, this was not by quite as much as were gains recorded in some of the other clusters.  The mixed performance seen across the individual London NDC areas is also worth noting.  Brent, Tower Hamlets and Newham, all originally within the ten least deprived NDC areas, declined by an average of 16 places down the rankings.  However, Haringey moved from being 11th to second and Hackney moved 19 places to be ninth overall.
Cluster 4:  Diverse and relatively thriving

In 2002 this group of four NDC areas was the most ethnically diverse of all the clusters, with 57 per cent of the total resident population from black and minority ethnic communities.  Taken together, these areas also had the lowest proportion of social housing.  Residents in this group were below average for a range of health measures.  The proportion of households on low incomes, mean tested benefits, and the employment rates of those of working age were all similar to the NDC average.  These areas in this cluster could be seen as relatively stable, and satisfaction with accommodation was similar to the NDC average.  A below average proportion of residents wanted to move, although a slightly higher than average proportion felt ‘trapped’.  Total recorded crime rate was the lowest of all the clusters, as were perceived problems with lawlessness and dereliction.  However, burglary rates were relatively high and households in this group had the highest fear of crime and more residents felt unsafe after dark than the overall average.  Other area level characteristics were generally favourable: relatively high proportions of residents had a ‘sense of community’, thought they could influence decisions in the area, and felt that neighbours ‘looked out for each other’.  However, a below average proportion of residents felt that the area had improved in the past two years or that the quality of life was good.  The areas in this group are termed ‘diverse and relatively thriving’. 
The four NDC areas within this cluster exhibited levels of deprivation in 2002 similar to the Programme average.  The group ranged from Sandwell being ranked sixth least deprived to Birmingham Aston ranked 30th.  For the group as a whole, people-based indicators had an average rank of 23, place-based issues 15. 

On average this group experienced the greatest benchmarked change of any of the clusters, being slightly ahead of those areas in cluster 5 (disadvantaged and socialised).  However, if the average rank is examined rather than the average CIRC score  then both clusters have an average rank of 15.  The contribution to the CIRC score made by Birmingham Aston, ranked first of all 39 NDC on relative benchmarked change, brings up the group average considerably: the average rank is 15 when Birmingham Aston is included,  19 when it is excluded.

The diverse and relatively thriving cluster 4 was not the best performing group of Partnership areas consistently over time.  In the first two years of change data (2002-2004) this group had an average rank of 23, falling back to 33 by 2006.  Hence change in some outcome areas quickened significantly in the last two year period: 2006-2008.  
There are two potential explanations for this.  First, large scale re-development programmes are occurring in some areas in this cluster e.g. Bradford.  These can cause disruption in the early years and not result in positive outcome change until later in the Programme.  This may be borne out by the low average rank on CIRC for place-based issues: in 2002-2004 the average rank was 34, which fell even further by 2006 to 37, but recovered by 2008 to 24.  In both earlier periods all four areas within this group were in the bottom ten for benchmarked change achieved in relation to place.  By 2008 only Sandwell still fell into this category.  The lowest CIRC score of any outcome area for cluster 4 was in the housing and the physical environment dimension to the Index:  average rank of 34 2002-2004, 37 2002-2006, but rising to 21 by 2002-2008. 

A second possible explanation for the low CIRC score on place-based issues may be that their pooled comparator areas did particularly well on some issues in the early years.  This may in part be due to a focus on reducing crime.  All crime rates and crime indicators for the cluster 4 comparator areas fell steadily from 2002 to 2006 but rose noticeably again in 2008; this trend was not replicated in other comparator area groupings.  Other funding streams to improve housing and the physical environment or community cohesion in deprived neighbourhoods within these local authorities may also have contributed to improvements in these pooled comparator areas in the earlier years.  This is entirely plausible in the case of Bradford where the race riots of 2001 meant that additional resources were targeted in Manningham the comparator area within this local authority district.

The overall 2002-2008 CIRC scores for the diverse and relatively thriving group of Partnerships reflects particularly strong rates of change in relation to the people element of the index (average rank 7).  All four areas saw considerable change and by 2008 three of the four were in the top ten benchmarked change, Birmingham Aston being ranked first.  All four areas saw considerable change for worklessness (average rank 7), and three of the four for education (average rank 11).  

By 2008 cluster 4 was still on a par with average levels of deprivation seen across the Programme (average rank 19).  However, the balance as to what type of issues were more prevalent in these areas had shifted as a consequence of consistently positive change in relation to people-based outcomes and the below average benchmarked change for place-based issues.  The average rank on absolute position for place fell from 15 to 23 between 2002 and 2008; for people the average rose from 23 to 19.  The greatest improvement for an individual NDC area was seen in Birmingham Aston which rose from 30th most deprived to 15th.  The outcome area which saw most improvement was worklessness (average rank 24 in 2002 and 15 in 2008).
Cluster 5:  Disadvantaged and socialised

These six areas were characterised (in 2002) by relatively high levels of worklessness, and a poorly qualified working age population suffering from relatively poor general health.  A high proportion of residents were on low incomes or were benefit dependent.  These areas were most likely to suffer from poor school results.  There was some evidence too of 'churning', with a comparatively high proportion of residents moving frequently within the past five years.  However, residents in these areas were least likely to want to leave or feel trapped.  Residents in this cluster were also most likely to be satisfied with the area as a place to live.  They were relatively satisfied with their accommodation, felt the quality of life in the area was good, were more likely to feel part of the community and think that neighbours looked out for each other.  Overall, residents displayed relatively high levels of ‘bonding’ social capital.  Of all the clusters, this group had the lowest proportion of residents expressing fear of crime or feeling unsafe after dark.  On the whole, recorded crime was below average and area-related problems such as lawlessness and dereliction and problems with the physical environment were average.  A high proportion of residents within this cluster felt that the area had improved in the past two years.  Areas in this category are referred to here as ‘disadvantaged and socialised’ places. This group exhibited levels of deprivation in 2002 below the Programme average but not as extensively as was true for those in cluster 1. NDCs in this cluster grouped around the mid-range with Sunderland ranked 16th being the least deprived and Newcastle at 32nd the most.  

Issues in this cluster were much more associated with people-based outcomes (average rank 33), rather than place (average rank 6).  Five of the six areas were in the ten most deprived in relation to people, on a par with the degree that these problems were seen in the entrenched disadvantage cluster 1. Widespread problems were seen in worklessness (average rank 32), education (average rank 31) and health (average rank 28).  Conversely, in 2002 this group had the lowest levels of deprivation seen for the three place-based outcome areas of any cluster:  housing and the physical environment average rank 6, community 10, and crime 11.  

Cluster 5 saw considerable benchmarked relative change (average rank 15); this was the same average rank as for the diverse and relatively thriving cluster 4.  Consistent performance was seen over time; with an average rank of 16 in the 2002 to 2004 period and 17 between 2002 and 2006.  However there was a degree of variation across the group with Sheffield, Plymouth, Newcastle, and Manchester all within the top 12 CIRC scores, whereas Hull was ranked 30th and Sunderland 32nd.

The cluster saw considerable change over each period in relation to people-based outcomes with an average CIRC rank of 14 by 2008.  Given that these were the most extensive problems in this cluster at the beginning of the Programme then narrowing the gap with other areas on these issues is a positive achievement.  Improvements relative to their pooled comparator areas were greatest for education (average rank 12), where these NDC areas experienced more change than the comparators for five of six indicators.  Cluster 5 also did well on benchmarked relative change for worklessness indicators (average rank 13).  
This disadvantaged and socialised cluster 5 had the least evident deprivation in relation to place-based issues at the beginning of the Programme.  The cluster did manage to achieve just above average benchmarked change in relation to place-based issues (average rank 18).  However, the picture is mixed across the six areas: Sheffield was ranked second, Plymouth fifth, but Hull 34th.  

Overall this group exhibited extensive deprivation at the beginning of the Programme in relation to people-based outcomes and achieved better than average benchmarked change for education, worklessness, housing and community.  By 2008, the cluster was in a similar relative position to other NDC areas for levels of deprivation as compared with 2002 (average rank 23 beginning, 22 end).  Most positive change was seen in education which improved from an average rank of 31 in 2002 to 25 by 2008.  Conversely, other NDC areas tended to see more change in relation to crime which for this cluster fell from an average rank of 11th in 2002 to 19th by 2008.
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� Birmingham contains two: Aston and Kings Norton


� NDC Final Evaluation Reports: The NDC Programme Volume 5: Exploring and explaining change in regeneration schemes: 


� HYPERLINK "http://extra.shu.ac.uk/ndc/downloads/general/Volume%20five%20-%20Exploring%20and%20explaining%20change%20in%20regeneration%20schemes.pdf" �http://extra.shu.ac.uk/ndc/downloads/general/Volume%20five%20-%20Exploring%20and%20explaining%20change%20in%20regeneration%20schemes.pdf�


� The comparator survey sample consisted of 2,014 respondents in 2002, 4,048 in 2004, 3,062 in 2006, and 3,100 in 2008.


� For two NDC specific indicators benchmarks do not exist and straightforward levels of change are used:   % residents think NDC has improved the area, % of residents involved in NDC activities.


� Standardises indicators so all have a mean of zero and a standard deviation of one 


� See Technical report


 





_1325423899.xls
Chart1

		Birmingham - Aston		Birmingham - Aston		Birmingham - Aston

		Hackney		Hackney		Hackney

		Sheffield		Sheffield		Sheffield

		Islington		Islington		Islington

		Haringey		Haringey		Haringey

		Plymouth		Plymouth		Plymouth

		Walsall		Walsall		Walsall

		Lambeth		Lambeth		Lambeth

		Newcastle		Newcastle		Newcastle

		Nottingham		Nottingham		Nottingham

		Oldham		Oldham		Oldham

		Manchester		Manchester		Manchester

		Lewisham		Lewisham		Lewisham

		Wolverhampton		Wolverhampton		Wolverhampton

		Knowsley		Knowsley		Knowsley

		Middlesbrough		Middlesbrough		Middlesbrough

		Bradford		Bradford		Bradford

		Southwark		Southwark		Southwark

		Coventry		Coventry		Coventry

		Bristol		Bristol		Bristol

		Newham		Newham		Newham

		Derby		Derby		Derby

		Liverpool		Liverpool		Liverpool

		Rochdale		Rochdale		Rochdale

		Salford		Salford		Salford

		Sandwell		Sandwell		Sandwell

		Doncaster		Doncaster		Doncaster

		Southampton		Southampton		Southampton

		Leicester		Leicester		Leicester

		Hull		Hull		Hull

		Brent		Brent		Brent

		Sunderland		Sunderland		Sunderland

		Tower Hamlets		Tower Hamlets		Tower Hamlets

		Luton		Luton		Luton

		Brighton		Brighton		Brighton

		Hartlepool		Hartlepool		Hartlepool

		Fulham		Fulham		Fulham

		Norwich		Norwich		Norwich

		Birmingham - Kings Norton		Birmingham - Kings Norton		Birmingham - Kings Norton



PEOPLE

PLACE

TOTAL

NDC Partnership

CIRC score

18.2035702244

4.1406161141

22.3441863385

9.3461608803

12.8651073197

22.2112682

4.5665054159

13.5920603843

18.1585658002

5.3336782672

9.5296161001

14.8632943674

0.6434607181

13.5779895304

14.2214502485

1.7969955487

10.2977637401

12.0947592887

3.7161324581

7.3191463939

11.035278852

5.6874638447

4.8018754199

10.4893392646

12.3126748796

-2.0936659432

10.2190089364

1.2459462733

6.2121765005

7.4581227738

-10.2227289632

16.6978380806

6.4751091174

7.7173703557

-1.3881104461

6.3292599096

11.5514668139

-5.476690984

6.07477583

2.8622635837

2.1662885556

5.0285521393

6.4902675589

-2.7122562851

3.7780112739

-5.0701865482

8.5695075384

3.4993209902

8.6710267808

-5.3025184386

3.3685083422

1.5083048147

-1.6426437765

-0.1343389619

2.706035727

-3.1745528465

-0.4685171195

-6.5271360949

5.1499366879

-1.377199407

3.4171943046

-5.1019050512

-1.6847107466

-0.8257529186

-1.4019064799

-2.2276593985

4.1765569011

-6.4307077242

-2.2541508231

-6.8393018776

4.3189773759

-2.5203245017

-3.5711002424

0.9372664116

-2.6338338308

7.5001610299

-11.081966424

-3.5818053941

4.4137214743

-8.1669836178

-3.7532621435

-7.4538113914

2.7839282837

-4.6698831076

-7.8943386625

2.5270106894

-5.3673279731

0.8277816212

-7.9427578281

-7.1149762069

-2.3032484025

-5.7238915681

-8.0271399705

-5.1689826796

-2.9853453844

-8.1543280639

-3.0554026478

-6.051661561

-9.1070642088

-10.1700145325

-0.911720503

-11.0817350355

-13.9657484874

-0.9906055194

-14.9563540068

-16.9721853301

-2.7096898979

-19.681875228

-7.0879930142

-14.1839066372

-21.2718996514

-7.1995804735

-14.9796537351

-22.1792342086

-10.3672272097

-15.033964475

-25.4011916847



BENCHMARKED CHANGE

		COMPARISON OF POSITION ON NEW BENCHMARKED CIRC OVER TIME

		Includes indices for 2002-04, 2002-06, 2002-08

		All linked to original  CIRC spreadsheets

						[CORE INDICATORS 36_May 2009_No Benchmarks.xls]

						[CORE INDICATORS 36_May 2009_Benchmarked CIRC.xls]

		AVERAGE SCORES AND RANKS FOR EACH TYPOLOGY RANKING IS CALCULATED AT BOTTOM, HOWEVER CALCULATIONS ONLY VALID/CORRECT IF LIST IS ORDERED BY TYPOLOGY GROUPS THEN CIRC ORDER

												BENCHMARKED CIRC 2009 - ALL DATA AND INDICATORS USED FOR ALL TIME POINTS UPDATED IN MAY 2009 ANALYSIS

												ACTUAL BENCHMARKED CIRC SCORE 2002-2008														RANKS 2002-2008																		RANKS 2002-2006																		RANKS 2002-2004																		CHANGE IN RANKINGS OVER TIME																																																						PEOPLE vs PLACE

						RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008						Composite scores - benchmarked relative change														Composite scores - benchmarked relative change														Composite scores - benchmarked relative change				Composite scores - benchmarked relative change																		Composite scores - benchmarked relative change																		IMPROVEMENT ON RANKING OLD AND NEW INDEX OR RELATIVE CHANGE																		IMPROVEMENT ON RANKING OLD AND NEW INDEX OR RELATIVE CHANGE																		IMPROVEMENT ON RANKING OLD AND NEW INDEX OR RELATIVE CHANGE

												REVISED 36 CORE INDICATORS -2002-2008														RANKS 2002-2008														TOP TEN 2002-08				RANKS 2002-2006																		RANKS 2002-2004																		+ve is improve and -ve fall in ranks																		+ve is improve and -ve fall in ranks																		+ve is improve and -ve fall in ranks

																																																																																POSITION ON 2008 INDEX VS 2006 INDEX																		POSITION ON 2006 INDEX VS 2004 INDEX																		POSITION ON 2008 INDEX VS 2004 INDEX																		PEOPLE vs PLACE																																						2002-2008

																																								TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10		2002-2008												2002-2006												2002-2004														Contribution to overall CIRC

		Original order		NDC ID				CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK				PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE

		1		NDC39		1		4		Birmingham - Aston		6.0		7.2		4.9		0.6		1.7		1.9		22.3		1		1		2		16		13		9		1		16		5		2		10		17		35		30		38		28		9		15		1		5		14		37		32		22		15		9		9		1		9		15		19		17		29		27		7		-10		-1		-5		-3		2		2		-16		-13		0		6		0		4		12		21		19		13		14		7		-4		18.2		4.1		22.3		1		13		1		6.8		-14.1		-7.3		6		37		28		10.0		-7.5		2.6		2		32		15				81%		19%		1

		10		NDC04		2		3		Hackney		3.5		1.0		4.8		6.6		5.0		1.3		22.2		5		17		3		3		4		13		2		19		3		8		16		12		10		9		16		4		12		5		24		26		5		28		8		19		13		9		7		3		-1		9		7		5		3		2		7		-2		16		10		-7		18		-1		3		9		3		-2		19		9		2		25		4		6		11		10		-4		9.3		12.9		22.2		4		4		2		4.3		7.4		11.7		10		9		4		1.2		1.5		2.8		18		18		13				42%		58%		2

		33		NDC22		3		5		Sheffield		2.9		1.3		0.4		4.1		4.1		5.4		18.2		8		16		22		7		7		3		3		16		3		1		4		14		5		13		2		1		18		0		9		14		13		3		12		2		1		17		3		-7		-12		-8		-2		6		-1		-2		-2		3		8		10		-1		-2		-1		0		0		1		-3		1		-2		-9		-4		5		-1		-2		-1		0		4.6		13.6		18.2		11		2		3		11.5		12.9		24.4		3		1		1		5.5		14.1		19.6		10		1		1				25%		75%		3

		14		NDC30		4		3		Islington		0.6		2.2		2.5		3.1		4.7		1.8		14.9		18		13		7		10		5		10		4		14		3		38		14		11		9		7		8		11		13		5		22		15		24		32		18		29		25		7		11		20		1		4		-1		2		-2		7		1		-2		-16		1		13		23		11		21		14		6		-6		4		2		17		22		13		19		21		7		-8		5.3		9.5		14.9		10		6		4		-0.6		8.4		7.7		21		6		11		1.3		-4.5		-3.2		16		28		25				36%		64%		4

		12		NDC33		5		3		Haringey		-0.4		-0.0		1.0		7.3		5.1		1.2		14.2		21		21		15		1		3		14		5		14		6		26		8		20		14		18		12		13		9		3		31		11		15		24		14		7		11		12		9		5		-13		5		13		15		-2		8		5		3		5		3		-5		10		-4		-5		-2		-3		-6		10		-10		0		23		11		-7		6		2		-3		0.6		13.6		14.2		22		3		5		2.1		5.1		7.2		13		12		13		1.6		2.5		4.1		15		17		11				5%		95%		5

		29		NDC24		6		5		Plymouth		1.3		-0.3		0.8		2.2		2.6		5.5		12.1		13		23		18		12		10		2		6		12		3		7		35		4		19		32		6		18		10		7		30		30		2		14		22		26		18		9		12		-6		12		-14		7		22		4		12		2		-4		23		-5		-2		-5		-10		20		0		1		-5		17		7		-16		2		12		24		12		3		-9		1.8		10.3		12.1		18		5		6		1.5		-1.0		0.5		15		22		18		0.1		-0.0		0.1		21		20		18				15%		85%		6

		38		NDC18		7		2		Walsall		2.7		-1.2		2.3		-1.9		4.3		5.0		11.0		9		26		10		27		6		4		7		12		5		3		28		23		23		1		4		5		12		2		10		18		7		10		1		3		2		13		5		-6		2		13		-4		-5		0		-2		0		3		7		-10		-16		-13		0		-1		-3		-1		-3		1		-8		-3		-17		-5		-1		-5		-1		0		3.7		7.3		11.0		14		8		7		1.1		10.4		11.5		17		4		5		6.4		12.1		18.5		8		2		2				34%		66%		7

		17		NDC38		8		3		Lambeth		1.4		3.0		1.3		5.5		1.7		-2.3		10.5		12		12		13		5		14		32		8		13		4		33		7		8		7		22		18		10		13		7		32		8		3		1		13		18		3		18		8		21		-5		-5		2		8		-14		2		0		-3		-1		1		-5		-6		-9		0		-7		-5		-1		20		-4		-10		-4		-1		-14		-5		-5		-4		5.7		4.8		10.5		9		11		8		3.6		4.2		7.8		11		15		10		7.3		9.4		16.7		7		4		3				54%		46%		8

		24		NDC09		9		5		Newcastle		5.1		6.0		1.2		-2.4		-0.6		0.9		10.2		2		2		14		30		22		16		9		12		6		4		1		3		34		29		17		6		12		7		3		3		4		21		25		13		6		11		3		2		-1		-11		4		7		1		-3		0		-1		-1		2		1		-13		-4		-4		0		1		4		1		1		-10		-9		3		-3		-3		1		3		12.3		-2.1		10.2		2		23		9		17.2		-6.9		10.4		1		32		6		13.3		0.1		13.4		1		19		6				120%		-20%		9

		27		NDC02		10		1		Nottingham		-2.9		-0.9		5.0		5.9		-2.1		2.4		7.5		35		24		1		4		25		8		10		13		8		28		25		7		11		37		13		21		11		11		33		28		22		19		38		9		35		7		13		-7		1		6		7		12		5		11		2		-3		5		3		15		8		1		-4		14		4		-2		-2		4		21		15		13		1		25		6		-5		1.2		6.2		7.5		20		9		10		1.2		-2.7		-1.5		16		25		21		-5.7		-5.6		-11.2		30		29		35				17%		83%		10

		28		NDC25		11		2		Oldham		-2.6		-3.0		-4.6		6.7		5.2		4.8		6.5		34		30		37		2		2		5		11		13		10		24		33		39		12		6		7		22		9		12		21		31		35		4		6		35		27		8		10		-10		3		2		10		4		2		11		4		-2		-3		-2		-4		-8		0		28		5		1		2		-13		1		-2		2		4		30		16		5		0		-10.2		16.7		6.5		36		1		11		-10.8		8.6		-2.2		38		5		22		-8.0		4.7		-3.3		34		12		27								11

		22		NDC17		12		5		Manchester		4.1		3.9		-0.2		0.9		3.1		-5.4		6.3		3		8		24		14		9		37		12		10		8		10		22		25		21		20		36		24		7		8		25		13		20		33		35		28		31		8		15		7		14		1		7		11		-1		12		3		0		15		-9		-5		12		15		-8		7		-1		-7		22		5		-4		19		26		-9		19		2		-7		7.7		-1.4		6.3		6		20		12		-0.3		-4.0		-4.2		20		28		24		1.8		-9.2		-7.3		14		35		31		ave for top 10		43%		57%		12

		19		NDC27		13		3		Lewisham		3.1		4.0		4.4		-2.7		-3.1		0.3		6.1		6		7		4		31		34		18		13		8		8		13		9		5		26		10		21		9		11		5		8		1		17		35		27		16		9		11		9		7		2		1		-5		-24		3		-4		-3		3		-5		-8		12		9		17		-5		0		0		-4		2		-6		13		4		-7		-2		-4		-3		-1		11.6		-5.5		6.1		3		30		13		6.8		1.9		8.7		7		20		9		9.6		-3.9		5.8		4		26		9		ave for top 10 exc Newcastle		34%		66%		13

		39		NDC19		14		4		Wolverhampton		-1.9		3.8		1.0		-2.3		4.0		0.5		5.0		30		9		16		29		8		17		14		13		10		36		12		28		39		38		19		39		7		17		14		2		10		30		34		25		17		14		10		6		3		12		10		30		2		25		6		-7		-22		-10		-18		-9		-4		6		-22		-7		7		-16		-7		-6		1		26		8		3		-1		0		2.9		2.2		5.0		16		16		14		-2.7		-17.9		-20.6		25		39		39		8.1		-7.7		0.3		6		33		17

		16		NDC28		15		1		Knowsley		0.8		4.1		1.6		-1.8		-0.9		-0.1		3.8		16		6		12		26		23		22		15		10		7		34		17		27		17		11		28		19		7		9		23		25		12		22		7		10		14		12		8		18		11		15		-9		-12		6		4		3		-2		-11		8		-15		5		-4		-18		-5		-5		1		7		19		0		-4		-16		-12		-1		-2		-1		6.5		-2.7		3.8		8		25		15		-3.2		3.1		-0.1		26		17		19		-1.6		4.1		2.6		22		15		14

		23		NDC08		16		2		Middlesbrough		-4.0		1.4		-2.4		3.8		6.0		-1.2		3.5		37		15		29		8		1		23		16		9		7		20		15		31		15		2		24		15		9		6		18		19		36		18		2		23		16		9		4		-17		0		2		7		1		1		-1		0		1		-2		4		5		3		0		-1		1		0		2		-19		4		7		10		1		0		0		0		3		-5.1		8.6		3.5		27		7		16		-1.7		6.2		4.4		23		11		15		-2.7		4.9		2.3		26		10		16

		3		NDC13		17		4		Bradford		4.0		4.3		0.3		-0.7		-2.6		-2.0		3.4		4		5		23		23		29		27		17		8		6		21		5		29		37		36		15		33		9		15		7		12		29		20		31		34		26		10		11		17		0		6		14		7		-12		16		-1		-9		-14		7		0		-17		-5		19		-7		-1		4		3		7		6		-3		2		7		9		-2		-5		8.7		-5.3		3.4		5		29		17		1.8		-11.6		-9.8		14		34		33		3.2		-6.4		-3.2		12		31		26

		35		NDC07		18		3		Southwark		1.5		2.0		-2.0		2.5		-2.6		-1.5		-0.1		11		14		27		11		28		24		18		9		8		9		13		2		2		8		10		2		18		4		11		17		9		5		9		12		7		13		7		-2		-1		-25		-9		-20		-14		-16		-9		4		2		4		7		3		1		2		5		5		-3		0		3		-18		-6		-19		-12		-11		-4		1		1.5		-1.6		-0.1		19		22		18		7.4		12.5		19.9		4		2		2		5.2		7.9		13.1		11		6		7

		7		NDC37		19		1		Coventry		2.0		0.2		0.6		-1.7		-6.0		4.5		-0.5		10		19		20		25		38		6		19		10		8		23		27		15		30		39		30		35		6		11		37		39		25		16		39		32		39		1		15		13		8		-5		5		1		24		16		4		-3		14		12		10		-14		0		2		4		5		-4		27		20		5		-9		1		26		20		9		-7		2.7		-3.2		-0.5		17		27		19		-0.1		-12.2		-12.3		19		35		35		-10.2		-10.4		-20.6		38		38		39

		6		NDC16		20		2		Bristol		-1.8		-7.2		2.4		3.1		1.9		0.2		-1.4		29		38		9		9		12		19		20		9		9		18		36		16		6		3		23		16		8		7		13		38		21		11		17		14		20		8		9		-11		-2		7		-3		-9		4		-4		1		2		-5		2		5		5		14		-9		4		0		-2		-16		0		12		2		5		-5		0		1		0		-6.5		5.1		-1.4		29		10		20		-3.9		7.4		3.4		29		10		16		-4.8		4.4		-0.4		28		14		20

		25		NDC06		21		3		Newham		-2.5		3.4		2.5		-2.7		0.5		-2.9		-1.7		33		10		8		32		18		35		21		10		10		22		6		9		22		15		22		12		13		7		34		6		6		34		20		30		19		10		9		-11		-4		1		-10		-3		-13		-9		-3		3		12		0		-3		12		5		8		7		3		-2		1		-4		-2		2		2		-5		-2		0		1		3.4		-5.1		-1.7		15		28		21		5.5		2.0		7.5		8		19		12		6.2		-6.1		0.0		9		30		19

		8		NDC36		22		2		Derby		0.9		-3.9		2.2		0.6		-3.0		1.1		-2.2		14		33		11		17		32		15		22		11		11		15		34		30		13		24		29		26		4		8		28		36		28		17		16		8		28		8		11		1		1		19		-4		-8		14		4		7		3		13		2		-2		4		-8		-21		2		-4		-3		14		3		17		0		-16		-7		6		3		0		-0.8		-1.4		-2.2		23		21		22		-4.7		-0.1		-4.8		31		21		26		-8.4		3.6		-4.8		37		16		28

		20		NDC01		23		1		Liverpool		0.7		5.7		-2.2		0.6		-3.6		-3.4		-2.3		17		3		28		15		35		36		23		8		10		16		2		6		3		33		32		7		13		7		26		7		23		9		30		37		22		9		11		-1		-1		-22		-12		-2		-4		-16		-5		3		10		5		17		6		-3		5		15		4		-4		9		4		-5		-6		-5		1		-1		-1		-1		4.2		-6.4		-2.3		13		33		23		11.6		-1.9		9.8		2		24		7		2.5		-3.0		-0.5		13		23		22

		30		NDC31		24		2		Rochdale		-1.7		-4.0		-1.1		1.5		0.4		2.5		-2.5		28		34		25		13		19		7		24		11		10		29		29		33		24		12		11		20		8		8		16		23		27		12		10		6		10		6		5		1		-5		8		11		-7		4		-4		3		2		-13		-6		-6		-12		-2		-5		-10		2		3		-12		-11		2		-1		-9		-1		-14		5		5		-6.8		4.3		-2.5		30		12		24		-5.6		4.2		-1.3		33		14		20		-2.5		6.5		4.1		25		7		10

		31		NDC23		25		2		Salford		-0.6		0.1		-3.1		0.2		2.4		-1.7		-2.6		22		20		32		18		11		25		25		9		12		32		26		34		28		5		20		23		7		7		12		33		38		26		15		24		33		5		11		10		6		2		10		-6		-5		-2		2		5		-20		7		4		-2		10		4		10		2		-4		-10		13		6		8		4		-1		8		4		1		-3.6		0.9		-2.6		26		17		25		-5.9		3.1		-2.8		34		16		23		-8.2		-0.4		-8.6		35		21		33

		32		NDC15		26		4		Sandwell		3.1		3.4		1.0		-5.4		-3.1		-2.6		-3.6		7		11		17		37		33		34		26		11		10		6		11		10		36		35		35		30		5		14		4		16		37		38		37		27		34		6		10		-1		0		-7		-1		2		1		4		6		-4		-2		5		27		2		2		-8		4		-1		4		-3		5		20		1		4		-7		8		5		0		7.5		-11.1		-3.6		7		36		26		6.9		-15.2		-8.3		5		38		30		1.3		-11.7		-10.4		17		39		34

		9		NDC35		27		1		Doncaster		-0.2		0.5		4.1		-1.6		-6.7		0.1		-3.8		19		18		5		24		39		21		27		10		10		35		31		13		8		31		31		27		7		13		20		29		16		2		28		11		12		8		8		16		13		8		-16		-8		10		0		3		-3		-15		-2		3		-6		-3		-20		-15		-1		5		1		11		11		-22		-11		-10		-15		2		2		4.4		-8.2		-3.8		12		35		27		-3.8		-3.1		-6.9		28		26		27		-2.3		5.8		3.5		23		8		12		ave for bot  10		49%		51%

		34		NDC21		28		2		Southampton		-0.8		-2.5		-4.2		-4.1		0.0		6.9		-4.7		23		29		36		35		20		1		28		6		7		17		24		36		31		17		1		17		10		10		27		27		30		25		26		1		21		11		10		-6		-5		0		-4		-3		0		-11		-4		-3		10		3		-6		-6		9		0		4		-1		0		4		-2		-6		-10		6		0		-7		-5		-3		-7.5		2.8		-4.7		33		14		28		-4.7		7.9		3.2		32		8		17		-5.6		5.1		-0.5		29		9		21		ave for top 10 exc HULL		56%		44%

		18		NDC10		29		2		Leicester		-1.4		-3.6		-2.9		-0.1		1.1		1.5		-5.4		26		31		31		19		17		12		29		7		8		19		30		19		20		4		3		8		12		5		5		22		26		6		4		15		8		10		3		-7		-1		-12		1		-13		-9		-21		-5		3		-14		-8		7		-14		0		12		0		2		2		-21		-9		-5		-13		-13		3		-21		-3		5		-7.9		2.5		-5.4		34		15		29		-1.7		11.1		9.4		22		3		8		0.3		8.9		9.3		20		5		8

		15		NDC14		30		5		Hull		0.8		5.0		-5.0		-3.2		-2.5		-2.2		-7.1		15		4		38		33		26		28		30		7		10		31		3		26		29		16		5		14		9		7		2		4		19		15		23		4		5		14		4		16		-1		-12		-4		-10		-23		-16		-2		3		-29		1		-7		-14		7		-1		-9		-5		3		-13		0		-19		-18		-3		-24		-25		-7		6		0.8		-7.9		-7.1		21		34		30		2.2		4.5		6.7		12		13		14		9.2		4.7		14.0		5		11		5				-12%		112%		30

		4		NDC29		31		3		Brent		-2.0		-1.1		0.8		-0.6		-2.8		-2.3		-8.0		31		25		19		22		30		31		31		5		10		30		19		1		4		14		9		3		16		7		19		10		1		13		11		17		4		12		3		-1		-6		-18		-18		-16		-22		-28		-11		3		-11		-9		0		9		-3		8		1		4		4		-12		-15		-18		-9		-19		-14		-27		-7		7		-2.3		-5.7		-8.0		24		31		31		5.3		8.1		13.4		9		7		3		10.0		4.5		14.5		3		13		4				29%		71%		31

		36		NDC20		32		5		Sunderland		-2.4		-0.3		-2.4		-2.0		-1.1		0.1		-8.2		32		22		30		28		24		20		32		6		13		12		23		21		38		34		27		36		7		14		36		20		31		39		36		21		37		7		14		-20		1		-9		10		10		7		4		-1		-1		24		-3		10		1		2		-6		1		0		0		4		-2		1		11		12		1		5		-1		-1		-5.2		-3.0		-8.2		28		26		32		0.3		-12.8		-12.5		18		36		36		-5.7		-9.9		-15.6		31		37		37				63%		37%		32

		37		NDC05		33		3		Tower Hamlets		-1.6		-2.0		0.6		4.9		-4.3		-6.6		-9.1		27		28		21		6		36		39		33		7		14		37		21		22		1		28		39		29		10		13		35		24		11		7		29		39		30		8		15		10		-7		1		-5		-8		0		-4		-3		1		-2		3		-11		6		1		0		1		2		-2		8		-4		-10		1		-7		0		-3		-1		-1		-3.1		-6.1		-9.1		25		32		33		-4.0		-3.7		-7.7		30		27		29		-3.1		-3.8		-6.9		27		25		30				34%		66%		33

		21		NDC26		34		2		Luton		-0.2		-6.7		-3.2		-4.0		1.4		1.6		-11.1		20		36		33		34		16		11		34		4		11		5		39		32		25		19		14		25		4		10		6		37		18		29		19		31		29		4		8		-15		3		-1		-9		3		3		-9		0		1		1		-2		-14		4		0		17		4		0		2		-14		1		-15		-5		3		20		-5		0		3		-10.2		-0.9		-11.1		35		18		34		-6.7		2.1		-4.6		35		18		25		-2.3		-3.5		-5.8		24		24		29				92%		8%		34

		5		NDC11		35		2		Brighton		-1.1		-8.7		-4.1		-0.2		1.5		-2.3		-15.0		24		39		35		21		15		30		35		3		15		14		38		37		27		23		34		37		4		14		15		34		34		23		21		20		32		8		9		-10		-1		2		6		8		4		2		-1		1		1		-4		-3		-4		-2		-14		-5		-4		5		-9		-5		-1		2		6		-10		-3		-5		6		-14.0		-1.0		-15.0		38		19		35		-10.5		-4.5		-15.0		37		30		37		-7.9		-0.7		-8.6		33		22		32				93%		7%		35

		13		NDC32		36		2		Hartlepool		-3.4		-7.0		-6.6		-0.1		-0.3		-2.2		-19.7		36		37		39		20		21		29		36		3		20		25		37		38		18		26		26		38		4		14		38		32		32		8		3		5		23		13		12		-11		0		-1		-2		5		-3		2		-1		6		13		-5		-6		-10		-23		-21		-15		-9		2		2		-5		-7		-12		-18		-24		-13		-10		8		-17.0		-2.7		-19.7		39		24		36		-13.5		-1.7		-15.2		39		23		38		-12.3		11.3		-1.0		39		3		23				86%		14%		36

		11		NDC34		37		3		Fulham		-6.7		-3.9		3.4		-5.0		-3.0		-6.2		-21.3		39		32		6		36		31		38		37		1		16		39		18		24		16		25		37		34		9		15		39		9		8		27		5		38		24		11		10		0		-14		18		-20		-6		-1		-3		-8		1		0		-9		-16		11		-20		1		-10		-2		5		0		-23		2		-9		-26		0		-13		-10		6		-7.1		-14.2		-21.3		31		37		37		-7.4		-4.4		-11.8		36		29		34		0.9		-4.1		-3.2		19		27		24				33%		67%		37

		26		NDC03		38		2		Norwich		-1.4		-2.0		-3.8		-9.9		-2.5		-2.6		-22.2		25		27		34		39		27		33		38		1		18		11		20		35		33		27		25		31		4		15		29		21		39		31		33		33		36		2		14		-14		-7		1		-6		0		-8		-7		-3		3		18		1		4		-2		6		8		5		2		1		4		-6		5		-8		6		0		-2		-1		4		-7.2		-15.0		-22.2		32		38		38		-2.2		-6.9		-9.1		24		33		31		-5.7		-9.2		-15.0		32		36		36				32%		68%		38

		2		NDC12		39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		-4.8		-4.2		-1.4		-7.2		-5.9		-1.9		-25.4		38		35		26		38		37		26		39		0		18		27		32		18		32		21		33		32		4		16		17		35		33		36		24		36		38		2		15		-11		-3		-8		-6		-16		7		-7		-4		2		-10		3		15		4		3		3		6		2		1		-21		0		7		-2		-13		10		-1		-2		3		-10.4		-15.0		-25.4		37		39		39		-3.4		-6.3		-9.6		27		31		32		-8.2		-8.7		-16.9		36		34		38				41%		59%		39

						Ave rank				WARNING FORMULAS BELOW ONLY VALID IF ABOVE LIST IS SORTED BY TYPOLOGY THEN CIRC POSITION

						3.0		1		1 – Entrenched disadvantage		2.5		2.4		2.7		4.3		4.1		2.3		18.4		11		14		10		7		6		10		3		16		4		15		10		15		15		15		15		11		12		6		17		14		14		25		17		16		13		11		8		4		-3		5		7		9		5		8		4		-2		2		4		-1		10		1		1		2		1		-2		7		1		4		17		10		6		10		5		-4		7.6		10.7		18.4		10		6		3		4.8		3.9		8.7		11		13		11		3.9		1.2		5.2		12		19		13

						12.5		2		2 – Stable and homogenous		1.0		1.9		0.7		1.0		0.6		0.8		6.1		16		14		18		18		18		17		13		11		7		19		18		18		21		21		18		18		10		9		19		18		17		18		21		20		18		10		9		3		4		-0		3		3		1		6		1		-2		1		-0		-1		-3		-0		3		-1		-0		-1		4		3		-1		0		3		3		5		1		-2		3.6		2.4		6.1		14		17		13		1.6		-0.7		0.9		17		21		18		1.9		0.0		1.9		17		20		18

						24.5		3		3 – London		-0.4		-0.8		-0.1		-0.8		-1.0		0.2		-3.0		22		23		20		22		24		21		25		9		10		21		23		21		19		18		21		19		9		9		19		24		25		18		20		17		21		8		9		-1		0		0		-3		-6		0		-6		1		1		-2		1		5		-1		2		-3		2		1		-0		-3		1		5		-4		-3		-3		-4		1		1		-1.4		-1.6		-3.0		22		22		25		-0.6		1.5		0.9		22		18		19		-2.1		1.3		-0.8		24		17		21

						31.5		4		4 – Diverse and relatively thriving		-1.3		0.4		-1.5		-0.2		-2.7		-2.8		-8.1		26		20		27		22		29		30		32		6		12		28		17		18		18		23		20		21		11		10		23		15		16		19		25		20		19		10		9		1		-3		-10		-4		-6		-10		-11		-4		2		-5		-2		-2		1		2		0		-2		0		1		-3		-5		-12		-4		-4		-9		-13		-4		3		-2.4		-5.7		-8.1		25		31		32		1.0		-1.0		-0.0		17		21		21		2.6		-1.1		1.5		17		22		19

						36.5		5		5 – Disadvantaged and socialised		-2.9		-5.4		-2.6		-4.4		-1.5		-2.3		-19.1		30		34		29		31		25		28		37		2		16		20		31		31		25		24		28		33		5		14		24		28		27		26		18		27		30		7		11		-10		-4		2		-6		-1		0		-4		-3		2		4		-3		-3		1		-6		-1		-3		-2		3		-6		-6		-2		-6		-7		-1		-6		-5		5		-11.0		-8.1		-19.1		35		29		37		-7.3		-3.6		-10.9		33		27		33		-5.9		-2.5		-8.4		31		24		30



&C&Z&F&A



Relative change

		COMPARISON OF POSITION ON NEW RELATIVE POSITION (UNBENCHMARKED) CIRC OVER TIME

		Includes indices for 2002-04, 2002-06, 2002-08

		All linked to original  CIRC spreadsheets

				[CORE INDICATORS 36_May 2009_No Benchmarks.xls]		[CORE INDICATORS 36_May 2009_No Benchmarks.xls]

				[CORE INDICATORS 36_May 2009_Benchmarked CIRC.xls]		[CORE INDICATORS 36_May 2009_Benchmarked CIRC.xls]

												RELATIVE CHANGE UNBENCHMARKED CIRC 2009 - ALL DATA AND INDICATORS USED FOR ALL TIME POINTS UPDATED IN MAY 2009 ANALYSIS

												RELATIVE CHANGE UNBENCHMARKED CIRC SCORE 2002-2008														RANKS 2002-2008																		RANKS 2002-2006																		RANKS 2002-2004																		CHANGE IN RANKINGS OVER TIME																																																						PEOPLE vs PLACE

						RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008						Composite scores - unbenchmarked relative change														Composite scores - unbenchmarked relative change														Composite scores - unbenchmarked relative change				Composite scores - benchmarked relative change																		Composite scores - benchmarked relative change																		IMPROVEMENT ON RANKING OLD AND NEW INDEX OR RELATIVE CHANGE																		IMPROVEMENT ON RANKING OLD AND NEW INDEX OR RELATIVE CHANGE																		IMPROVEMENT ON RANKING OLD AND NEW INDEX OR RELATIVE CHANGE

												REVISED 36 CORE INDICATORS -2002-2008														RANKS 2002-2008														TOP TEN 2002-2008				RANKS 2002-2006																		RANKS 2002-2004																		+ve is improve and -ve fall in ranks																		+ve is improve and -ve fall in ranks																		+ve is improve and -ve fall in ranks

																																																																																POSITION ON 2008 INDEX VS 2006 INDEX																		POSITION ON 2006 INDEX VS 2004 INDEX																		POSITION ON 2008 INDEX VS 2004 INDEX																		PEOPLE vs PLACE

																																								TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10																TOP 10		BOT 10		2002-2008												2002-2006												2002-2004

		Original order		NDC ID				CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores						PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK

		1		NDC39		1		4		Birmingham - Aston		2.4		6.2		4.0		0.0		0.1		3.5		16.3		9		6		6		21		19		9		2		15		3		9		14		11		13		5		37		13		12		11		6		7		13		30		25		18		14		11		9		0		8		5		-8		-14		28		11		3		-8		-3		-7		2		17		20		-19		1		1		2		-3		1		7		9		6		9		12		4		-6		12.6		3.7		16.3		2		15		2		3.7		0.4		4.1		8		20		13		7.9		-3.3		4.6		4		24		14

		10		NDC04		2		3		Hackney		2.5		-0.9		2.9		4.7		6.0		3.8		19.0		8		21		7		6		2		7		1		16		4		6		23		25		24		14		11		16		9		9		13		38		12		34		9		8		24		11		8		-2		2		18		18		12		4		15		7		-5		7		15		-13		10		-5		-3		8		-2		1		5		17		5		28		7		1		23		5		-4		4.5		14.5		19.0		12		3		1		-0.3		2.3		2.1		20		16		16		-4.7		2.2		-2.5		32		16		24

		33		NDC22		3		5		Sheffield		1.4		1.6		1.1		2.7		0.9		5.2		12.9		14		13		13		11		17		2		5		13		2		14		6		22		9		18		3		5		15		5		14		14		20		8		20		2		6		13		7		0		-7		9		-2		1		1		0		-2		-3		0		8		-2		-1		2		-1		1		2		-2		0		1		7		-3		3		0		1		0		-5		4.1		8.8		12.9		14		8		5		4.5		9.3		13.8		7		6		5		2.5		9.4		12.0		11		5		6

		14		NDC30		4		3		Islington		-0.6		-1.1		0.1		1.1		5.4		3.8		8.8		22		23		17		16		4		6		10		12		3		32		27		23		26		11		9		27		7		7		23		31		37		35		21		28		36		3		13		10		4		6		10		7		3		17		5		-4		-9		4		14		9		10		19		9		4		-6		1		8		20		19		17		22		26		9		-10		-1.5		10.4		8.8		21		5		10		-4.2		2.6		-1.6		31		15		27		-8.4		-6.4		-14.8		37		30		36

		12		NDC33		5		3		Haringey		-0.6		-1.5		-0.4		5.4		5.5		3.7		12.2		21		25		20		5		3		8		6		16		9		11		10		33		29		23		13		24		8		9		32		19		27		32		15		5		21		8		9		-10		-15		13		24		20		5		18		8		0		21		9		-6		3		-8		-8		-3		0		0		11		-6		7		27		12		-3		15		8		0		-2.5		14.7		12.2		25		2		6		-0.4		-0.9		-1.2		22		24		24		-2.6		2.0		-0.5		26		17		21

		29		NDC24		6		5		Plymouth		4.2		-2.1		1.6		0.8		-0.8		5.0		8.7		2		27		11		17		25		3		11		6		4		4		38		10		25		38		16		32		6		13		24		39		2		23		29		31		31		8		14		2		11		-1		8		13		13		21		0		-9		20		1		-8		-2		-9		15		-1		-2		-1		22		12		-9		6		4		28		20		-2		-10		3.7		5.0		8.7		15		12		11		-1.4		-6.8		-8.2		26		32		32		-2.9		-6.7		-9.6		27		31		31

		38		NDC18		7		2		Walsall		2.9		-1.3		5.2		0.4		4.0		4.6		15.8		6		24		1		18		7		4		3		15		3		2		30		12		16		2		4		2		16		3		7		9		1		6		2		3		1		20		3		-4		6		11		-2		-5		0		-1		-1		0		5		-21		-11		-10		0		-1		-1		-4		0		1		-15		0		-12		-5		-1		-2		-5		0		6.8		9.0		15.8		7		7		3		2.9		13.1		16.0		10		2		2		11.5		14.4		25.9		2		1		1

		17		NDC38		8		3		Lambeth		-1.4		0.1		-0.7		3.5		2.1		-0.4		3.2		27		16		23		8		11		22		17		9		7		25		15		17		23		30		15		26		4		6		26		23		6		4		13		7		5		17		8		-2		-1		-6		15		19		-7		9		5		1		1		8		-11		-19		-17		-8		-21		-13		-2		-1		7		-17		-4		2		-15		-12		-8		-1		-2.0		5.2		3.2		23		11		17		-0.1		-1.5		-1.6		18		26		26		2.2		9.8		12.1		13		4		5

		24		NDC09		9		5		Newcastle		4.0		7.0		1.6		-4.0		-4.0		0.5		5.1		4		4		10		32		33		16		13		9		8		3		2		9		38		36		23		15		11		11		1		2		3		33		33		23		8		11		7		-1		-2		-1		6		3		7		2		-2		-3		-2		0		-6		-5		-3		0		-7		0		4		-3		-2		-7		1		0		7		-5		-2		1		12.6		-7.6		5.1		1		33		13		16.2		-14.0		2.2		1		38		15		14.4		-6.9		7.5		1		32		8

		27		NDC02		10		1		Nottingham		-2.4		3.3		4.7		5.9		3.6		-0.2		14.8		32		10		3		3		8		20		4		17		8		28		7		5		10		33		14		9		12		6		30		11		16		24		34		19		23		9		10		-4		-3		2		7		25		-6		5		5		2		2		4		11		14		1		5		14		3		-4		-2		1		13		21		26		-1		19		8		-2		5.5		9.2		14.8		10		6		4		6.5		0.6		7.1		4		19		9		2.2		-3.9		-1.7		14		26		23

		28		NDC25		11		2		Oldham		-1.4		-4.7		-3.0		9.6		5.1		4.3		9.9		26		35		36		1		5		5		8		12		7		19		37		38		4		8		8		21		10		10		15		34		33		1		7		35		22		8		8		-7		2		2		3		3		3		13		2		-3		-4		-3		-5		-3		-1		27		1		2		2		-11		-1		-3		0		2		30		14		4		-1		-9.1		19.1		9.9		35		1		8		-10.7		10.7		0.0		39		3		21		-7.1		5.6		-1.5		34		12		22

		22		NDC17		12		5		Manchester		4.0		7.1		0.0		-0.7		-0.2		-6.4		3.8		3		3		18		22		21		39		16		14		10		31		12		36		27		28		38		36		5		15		36		6		29		38		38		30		38		7		17		28		9		18		5		7		-1		20		9		-5		5		-6		-7		11		10		-8		2		-2		-2		33		3		11		16		17		-9		22		7		-7		11.1		-7.4		3.8		4		32		16		-3.6		-9.8		-13.4		29		34		36		0.3		-16.3		-16.0		17		38		38

		19		NDC27		13		3		Lewisham		1.8		-0.5		2.2		-5.0		-2.8		2.3		-2.2		12		19		8		34		30		10		26		6		9		8		29		14		37		15		20		29		5		10		3		15		31		37		28		10		25		7		10		-4		10		6		3		-15		10		3		1		-1		-5		-14		17		0		13		-10		-4		-2		0		-9		-4		23		3		-2		0		-1		-1		-1		3.4		-5.5		-2.2		16		27		26		0.9		-4.8		-3.9		15		29		29		2.2		-4.8		-2.7		15		28		25

		39		NDC19		14		4		Wolverhampton		-1.7		0.7		-0.6		-2.9		2.6		2.3		0.3		30		15		21		30		9		11		24		6		8		38		20		24		32		29		19		35		3		9		34		8		9		22		30		20		19		7		8		8		5		3		2		20		8		11		3		-1		-4		-12		-15		-10		1		1		-16		-4		1		4		-7		-12		-8		21		9		-5		-1		0		-1.7		2.0		0.3		22		16		24		-6.3		-4.4		-10.8		35		28		35		4.4		-2.8		1.6		9		23		19

		16		NDC28		15		1		Knowsley		2.8		8.4		1.3		-2.4		4.8		-2.9		12.1		7		2		12		28		6		29		7		12		7		17		3		26		19		1		27		4		19		9		2		3		11		26		1		17		2		17		3		10		1		14		-9		-5		-2		-3		-7		-2		-15		0		-15		7		0		-10		-2		2		6		-5		1		-1		-2		-5		-12		-5		-5		4		12.6		-0.5		12.1		3		21		7		6.4		7.5		13.9		5		9		4		10.8		7.3		18.1		3		9		2

		23		NDC08		16		2		Middlesbrough		-2.6		1.7		-0.0		6.5		6.0		-2.0		9.5		35		12		19		2		1		27		9		13		5		36		11		19		7		3		24		8		12		5		28		12		32		14		3		22		13		14		4		1		-1		0		5		2		-3		-1		1		0		-8		1		13		7		0		-2		5		-2		1		-7		0		13		12		2		-5		4		-1		1		-1.0		10.5		9.5		20		4		9		-1.1		8.3		7.2		24		8		8		-0.2		6.3		6.1		21		11		13

		3		NDC13		17		4		Bradford		1.2		6.6		-1.4		-1.2		-4.4		-0.4		0.6		15		5		30		23		35		21		23		8		7		30		4		28		15		16		17		11		9		5		20		5		30		15		22		29		20		8		7		15		-1		-2		-8		-19		-4		-12		-1		2		-10		1		2		0		6		12		9		1		-2		5		0		0		-8		-13		8		-3		0		0		6.5		-5.9		0.6		8		30		23		2.3		3.2		5.5		12		13		11		2.5		-2.4		0.1		12		22		20

		35		NDC07		18		3		Southwark		-1.9		-0.5		-4.5		0.3		-2.5		0.4		-8.6		31		18		37		19		28		18		30		5		8		21		18		8		5		10		6		6		14		6		29		27		25		12		12		6		16		7		5		-10		0		-29		-14		-18		-12		-24		-9		2		8		9		17		7		2		0		10		7		1		-2		9		-12		-7		-16		-12		-14		-2		3		-6.9		-1.7		-8.6		33		24		30		2.4		8.6		11.1		11		7		6		-4.0		7.9		3.8		30		7		16

		7		NDC37		19		1		Coventry		4.8		4.1		-0.8		-2.3		-0.8		2.2		7.3		1		8		24		27		24		12		12		9		4		13		5		16		31		37		29		28		6		10		25		17		28		19		37		36		32		4		10		12		-3		-8		4		13		17		16		3		-6		12		12		12		-12		0		7		4		2		0		24		9		4		-8		13		24		20		5		-6		8.1		-0.9		7.3		5		22		12		6.8		-10.5		-3.6		3		36		28		-1.5		-8.9		-10.4		22		36		32

		6		NDC16		20		2		Bristol		-2.5		-4.6		5.0		5.8		1.6		-0.5		4.8		33		34		2		4		13		23		14		12		7		24		34		3		1		4		18		7		14		5		31		32		7		7		18		15		17		9		9		-9		0		1		-3		-9		-5		-7		-2		2		7		-2		4		6		14		-3		10		5		-4		-2		-2		5		3		5		-8		3		3		-2		-2.1		6.9		4.8		24		9		14		0.7		10.2		10.9		16		4		7		-1.6		5.4		3.8		24		13		17

		25		NDC06		21		3		Newham		-1.6		1.4		0.6		-5.2		1.0		-1.2		-5.0		29		14		16		36		16		26		27		6		9		12		13		15		36		21		25		25		9		7		22		13		8		36		23		26		26		9		7		-17		-1		-1		0		5		-1		-2		-3		2		10		0		-7		0		2		1		1		0		0		-7		-1		-8		0		7		0		-1		-3		2		0.4		-5.3		-5.0		18		26		27		3.3		-4.9		-1.6		9		30		25		4.9		-7.6		-2.8		8		34		26

		8		NDC36		22		2		Derby		1.5		-0.9		4.1		3.0		-3.6		0.4		4.5		13		22		5		9		32		17		15		15		9		15		21		18		6		27		28		20		9		9		16		29		19		13		16		14		18		10		5		2		-1		13		-3		-5		11		5		6		0		1		8		1		7		-11		-14		-2		-1		4		3		7		14		4		-16		-3		3		5		4		4.6		-0.2		4.5		11		20		15		-0.4		0.9		0.5		23		18		20		-2.0		5.4		3.4		25		14		18

		20		NDC01		23		1		Liverpool		-1.0		9.7		-2.7		0.3		2.0		-6.4		1.9		24		1		35		20		12		38		19		9		9		22		1		7		2		25		32		1		12		6		35		1		15		11		10		39		11		14		8		-2		0		-28		-18		13		-6		-18		-3		3		13		0		8		9		-15		7		10		-2		-2		11		0		-20		-9		-2		1		-8		-5		1		6.1		-4.1		1.9		9		25		19		15.3		2.0		17.3		2		17		1		7.8		-0.8		7.0		5		20		11

		30		NDC31		24		2		Rochdale		-0.3		-3.9		0.8		4.1		-0.2		2.0		2.5		20		31		14		7		20		13		18		13		10		27		24		20		18		9		10		14		9		7		19		21		18		9		11		12		7		6		6		7		-7		6		11		-11		-3		-4		4		3		-8		-3		-2		-9		2		2		-7		3		1		-1		-10		4		2		-9		-1		-11		7		4		-3.4		5.9		2.5		26		10		18		-2.7		5.1		2.4		28		10		14		0.1		7.6		7.8		19		8		7

		31		NDC23		25		2		Salford		1.0		-0.8		-0.9		2.5		2.1		-3.0		1.0		16		20		26		13		10		30		21		13		11		34		25		27		21		7		21		23		10		7		17		36		35		18		17		24		29		4		8		18		5		1		8		-3		-9		2		3		4		-17		11		8		-3		10		3		6		6		-1		1		16		9		5		7		-6		8		9		3		-0.7		1.7		1.0		19		17		21		-5.3		4.2		-1.1		34		11		23		-8.3		0.0		-8.3		36		18		29

		32		NDC15		26		4		Sandwell		3.3		2.1		-0.9		-6.3		-4.6		-1.1		-7.4		5		11		25		37		37		25		29		6		12		10		16		2		14		13		35		10		14		9		5		16		38		28		35		25		30		5		12		5		5		-23		-23		-24		10		-19		-8		3		-5		0		36		14		22		-10		20		9		-3		0		5		13		-9		-2		0		1		1		0		4.5		-12.0		-7.4		13		35		29		6.2		-0.1		6.1		6		22		10		-1.5		-7.2		-8.7		23		33		30

		9		NDC35		27		1		Doncaster		-1.1		3.6		4.4		-1.7		-1.5		-2.6		1.1		25		9		4		25		26		28		20		9		8		35		9		13		8		22		31		19		10		10		18		10		10		5		5		16		3		18		6		10		0		9		-17		-4		3		-1		-1		-2		-17		1		-3		-3		-17		-15		-16		-8		4		-7		1		6		-20		-21		-12		-17		-9		2		7.0		-5.8		1.1		6		29		20		1.2		0.4		1.6		13		21		19		5.2		9.3		14.5		7		6		3

		34		NDC21		28		2		Southampton		-0.2		-3.1		-2.4		-1.7		-0.3		6.6		-1.0		19		29		33		24		22		1		25		9		11		26		19		32		28		12		1		12		15		12		10		26		17		20		27		1		12		12		13		7		-10		-1		4		-10		0		-13		-6		-1		-16		7		-15		-8		15		0		0		3		-1		-9		-3		-16		-4		5		0		-13		-3		-2		-5.7		4.7		-1.0		30		14		25		-4.9		10.0		5.1		33		5		12		-0.1		6.5		6.5		20		10		12

		18		NDC10		29		2		Leicester		-1.5		-1.8		-0.7		2.5		0.9		1.4		0.8		28		26		22		12		18		14		22		11		9		23		28		6		11		6		2		3		14		2		8		25		14		3		6		13		4		11		2		-5		2		-16		-1		-12		-12		-19		-3		7		-15		-3		8		-8		0		11		1		3		0		-20		-1		-8		-9		-12		-1		-18		0		7		-4.0		4.8		0.8		27		13		22		0.9		13.7		14.6		14		1		3		2.1		10.9		13.0		16		3		4

		15		NDC14		30		5		Hull		2.1		4.3		-6.1		-4.9		-6.1		-3.2		-13.7		11		7		39		33		38		34		34		8		15		20		8		37		34		20		5		22		8		12		4		4		24		27		32		11		15		9		9		9		1		-2		1		-18		-29		-12		0		3		-16		-4		-13		-7		12		6		-7		-1		3		-7		-3		-15		-6		-6		-23		-19		-1		6		0.4		-14.1		-13.7		17		37		34		-0.3		-0.7		-1.1		21		23		22		6.1		-1.6		4.5		6		21		15

		4		NDC29		31		3		Brent		-4.8		-5.5		-1.3		-2.8		-2.4		-0.5		-17.4		38		36		28		29		27		24		36		5		16		33		36		1		20		19		7		18		13		10		12		30		4		17		14		9		10		9		7		-5		0		-27		-9		-8		-17		-18		-8		6		-21		-6		3		-3		-5		2		-8		4		3		-26		-6		-24		-12		-13		-15		-26		-4		9		-11.7		-5.7		-17.4		38		28		36		-1.1		2.8		1.7		25		14		18		2.7		4.3		7.0		10		15		10

		36		NDC20		32		5		Sunderland		-2.5		-0.2		-2.3		-3.6		-4.6		-0.2		-13.4		34		17		31		31		36		19		33		3		10		16		26		30		39		39		30		39		4		19		37		24		39		39		39		27		39		4		18		-18		9		-1		8		3		11		6		-1		-9		21		-2		9		0		0		-3		0		0		1		3		7		8		8		3		8		6		-1		-8		-5.0		-8.4		-13.4		28		34		33		-3.7		-21.2		-24.9		30		39		39		-8.0		-17.4		-25.5		35		39		39

		37		NDC05		33		3		Tower Hamlets		-2.7		-4.3		-1.3		3.0		-4.2		-4.8		-14.4		36		33		27		10		34		37		35		8		20		37		32		35		3		35		39		37		6		17		33		37		21		10		31		37		33		7		18		1		-1		8		-7		1		2		2		2		3		-4		5		-14		7		-4		-2		-4		-1		-1		-3		4		-6		0		-3		0		-2		1		2		-8.3		-6.1		-14.4		34		31		35		-8.7		-9.8		-18.5		37		35		37		-8.8		-4.0		-12.8		38		27		33

		21		NDC26		34		2		Luton		2.2		-6.5		-1.4		-1.9		1.1		1.2		-5.3		10		38		29		26		15		15		28		7		12		1		39		21		17		17		12		17		8		9		9		35		5		21		19		32		27		8		9		-9		1		-8		-9		2		-3		-11		-1		3		8		-4		-16		4		2		20		10		0		0		-1		-3		-24		-5		4		17		-1		-1		3		-5.7		0.4		-5.3		31		18		28		-1.6		3.5		1.9		27		12		17		0.1		-3.4		-3.2		18		25		27

		5		NDC11		35		2		Brighton		-0.8		-6.1		-2.3		2.3		1.1		-3.2		-9.1		23		37		32		15		14		33		31		5		14		5		35		34		22		26		34		33		5		11		11		28		34		16		24		21		28		6		9		-18		-2		2		7		12		1		2		0		3		6		-7		0		-6		-2		-13		-5		-1		2		-12		-9		2		1		10		-12		-3		-1		5		-9.3		0.2		-9.1		36		19		31		-4.6		-4.2		-8.8		32		27		33		-3.6		-0.7		-4.3		28		19		28

		13		NDC32		36		2		Hartlepool		0.2		-3.9		-5.9		2.3		-0.7		-3.0		-11.0		18		32		38		14		23		31		32		4		11		18		31		39		12		32		26		34		4		11		38		22		26		2		4		4		9		14		9		0		-1		1		-2		9		-5		2		0		0		20		-9		-13		-10		-28		-22		-25		-10		2		20		-10		-12		-12		-19		-27		-23		-10		2		-9.7		-1.4		-11.0		37		23		32		-8.3		-1.1		-9.4		36		25		34		-6.6		14.1		7.5		33		2		9

		11		NDC34		37		3		Fulham		-7.8		-7.2		1.7		-7.5		-2.7		-4.7		-28.2		39		39		9		38		29		36		39		2		19		39		22		31		30		34		36		38		5		15		39		20		23		31		8		38		37		7		17		0		-17		22		-8		5		0		-1		-3		4		0		-2		-8		1		-26		2		-1		-2		-2		0		-19		14		-7		-21		2		-2		-5		2		-13.3		-15.0		-28.2		39		39		39		-10.3		-11.4		-21.7		38		37		38		-9.7		-5.6		-15.3		39		29		37

		26		NDC03		38		2		Norwich		0.2		-2.9		-2.5		-7.8		-3.1		-3.3		-19.2		17		28		34		39		31		35		37		1		14		7		17		29		35		31		22		31		3		10		27		18		36		25		36		33		34		4		15		-10		-11		-5		-4		0		-13		-6		-2		4		20		1		7		-10		5		11		3		-1		-5		10		-10		2		-14		5		-2		-3		-3		-1		-5.1		-14.1		-19.2		29		36		37		0.0		-7.0		-7.0		17		33		31		-3.7		-9.2		-12.9		29		37		34

		2		NDC12		39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		-3.2		-3.8		0.7		-5.1		-6.7		-3.1		-21.2		37		30		15		35		39		32		38		1		18		29		33		4		33		24		33		30		5		13		21		33		22		29		26		34		35		4		13		-8		3		-11		-2		-15		1		-8		-4		5		-8		0		18		-4		2		1		5		1		0		-16		3		7		-6		-13		2		-3		-3		5		-6.2		-14.9		-21.2		32		38		38		-0.2		-6.4		-6.6		19		31		30		-4.6		-8.6		-13.2		31		35		35

						Ave rank				WARNING FORMULAS BELOW ONLY VALID IF ABOVE LIST IS SORTED BY TYPOLOGY THEN CIRC POSITION

						3.0		1		1 – Entrenched disadvantage		1.0		0.9		1.5		2.8		3.6		4.0		13.9		15		18		13		12		9		6		5		14		4		14		16		23		20		14		15		17		10		8		18		22		22		28		18		12		20		9		9		-0		-2		10		8		5		8		12		4		-4		3		6		-1		8		4		-2		3		1		-1		3		4		9		16		9		6		15		5		-5		3.4		10.4		13.9		15		7		5		0.7		2.8		3.4		18		16		17		-1.0		0.8		-0.3		22		18		20

						12.5		2		2 – Stable and homogenous		1.0		2.1		0.4		0.6		0.9		0.7		5.7		17		14		18		19		17		17		15		10		7		20		17		19		21		20		19		19		9		8		20		15		18		20		21		21		18		10		8		3		2		1		2		3		2		4		1		-2		0		-1		-0		-1		0		2		-1		-1		0		4		1		0		1		3		4		4		-0		-1		3.6		2.2		5.7		14		18		15		1.5		0.0		1.5		17		20		19		2.5		-0.1		2.4		16		20		18

						24.5		3		3 – London		-0.2		0.2		0.7		0.3		-0.2		-0.4		0.3		21		20		18		19		21		22		21		10		10		23		19		14		15		15		20		13		12		7		18		21		18		15		17		19		16		10		8		2		-1		-4		-4		-6		-1		-8		-1		2		-5		2		4		1		2		-2		2		2		-0		-3		1		-0		-4		-4		-3		-5		1		2		0.7		-0.3		0.3		18		20		21		1.4		4.1		5.6		18		14		13		0.7		3.0		3.6		18		16		16

						31.5		4		4 – Diverse and relatively thriving		-2.0		-1.4		-2.7		-2.1		-4.3		-2.2		-14.7		30		23		31		26		34		29		35		6		15		27		26		26		24		28		20		29		8		15		22		24		22		23		29		21		24		7		13		-3		2		-6		-2		-6		-8		-6		-2		1		-5		-2		-4		-1		1		1		-5		1		2		-8		1		-9		-3		-5		-8		-10		-1		2		-6.1		-8.6		-14.7		29		33		35		-3.5		-7.2		-10.7		28		28		29		-2.0		-4.7		-6.7		22		26		24

						36.5		5		5 – Disadvantaged and socialised		-1.5		-5.1		-1.6		-3.0		-1.8		-2.7		-15.7		24		34		26		28		25		30		34		3		15		17		30		26		25		27		27		31		5		12		24		26		24		21		20		27		28		7		12		-8		-5		0		-3		2		-3		-4		-2		3		8		-4		-2		-4		-8		-0		-2		-2		-1		0		-8		-2		-7		-6		-3		-6		-4		3		-8.2		-7.5		-15.7		34		29		34		-4.2		-4.4		-8.6		28		28		31		-4.7		-2.2		-6.9		30		25		28

																																																																																																																																2002-2008 vs 2002-2006						0.69		0.58		0.54

																																																																																																																																2002-2008 vs 2002-2004						0.66		0.50		0.42
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												BEGINNING AND END  POSITION ON RAW INDICATORS - ALL DATA AND INDICATORS USED FOR ALL TIME POINTS UPDATED IN MAY 2009 ANALYSIS																																																																																										RANK OF BEGINNING AND END  POSITION ON RAW INDICATORS - ALL DATA AND INDICATORS USED FOR ALL TIME POINTS UPDATED IN MAY 2009 ANALYSIS

																																																																																								0

																																																																																								1

												SCORES BEGINNING														SCORES END														RANKS BEGINNING														RANKS END																																																SCORES BEGINNING														SCORES END

						RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008																																																														SUMMARY CHANGE IN RANKS																						No of indicators in top ten or bottom ten rankings

																																																																				Beginning versus end position

																																																																																										BEGINNING				END				CHANGE																																		beginning												end

		Original order		NDC ID				CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		DOWN		SAME		UP		TOT		DOWN		SAME		UP		TOT		Overall rank beginning		Overall rank end		Change in overall ranks		TOP 10		BOT 10		TOP 10		BOT 10		TOP 10		BOT 10		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores				people		place		tot		people		place		tot		people		place		tot		people		place		tot

		20		NDC01		23		1		Liverpool		1.0		-9.3		-2.5		-6.5		-6.3		1.3		-22.3		0.5		-5.3		-4.0		-6.7		-5.4		-6.3		-27.2		105		214		147		192		202		114		974		124		186		150		207		175		181		1023		19		3		14		36		53%		8%		39%		100%		35		38		-3		2		16		2		18		0		2		18		38		33		36		38		14		35		19		33		34		37		37		37		38				-10.8		-11.5		-22.3		33		35		35		-8.9		-18.3		-27.2		32		37		38

		27		NDC02		10		1		Nottingham		0.3		-4.4		0.8		-11.7		-3.5		-5.7		-24.1		-1.7		-4.2		4.0		-5.7		-1.2		-6.1		-14.8		117		170		112		228		148		174		949		136		159		79		195		135		182		886		12		3		21		36		33%		8%		58%		100%		36		32		4		6		19		7		16		1		-3		19		32		13		39		36		37		36		30		30		7		36		25		36		32				-3.2		-20.9		-24.1		25		38		36		-1.9		-13.0		-14.8		22		35		32

		7		NDC37		19		1		Coventry		-9.2		-8.8		-4.6		-2.0		-1.0		0.1		-25.5		-4.6		-8.4		-5.7		-4.8		-2.0		1.2		-24.3		215		203		177		143		137		121		996		175		209		182		180		153		111		1010		17		1		18		36		47%		3%		50%		100%		37		36		1		3		19		2		20		-1		1		39		37		36		29		25		23		37		37		38		37		33		28		14		36				-22.6		-2.9		-25.5		38		29		37		-18.7		-5.6		-24.3		38		31		36

		9		NDC35		27		1		Doncaster		-3.0		-3.8		-6.8		-6.9		-2.2		-5.0		-27.6		-4.5		-2.4		-2.3		-9.2		-3.7		-7.1		-29.2		160		172		193		197		153		180		1055		180		159		149		186		174		200		1048		19		2		15		36		53%		6%		42%		100%		38		39		-1		0		17		2		21		2		4		30		29		38		37		30		36		38		36		26		28		39		35		38		39				-13.6		-14.0		-27.6		36		36		38		-9.2		-20.0		-29.2		33		38		39

		16		NDC28		15		1		Knowsley		-5.6		-12.4		-9.4		2.6		-5.6		1.6		-28.8		-2.8		-9.5		-8.2		-0.4		-2.2		-1.9		-25.1		189		226		208		92		184		94		993		164		216		204		122		151		147		1004		16		4		16		36		44%		11%		44%		100%		39		37		2		5		20		4		24		-1		4		37		39		39		12		37		12		39		32		39		39		24		29		32		37				-27.4		-1.4		-28.8		39		25		39		-20.6		-4.6		-25.1		39		28		37

		34		NDC21		28		2		Southampton		2.1		7.5		6.1		1.8		4.9		-6.2		16.2		2.1		7.5		4.7		0.3		4.7		1.1		20.3		93		24		51		99		57		205		529		96		36		52		116		60		107		467		17		4		15		36		47%		11%		42%		100%		4		3		1		16		8		18		2		2		-6		14		1		4		16		5		38		4		11		2		4		21		4		16		3				15.8		0.5		16.2		3		21		4		14.2		6.1		20.3		3		9		3

		30		NDC31		24		2		Rochdale		2.9		4.0		1.0		-1.7		2.4		0.5		9.0		3.1		2.6		1.1		2.9		2.6		2.6		15.0		79		78		101		135		89		103		585		100		96		120		90		84		88		578		20		0		16		36		56%		0%		44%		100%		8		8		0		14		8		14		6		0		-2		9		10		12		27		10		16		8		6		15		16		12		11		10		8				7.9		1.1		9.0		9		18		8		6.8		8.2		15.0		13		7		8

		5		NDC11		35		2		Brighton		-3.8		3.5		1.9		1.2		2.1		1.7		6.7		-4.7		0.2		-1.0		3.3		3.3		-1.8		-0.7		168		78		93		112		96		100		647		173		127		137		74		84		142		737		23		1		12		36		64%		3%		33%		100%		12		22		-10		9		6		8		8		-1		2		32		13		10		18		11		10		12		38		21		23		8		8		30		22				1.7		5.0		6.7		21		11		12		-5.5		4.8		-0.7		27		11		22

		8		NDC36		22		2		Derby		0.1		4.6		-0.8		-1.8		3.6		0.3		6.0		1.4		5.4		2.7		0.9		1.4		0.7		12.4		124		63		134		152		77		118		668		91		47		83		107		102		109		539		13		4		19		36		36%		11%		53%		100%		13		10		3		9		4		13		5		4		1		21		7		24		28		6		21		13		16		4		12		19		15		17		10				3.9		2.1		6.0		15		15		13		9.4		3.0		12.4		7		16		10

		31		NDC23		25		2		Salford		2.5		4.2		0.3		-1.1		-1.3		0.3		4.8		3.6		5.2		1.0		1.0		1.3		-1.3		10.8		88		78		111		142		128		117		664		82		55		108		100		109		132		586		14		2		20		36		39%		6%		56%		100%		15		11		4		12		8		11		5		-1		-3		12		8		17		25		27		22		15		4		5		17		18		16		25		11				7.0		-2.2		4.8		11		27		15		9.9		0.9		10.8		6		23		11

		38		NDC18		7		2		Walsall		-0.5		2.2		-1.6		2.8		1.5		-1.2		3.2		1.8		2.3		3.4		3.2		5.6		3.8		20.1		132		103		147		86		104		131		703		100		102		79		76		48		70		475		8		2		26		36		22%		6%		72%		100%		17		4		13		8		10		13		1		5		-9		23		18		30		10		13		29		17		12		17		10		9		3		4		4				0.1		3.1		3.2		23		14		17		7.5		12.6		20.1		11		3		4

		6		NDC16		20		2		Bristol		2.3		6.3		-0.8		-4.7		-2.3		1.6		2.4		0.1		5.0		3.4		1.0		-0.9		1.6		10.2		94		41		128		184		151		103		701		112		65		74		113		133		102		599		15		2		19		36		42%		6%		53%		100%		20		12		8		10		9		11		2		1		-7		13		5		23		34		32		11		20		24		6		9		17		23		11		12				7.8		-5.4		2.4		10		32		20		8.5		1.7		10.2		8		21		12

		26		NDC03		38		2		Norwich		-4.4		3.7		0.8		3.1		-0.9		-0.3		1.9		-4.4		2.8		-2.2		-4.9		-3.8		-2.8		-15.3		178		75		108		79		137		114		691		180		92		141		177		173		154		917		30		0		6		36		83%		0%		17%		100%		21		33		-12		11		7		1		12		-10		5		34		11		14		7		24		26		21		35		14		27		34		36		33		33				0.1		1.8		1.9		22		16		21		-3.8		-11.5		-15.3		24		34		33

		23		NDC08		16		2		Middlesbrough		3.7		-1.3		-0.1		-2.8		-0.5		1.5		0.5		1.4		-0.4		0.1		3.5		4.5		-1.0		8.1		83		142		120		154		123		92		714		105		126		124		77		58		130		620		12		1		23		36		33%		3%		64%		100%		22		14		8		5		4		13		5		8		1		7		24		19		30		21		13		22		15		23		20		7		5		23		14				2.3		-1.8		0.5		17		26		22		1.1		7.0		8.1		19		8		14

		21		NDC26		34		2		Luton		-2.8		6.6		2.6		-5.2		-1.5		-1.8		-2.2		0.2		3.6		0.8		-7.4		-0.5		0.3		-3.0		146		32		88		188		140		147		741		118		74		107		201		134		120		754		20		2		14		36		56%		6%		39%		100%		23		23		0		9		11		6		9		-3		-2		29		4		9		35		28		31		23		23		11		18		38		20		20		23				6.3		-8.5		-2.2		13		34		23		4.6		-7.6		-3.0		16		33		23

		13		NDC32		36		2		Hartlepool		2.9		-3.3		-0.6		-3.9		-0.7		2.0		-3.6		3.4		-7.1		-4.8		-1.5		-1.7		-1.4		-13.1		76		169		128		167		132		102		774		83		201		171		147		134		132		868		23		3		10		36		64%		8%		28%		100%		25		30		-5		7		8		4		14		-3		6		10		28		22		32		22		8		25		5		36		36		27		27		26		30				-1.0		-2.6		-3.6		24		28		25		-8.5		-4.7		-13.1		31		29		30

		2		NDC12		39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		2.1		-2.0		-4.3		0.1		-0.2		0.4		-4.0		-1.3		-5.5		-3.1		-5.3		-6.0		-1.7		-22.9		97		158		151		125		124		110		765		135		187		156		189		202		139		1008		26		2		8		36		72%		6%		22%		100%		27		35		-8		4		8		2		20		-2		12		15		26		35		22		19		17		27		27		35		31		35		38		28		35				-4.2		0.2		-4.0		26		23		27		-9.8		-13.0		-22.9		34		36		35

		18		NDC10		29		2		Leicester		-6.0		1.2		-2.4		-3.0		2.6		-2.5		-10.1		-8.8		0.2		-3.1		-0.3		3.2		0.2		-8.6		188		115		145		143		82		155		828		200		126		169		126		84		115		820		19		1		16		36		53%		3%		44%		100%		33		28		5		7		15		5		12		-2		-3		38		21		32		31		9		33		33		39		22		32		23		9		22		28				-7.2		-2.9		-10.1		29		30		33		-11.7		3.1		-8.6		35		14		28

		28		NDC25		11		2		Oldham		0.0		4.1		-1.0		-6.9		-2.9		-4.6		-11.3		-1.8		1.9		-3.7		2.7		1.9		0.6		1.6		117		65		131		198		155		165		831		151		108		170		87		92		117		725		18		2		16		36		50%		6%		44%		100%		34		20		14		6		11		7		6		1		-5		22		9		25		38		35		35		34		31		18		33		13		13		18		20				3.1		-14.4		-11.3		16		37		34		-3.6		5.2		1.6		23		10		20

		11		NDC34		37		3		Fulham		9.5		7.1		6.6		10.3		1.8		3.1		38.4		2.3		3.6		7.4		3.6		-0.5		-1.2		15.1		23		30		51		12		108		76		300		92		76		46		68		134		126		542		28		1		7		36		78%		3%		19%		100%		1		7		-6		28		2		13		2		-15		0		1		2		2		1		12		6		1		10		12		1		6		21		24		7				23.2		15.2		38.4		1		2		1		13.2		1.9		15.1		4		20		7

		14		NDC30		4		3		Islington		3.5		3.6		5.7		5.7		1.3		0.4		20.2		3.8		3.7		5.7		7.0		6.9		4.7		31.7		69		72		47		53		117		115		473		69		72		53		41		45		67		347		13		3		20		36		36%		8%		56%		100%		2		1		1		19		3		23		1		4		-2		8		12		5		3		15		19		2		2		10		2		2		1		3		1				12.8		7.4		20.2		5		7		2		13.2		18.6		31.7		5		1		1

		19		NDC27		13		3		Lewisham		2.8		5.2		3.5		6.4		-0.1		-1.0		16.9		5.3		6.4		4.5		1.9		-3.0		0.6		15.7		82		51		78		34		128		134		507		62		29		70		101		168		119		549		16		3		17		36		44%		8%		47%		100%		3		6		-3		16		4		19		4		3		0		11		6		7		2		18		28		3		1		3		5		15		33		19		6				11.5		5.3		16.9		6		10		3		16.2		-0.5		15.7		2		25		6

		17		NDC38		8		3		Lambeth		4.6		6.9		6.3		0.4		-2.4		-1.7		14.1		3.7		9.0		4.7		4.4		-0.6		-1.8		19.4		63		36		54		114		138		145		550		78		24		63		68		142		142		517		14		4		18		36		39%		11%		50%		100%		5		5		0		14		8		19		7		5		-1		3		3		3		20		33		30		5		3		1		3		4		22		31		5				17.8		-3.7		14.1		2		31		5		17.5		2.0		19.4		1		19		5

		4		NDC29		31		3		Brent		4.9		0.2		3.0		4.4		-0.8		-2.4		9.3		0.5		-3.9		1.8		1.8		-3.7		-2.9		-6.4		67		125		95		64		117		140		608		115		173		104		109		154		148		803		25		1		10		36		69%		3%		28%		100%		7		27		-20		14		6		7		9		-7		3		2		22		8		5		23		32		7		18		28		14		16		34		34		27				8.2		1.2		9.3		7		17		7		-1.6		-4.8		-6.4		21		30		27

		37		NDC05		33		3		Tower Hamlets		3.8		-0.3		-1.4		2.6		0.5		2.9		8.1		0.4		-3.9		-2.0		5.3		-2.7		-2.9		-5.9		84		126		120		88		121		83		622		108		151		155		51		143		167		775		21		3		12		36		58%		8%		33%		100%		9		25		-16		14		6		11		13		-3		7		4		23		28		11		17		7		9		21		29		26		3		32		35		25				2.1		6.0		8.1		18		8		9		-5.6		-0.3		-5.9		28		24		25

		25		NDC06		21		3		Newham		3.8		3.0		-0.1		2.4		-2.0		0.1		7.2		2.7		4.9		0.0		-2.6		-2.4		-1.6		1.0		83		84		124		95		150		116		652		79		57		116		157		151		134		694		16		1		19		36		44%		3%		53%		100%		10		21		-11		10		7		11		8		1		1		5		15		20		14		29		24		10		8		7		21		29		30		27		21				6.7		0.5		7.2		12		20		10		7.6		-6.6		1.0		10		32		21

		12		NDC33		5		3		Haringey		1.8		2.5		3.7		1.7		-2.2		-0.2		7.2		1.3		2.4		3.7		7.1		3.5		3.2		21.2		95		88		83		101		148		131		646		102		100		75		39		95		89		500		14		1		21		36		39%		3%		58%		100%		11		2		9		9		7		14		4		5		-3		16		16		6		17		31		25		11		17		16		8		1		7		9		2				7.9		-0.7		7.2		8		24		11		7.5		13.8		21.2		12		2		2

		10		NDC04		2		3		Hackney		0.3		1.5		-0.0		-0.7		-2.6		-4.0		-5.6		3.1		1.1		2.1		4.2		2.7		1.4		14.6		121		108		126		128		148		176		807		71		109		94		67		87		110		538		9		1		26		36		25%		3%		72%		100%		28		9		19		2		7		15		3		13		-4		20		20		18		23		34		34		28		7		19		13		5		10		13		9				1.7		-7.3		-5.6		20		33		28		6.4		8.3		14.6		14		6		9

		35		NDC07		18		3		Southwark		3.7		3.5		7.4		-3.9		-11.2		-6.8		-7.4		1.6		4.0		2.9		-3.8		-13.6		-7.3		-16.2		70		81		45		152		207		184		739		96		81		90		142		211		197		817		15		7		14		36		42%		19%		39%		100%		31		34		-3		10		11		8		15		-2		4		6		14		1		33		39		39		31		14		9		11		32		39		39		34				14.6		-21.9		-7.4		4		39		31		8.5		-24.7		-16.2		9		39		34

		32		NDC15		26		4		Sandwell		-1.0		2.4		0.6		2.5		2.8		4.7		12.1		1.6		4.9		-0.5		-3.0		-1.4		3.5		5.2		135		95		115		90		79		53		567		116		59		116		163		131		73		658		22		1		13		36		61%		3%		36%		100%		6		17		-11		14		4		9		7		-5		3		24		17		15		13		8		2		6		13		8		22		30		26		7		17				2.0		10.0		12.1		19		5		6		6.0		-0.9		5.2		15		26		17

		39		NDC19		14		4		Wolverhampton		1.6		1.9		1.2		-1.0		-0.5		1.8		5.0		0.3		2.9		0.6		-3.5		1.6		3.3		5.2		99		105		112		141		129		111		697		108		76		111		165		99		80		639		14		0		22		36		39%		0%		61%		100%		14		16		-2		5		5		9		5		4		0		17		19		11		24		20		9		14		22		13		19		31		14		8		16				4.7		0.3		5.0		14		22		14		3.9		1.3		5.2		17		22		16

		3		NDC13		17		4		Bradford		-2.2		-4.3		-1.8		-1.3		1.5		4.1		-3.9		-1.0		-0.9		-2.8		-2.4		-2.7		3.6		-6.3		149		176		152		144		108		75		804		126		139		168		159		157		74		823		19		1		16		36		53%		3%		44%		100%		26		26		0		5		10		5		11		0		1		27		31		31		26		14		4		26		26		24		29		28		31		6		26				-8.2		4.3		-3.9		30		12		26		-4.8		-1.5		-6.3		26		27		26

		1		NDC39		1		4		Birmingham - Aston		-3.3		-3.2		-0.4		2.3		-1.2		-0.4		-6.2		-1.4		0.2		4.4		2.5		-1.0		1.6		6.3		161		167		129		96		143		138		834		138		115		59		83		140		113		648		12		0		24		36		33%		0%		67%		100%		30		15		15		5		10		12		7		7		-3		31		27		21		15		26		27		30		29		20		6		14		24		12		15				-6.9		0.7		-6.2		28		19		30		3.2		3.1		6.3		18		15		15

		36		NDC20		32		5		Sunderland		-1.2		-6.2		-1.0		2.9		5.2		3.9		3.6		-4.3		-8.0		-3.0		-0.9		0.8		3.6		-11.8		136		198		131		81		51		74		671		163		208		157		132		109		86		855		25		2		9		36		69%		6%		25%		100%		16		29		-13		8		7		4		15		-4		8		25		34		26		8		4		5		16		34		37		30		26		19		5		29				-8.4		12.0		3.6		32		3		16		-15.3		3.5		-11.8		36		13		29

		15		NDC14		30		5		Hull		-4.9		-7.1		-1.1		4.9		5.9		5.0		2.8		-4.0		-5.4		-6.9		0.6		1.0		1.1		-13.5		159		200		132		70		57		78		696		170		179		192		120		108		102		871		25		1		10		36		69%		3%		28%		100%		18		31		-13		13		10		3		12		-10		2		36		35		27		4		1		1		18		33		34		38		20		18		15		31				-13.1		15.9		2.8		35		1		18		-16.3		2.8		-13.5		37		17		31

		22		NDC17		12		5		Manchester		-1.4		-5.5		-1.4		0.6		5.8		4.5		2.6		2.6		-1.9		-1.2		-0.2		5.8		-1.7		3.4		135		189		138		115		61		66		704		87		143		134		129		46		141		680		15		1		20		36		42%		3%		56%		100%		19		19		0		10		11		7		7		-3		-4		26		33		29		19		2		3		19		9		25		24		22		2		29		19				-8.3		10.9		2.6		31		4		19		-0.5		3.9		3.4		20		12		19

		33		NDC22		3		5		Sheffield		-2.6		-3.9		0.4		0.2		3.3		0.4		-2.3		-1.4		-4.2		1.5		3.0		4.4		5.0		8.3		153		177		115		117		69		115		746		135		173		99		91		59		66		623		9		5		22		36		25%		14%		61%		100%		24		13		11		7		10		12		4		5		-6		28		30		16		21		7		20		24		28		31		15		11		6		2		13				-6.2		3.9		-2.3		27		13		24		-4.1		12.4		8.3		25		4		13

		29		NDC24		6		5		Plymouth		-3.8		-1.9		-5.8		2.9		1.2		1.3		-6.2		0.4		-3.3		-4.4		3.1		1.1		7.1		4.2		167		154		193		87		117		112		830		115		160		176		95		120		47		713		13		1		22		36		36%		3%		61%		100%		29		18		11		7		11		10		7		3		-4		33		25		37		9		16		15		29		20		27		35		10		17		1		18				-11.6		5.4		-6.2		34		9		29		-7.2		11.4		4.2		29		5		18

		24		NDC09		9		5		Newcastle		-4.8		-8.0		-3.8		3.2		5.7		0.4		-7.4		-0.7		-5.3		-1.7		-0.8		2.6		0.3		-5.5		173		207		167		82		65		113		807		137		185		147		130		96		121		816		14		1		21		36		39%		3%		58%		100%		32		24		8		8		13		6		13		-2		0		35		36		34		6		3		18		32		25		32		25		25		12		21		24				-16.7		9.3		-7.4		37		6		32		-7.7		2.2		-5.5		30		18		24

																																																																																																								2		-1		30		35		-4																						2.7						16.9

										Min		-9.2		-12.4		-9.4		-11.7		-11.2		-6.8		-28.8		-8.8		-9.5		-8.2		-9.2		-13.6		-7.3		-29.2		23		24		45		12		51		53		300		62		24		46		39		45		47		347		8		0		6		36		22%		0%		17%		100%						min		0		2		1		1		-15		-9																																		0

										Max		9.5		7.5		7.4		10.3		5.9		5.0		38.4		5.3		9.0		7.4		7.1		6.9		7.1		31.7		215		226		208		228		207		205		1055		200		216		204		207		211		200		1048		30		7		26		36		83%		19%		72%		100%						max		28		20		23		24		13		12

										Average		-0		-0		0		0		-0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		120		120		120		120		120		120		720		120		120		120		120		120		120		720		17		2		17		36		48%		5%		46%		100%						ave		9		9		9		9		-0		0

										Potentail min																														6		6		6		6		6		6		36		36		36		36		36		36		36		36

										Potential max																														234		234		234		234		234		234		1404		1404		1404		1404		1404		1404		1404		1404

						Ave rank				WARNING FORMULAS BELOW ONLY VALID IF ABOVE LIST IS SORTED BY TYPOLOGY THEN CIRC POSITION

						18.8		1		1 – Entrenched disadvantage		-3.3		-7.8		-4.5		-4.9		-3.7		-1.5		-25.7		-2.6		-6.0		-3.2		-5.4		-2.9		-4.0		-24.1		157		197		167		170		165		137		993		156		186		153		178		158		164		994		17		3		17		36		46%		7%		47%		100%		37		36		1		3		18		3		20		0		2		29		35		32		31		33		24		37		31		33		29		34		31		31		36				-16		-10		-26		34		33		37		-12		-12		-24		33		34		36

						26.0		2		2 – Stable and homogenous		0.1		3.0		0.1		-1.6		0.5		-0.6		1.4		-0.3		1.7		-0.0		-0.0		1.1		0.1		2.5		119		87		117		140		114		126		703		123		103		121		120		107		118		692		18		2		16		36		51%		5%		44%		100%		20		18		2		9		8		9		8		-0		-1		20		13		20		25		19		22		20		20		16		21		20		16		20		18				3		-2		1		17		24		20		1		1		2		18		18		18

						17.2		3		3 – London		3.9		3.3		3.5		2.9		-1.8		-1.0		10.9		2.5		2.7		3.1		2.9		-1.3		-0.8		9.0		76		80		82		84		138		130		590		87		87		87		84		133		130		608		17		3		16		36		48%		7%		46%		100%		11		14		-3		14		6		14		7		0		1		8		13		10		13		25		24		11		10		13		10		11		23		23		14				11		0		11		8		19		11		8		1		9		11		20		14

						14.5		4		4 – Diverse and relatively thriving		-1.2		-0.8		-0.1		0.6		0.7		2.6		1.8		-0.1		1.8		0.4		-1.6		-0.9		3.0		2.6		136		136		127		118		115		94		726		122		97		114		143		132		85		692		17		1		19		36		47%		1%		52%		100%		19		19		1		7		7		9		8		2		0		25		24		20		20		17		11		19		23		16		19		26		24		8		19				-2		4		2		23		15		19		2		1		3		19		23		19

						15.3		5		5 – Disadvantaged and socialised		-3.1		-5.4		-2.1		2.5		4.5		2.6		-1.1		-1.2		-4.7		-2.6		0.8		2.6		2.6		-2.5		154		188		146		92		70		93		742		135		175		151		116		90		94		760		17		2		17		36		47%		5%		48%		100%		23		22		1		9		10		7		10		-2		-1		31		32		28		11		6		10		23		25		31		28		19		12		12		22				-11		10		-1		33		6		23		-9		6		-2		30		12		22
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Comparator areas

		How the NDC clusters compare to pooled compartor clusters
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										SDRC- secondary and admin data																																										MORI Household Survey data																														SDRC- secondary and admin data																																												MORI Household Survey data

										Education Indicators																																																																								Worklessness and Finance																																																																																				Health																																																												Crime																																																												Housing and Physical environment																																																												Community

		SDRC NDC ID		Comparator Cluster		Local Authority		NDC Short Name		Key Stage 2 2002 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key Stage 2 2003 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key Stage 2 2004 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key Stage 2 2005 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key Stage 2 2006 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key Stage 2 2007 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		CHANGE		Key Stage 3 2002 - KS3 English % reaching level 5		Key Stage 3 2003 - KS3 English % reaching level 5		Key Stage 3 2004 - KS3 English % reaching level 5		Key Stage 3 2005 - KS3 English % reaching level 5		Key Stage 3 2006 - KS3 English % reaching level 5		Key Stage 3 2007 - KS3 English % reaching level 5		CHANGE		Key Stage 4 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2003 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2004 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2005 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2006 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2007 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		CHANGE		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2004		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2006		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2008		CHANGE		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2004		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2006		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2008		CHANGE		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2004		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2006		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2008		CHANGE		% unemployed WPLS  - 1999		% unemployed WPLS  - 2000		% unemployed WPLS  - 2001		% unemployed WPLS  - 2002		% unemployed WPLS  - 2003		% unemployed WPLS  - 2004		% unemployed WPLS  - 2005		% unemployed WPLS  - 2006		% unemployed WPLS  - 2007		% unemployed WPLS  - 2008		CHANGE		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 1999		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2000		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2001		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2002		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2003		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2004		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2005		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2006		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2007		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2008		CHANGE		Employment rate Working age 2002		Employment rate Working age 2004		Employment rate Working age 2006		Employment rate Working age 2008		CHANGE		% of households with income less than £200 per week 2002		% of households with income less than £200 per week 2004		% of households with income less than £200 per week 2006		% of households with income less than £200 per week 2008		CHANGE		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence) 2002		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2004		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2006		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2008		CHANGE		Workless households (all of working age) 2002		Workless households (all of working age) 2004		Workless households (all of working age) 2006		Workless households (all of working age) 2008		CHANGE		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2002		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2004		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2006		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2008		CHANGE		% residents who smoke 2002		% residents who smoke 2004		% residents who smoke 2006		% residents who smoke 2008		CHANGE		% residents feel own health not good 2002		% residents feel own health not good 2004		% residents feel own health not good 2006		% residents feel own health not good 2008		CHANGE		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2004		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2006		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2008		CHANGE		Heath is worse than a year ago 2002		Heath is worse than a year ago 2004		Heath is worse than a year ago 2006		Heath is worse than a year ago 2008		CHANGE		Satisfied with doctor 2002		Satisfied with doctor 2004		Satisfied with doctor 2006		Satisfied with doctor 2008		CHANGE		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2002		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2004		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2006		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2008		CHANGE		Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2004		Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2006		Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		CHANGE		Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2004		Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2006		Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		CHANGE		Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2004		Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2006		Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		CHANGE		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2004		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2006		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2008		CHANGE		Fear of crime index 2002		Fear of crime index 2004		Fear of crime index 2006		Fear of crime index 2008		CHANGE		% trapped (want to move but don't think they will) 2002		% trapped (want to move but don't think they will) 2004		% trapped (want to move but don't think they will) 2006		% trapped (want to move but don't think they will) 2008		CHANGE		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2002		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2004		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2006		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2008		CHANGE		% want to move 2002		% want to move 2004		% want to move 2006		% want to move 2008		CHANGE		% satisfied with accommodation 2002		% satisfied with accommodation 2004		% satisfied with accommodation 2006		% satisfied with accommodation 2008		CHANGE		area improved over past 2 years 2002		area improved over past 2 years 2004		area improved over past 2 years 2006		area improved over past 2 years 2008		CHANGE		Problems with local Environment Index 2002		Problems with local Environment Index 2004		Problems with local Environment Index 2006		Problems with local Environment Index 2008		CHANGE		% feel part of the community 2002		% feel part of the community 2004		% feel part of the community 2006		% feel part of the community 2008		CHANGE		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2002		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2004		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2006		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2008		CHANGE		% think NDC has improved the area 2002		% think NDC has improved the area 2004		% think NDC has improved the area 2006		% think NDC has improved the area 2008		CHANGE		% quality of life good 2002		% quality of life good 2004		% quality of life good 2006		% quality of life good 2008		CHANGE		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2004		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2006		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2008		CHANGE		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2004		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2006		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2008		CHANGE

								comparator cluster 1		58.5		56.9		62.3		60.3		61.1		67.0		8.5		44.0		45.1		47.5		47.0		50.6		53.7		9.6		21.9		30.7		26.7		28.3		33.3		34.8		12.9		39.4		33.4		29.8		28.5		-10.9		23.9		23.5		25.9		20.5		-3.4		35.2		26.8		27.2		28.7		-6.5		9.9		8.9		7.9		7.0		6.5		5.8		6.1		6.8		6.3		6.5		-3.4		19.9		20.2		20.7		19.9		19.8		19.1		17.8		17.2		16.8		16.6		-3.3		58.3		57.8		59.3		58.1		-0.2		44.8		34.5		31.6		30.8		-14.0		48.6		42.5		45.5		44.3		-4.4		40.3		32.7		32.5		34.5		-5.8		8.3		11.3		9.8		10.5		2.1		41.5		37.7		37.0		35.6		-5.9		26.7		23.5		23.8		22.5		-4.2		70.2		70.1		71.1		68.6		-1.6		18.2		20.8		24.1		21.2		3.0		82.1		87.1		83.8		82.9		0.8		50.6		41.9		40.5		40.3		-10.3		57.3		70.8		69.3		54.9		-2.4		436.1		340.6		331.6		305.2		-130.9		1092.0		1061.8		905.0		1024.1		-67.9		16.9		16.5		15.2		14.8		-2.1		20.8		19.7		17.3		16.7		-4.1		15.4		15.6		14.5		10.2		-5.2		60.1		67.7		70.3		76.2		16.1		32.0		30.7		36.9		26.7		-5.2		85.5		91.3		90.2		90.3		4.9		9.6		25.8		30.4		28.3		18.7		8.9		8.4		7.7		7.8		-1.0		37.9		43.0		47.0		43.6		5.7		76.5		71.2		71.9		78.1		1.6										0.0		79.4		84.5		87.2		83.9		4.5		24.0		21.1		25.2		18.2		-5.7

								comparator cluster 2		62.2		61.2		63.4		66.6		67.1		70.4		8.2		48.4		48.6		57.7		59.4		57.5		57.9		9.5		28.7		34.1		32.5		39.4		43.2		48.6		19.8		26.6		25.1		28.7		19.7		-6.9		28.8		25.1		28.5		28.5		-0.3		30.4		25.3		23.0		23.0		-7.4		7.9		6.8		6.0		5.6		5.3		4.8		5.2		5.7		4.9		5.1		-2.8		13.4		13.7		14.1		14.0		13.9		14.0		13.5		13.1		13.1		12.8		-0.6		60.5		63.8		63.8		61.9		1.5		37.7		32.3		29.7		23.2		-14.5		36.2		33.9		37.3		36.6		0.5		29.1		27.6		25.5		25.1		-4.0		8.9		8.5		8.6		8.8		-0.0		34.7		33.2		32.6		30.3		-4.4		19.4		19.2		15.0		16.8		-2.6		71.1		75.2		74.9		74.2		3.1		19.6		18.6		16.8		19.3		-0.4		85.1		86.7		87.0		89.8		4.7		50.1		45.7		40.3		38.2		-11.8		94.6		49.9		53.5		44.3		-50.4		323.6		242.0		239.1		235.0		-88.6		1522.5		857.2		808.0		669.3		-853.2		15.6		15.2		13.9		13.7		-1.9		20.0		18.4		17.0		15.8		-4.2		10.2		10.2		12.0		11.9		1.7		72.1		72.3		75.1		79.4		7.3		32.4		30.8		33.2		32.0		-0.4		88.7		90.1		89.4		92.2		3.4		14.5		22.8		24.3		24.4		9.9		8.0		8.1		7.5		7.3		-0.7		38.6		42.0		47.8		49.6		11.0		68.6		69.0		67.7		68.2		-0.4										0.0		81.4		84.6		87.3		85.8		4.4		23.8		23.5		25.3		26.2		2.3

								comparator cluster 3		64.7		68.9		69.5		72.7		73.5		74.4		9.7		52.7		54.0		60.8		62.8		67.0		65.7		13.0		34.3		37.1		41.9		47.4		51.9		54.2		19.9		25.3		23.3		21.0		27.1		1.9		24.5		25.4		29.5		20.3		-4.3		26.8		25.3		32.2		29.3		2.5		8.2		6.3		5.6		5.5		5.5		5.3		5.2		5.5		4.7		4.4		-3.8		9.1		9.2		9.3		9.1		9.2		9.4		9.2		9.2		9.0		8.8		-0.2		59.3		53.2		60.2		55.2		-4.1		32.5		30.9		32.1		27.0		-5.5		30.0		33.5		35.9		37.9		7.9		33.4		38.9		32.0		31.3		-2.1		5.4		9.2		7.0		7.2		1.8		29.2		28.8		25.4		25.8		-3.4		15.3		13.4		16.6		12.2		-3.2		77.4		73.2		73.7		75.0		-2.3		15.4		13.8		14.4		17.7		2.3		85.2		77.5		85.2		84.2		-1.0		47.7		48.1		44.2		44.1		-3.6		71.7		57.1		41.1		45.0		-26.7		129.2		221.1		177.5		152.9		23.7		684.2		687.7		826.2		558.9		-125.3		15.6		15.2		14.7		14.1		-1.6		22.4		19.0		19.8		18.3		-4.1		8.6		11.3		12.6		9.8		1.2		72.8		70.5		71.6		77.3		4.6		37.5		35.9		40.1		32.5		-4.9		83.7		84.6		82.8		84.7		1.0		22.7		30.7		32.2		36.3		13.6		8.1		7.8		7.4		7.2		-0.9		30.0		44.2		43.1		53.5		23.6		56.1		52.6		51.3		58.3		2.2										0.0		80.9		80.8		82.5		84.5		3.6		21.3		25.6		26.3		26.1		4.8

								comparator cluster 4		56.3		56.1		60.8		62.2		60.9		69.7		13.4		45.7		50.7		49.5		57.1		57.4		54.8		9.1		27.8		31.0		30.5		38.7		43.1		53.0		25.2		29.2		38.9		40.1		39.0		9.8		25.6		17.2		11.1		20.0		-5.5		36.7		27.5		21.9		35.1		-1.6		8.5		7.8		7.0		6.7		6.3		5.9		6.6		7.5		6.5		6.4		-2.1		12.6		12.8		13.2		13.1		12.9		12.8		12.2		12.1		12.2		12.3		-0.4		52.6		50.7		48.7		56.2		3.7		41.0		38.6		35.2		31.9		-9.1		41.9		40.3		41.3		44.6		2.7		32.1		34.6		28.5		29.9		-2.2		9.9		7.5		7.0		7.7		-2.2		19.0		24.4		26.4		25.5		6.5		22.0		22.8		22.5		22.6		0.6		68.7		71.4		72.5		70.9		2.2		21.5		22.4		18.3		25.0		3.5		70.9		79.2		81.0		80.8		9.9		56.5		49.5		34.7		44.0		-12.5		77.3		65.0		28.3		66.5		-10.8		413.8		186.8		151.6		257.8		-156.0		1276.2		673.4		389.0		797.2		-479.1		15.8		15.6		13.0		14.1		-1.7		21.6		19.7		15.1		19.0		-2.6		14.7		9.5		8.3		12.7		-2.0		67.0		65.7		73.3		74.7		7.8		31.1		27.3		25.1		34.9		3.8		86.3		89.0		92.8		86.7		0.4		18.8		21.9		23.1		23.1		4.3		8.4		8.1		6.9		7.7		-0.7		48.1		53.2		49.3		50.3		2.3		69.6		65.3		60.3		72.1		2.4										0.0		66.1		80.8		81.1		81.1		14.9		20.1		17.3		22.7		24.6		4.5

								comparator cluster 5		50.1		54.5		63.8		64.0		63.7		63.4		13.3		40.9		44.3		44.4		47.8		45.6		52.2		11.2		22.9		26.8		28.1		31.6		38.4		39.5		16.6		28.7		30.2		32.4		21.6		-7.1		34.6		28.2		32.3		33.4		-1.2		32.9		28.9		36.8		39.7		6.8		8.4		7.3		6.7		6.1		5.7		4.9		4.9		5.4		5.0		5.0		-3.5		17.1		17.4		17.7		17.4		17.4		17.3		16.2		16.0		15.8		15.5		-1.5		57.6		60.0		60.6		64.3		6.7		41.1		40.5		38.6		32.3		-8.8		42.1		45.9		47.1		45.3		3.1		29.5		30.6		29.5		32.1		2.6		8.5		9.6		9.6		7.9		-0.6		39.1		39.4		34.3		39.2		0.1		27.6		24.7		24.7		20.7		-6.9		74.1		70.2		73.0		73.4		-0.7		25.0		25.6		27.1		24.1		-0.9		88.2		86.2		83.2		88.3		0.1		46.4		43.2		41.0		37.5		-8.8		67.9		51.3		24.4		43.9		-24.0		318.6		430.5		298.5		271.6		-47.1		1179.4		1177.2		958.0		1003.2		-176.2		16.2		16.0		14.8		14.2		-2.1		19.4		17.9		17.4		16.9		-2.5		10.8		11.7		15.2		15.2		4.4		69.2		72.8		75.4		76.9		7.6		25.8		28.7		33.3		29.6		3.8		88.9		87.5		89.7		87.9		-1.0		17.5		29.3		26.7		26.7		9.2		8.1		8.1		7.6		7.5		-0.6		40.1		36.3		39.5		41.7		1.6		68.1		68.1		71.4		72.6		4.4										0.0		85.3		82.8		85.0		87.6		2.4		18.3		18.9		20.6		22.5		4.2

								Total Comp		59.2		60.4		64.5		65.7		65.8		69.4		10.2		47.1		49.5		53.5		56.6		56.7		57.7		10.6		28.3		32.9		33.3		38.6		43.2		47.3		19.0		28.4		27.8		28.4		25.1		-3.3		27.6		24.7		27.3		25.3		-2.3		31.1		26.3		27.9		29.1		-2.0		8.6		7.3		6.4		6.1		5.8		5.4		5.6		6.1		5.3		5.2		-3.4		13.5		13.7		13.9		13.7		13.7		13.6		13.0		12.8		12.6		12.4		-1.1		58.7		58.3		60.3		59.4		0.7		38.2		34.1		32.5		27.4		-10.7		37.7		37.4		39.9		40.1		2.4		32.1		32.5		29.0		29.4		-2.6		8.0		9.1		8.3		8.4		0.4		33.2		32.7		30.9		30.7		-2.5		20.8		19.5		18.8		17.5		-3.3		72.8		72.9		73.6		73.2		0.4		19.4		19.1		18.8		20.4		1.1		83.8		83.6		84.9		86.4		2.6		49.6		45.8		40.9		40.5		-9.1		78.1		56.2		45.3		48.0		-30.0		296.7		272.6		235.3		230.9		-65.8		1174.6		869.7		804.2		750.2		-424.4		15.9		15.5		14.3		14.0		-1.8		20.8		18.8		17.6		17.1		-3.7		11.0		11.3		12.6		11.7		0.7		69.8		70.7		73.4		77.6		7.8		32.5		31.4		34.6		31.4		-1.1		86.8		88.3		88.2		88.8		2.0		16.7		26.0		27.2		28.0		11.3		8.2		8.1		7.4		7.4		-0.8		37.5		43.0		45.4		48.7		11.2		66.5		64.5		63.8		68.0		1.5										0.0		80.0		83.0		85.0		85.0		5.0		22.0		22.4		24.5		24.4		2.4

								NDC cluster 1		51.5		50.6		58.1		55.0		59.5		64.5		13.0		39.4		39.6		47.0		44.0		41.1		44.2		4.8		18.6		21.1		22.8		24.6		33.5		34.7		16.1		36.0		35.8		34.6		32.7		-3.3		23.7		23.5		22.9		28.5		4.8		37.6		32.8		33.1		34.4		-3.1		11.8		10.4		9.0		8.0		7.6		6.8		7.4		8.4		7.4		7.3		-4.5		19.3		19.5		19.7		19.8		19.3		18.6		17.5		17.2		16.4		15.8		-3.5		38.1		40.9		46.2		48.1		10.1		56.1		50.8		46.0		41.8		-14.3		51.6		51.2		49.4		50.2		-1.5		54.7		50.6		47.7		46.4		-8.3		9.7		11.0		12.7		14.2		4.6		47.2		45.2		44.4		43.2		-4.0		26.4		23.0		21.3		19.4		-7.0		68.0		68.2		70.1		69.9		1.8		24.9		23.1		20.2		19.8		-5.2		82.5		82.9		84.6		85.8		3.3		60.4		51.4		48.1		47.7		-12.7		129.1		100.3		73.8		114.9		-14.2		504.2		416.5		390.8		465.5		-38.7		1803.8		1459.9		1344.2		1525.1		-278.6		19.4		17.8		16.8		15.9		-3.5		21.6		20.1		19.1		18.2		-3.4		13.5		13.1		14.4		13.0		-0.5		49.1		57.6		62.4		64.8		15.7		41.9		40.9		46.2		42.6		0.7		78.7		81.4		79.5		83.6		4.9		19.8		31.7		38.9		39.6		19.9		9.0		8.6		8.2		7.9		-1.1		32.9		36.5		37.4		40.7		7.8		55.9		57.0		58.8		59.1		3.2		28.7		42.5		50.9		52.2		23.5		73.3		76.6		78.5		75.8		2.5		21.0		20.8		22.1		19.6		-1.4		19.9		19.1		20.4		21.4		1.5

								NDC cluster 2		59.1		58.1		63.6		63.7		66.2		65.3		6.3		47.9		45.1		49.4		54.7		51.4		52.6		4.6		23.6		25.4		29.0		34.2		37.1		40.1		16.5		33.7		31.7		27.5		26.9		-6.8		21.8		23.8		25.8		25.1		3.3		30.5		25.7		29.2		30.5		0.0		7.0		6.1		5.1		4.9		4.7		4.3		4.7		5.4		4.8		5.0		-2.0		12.9		13.4		14.0		13.9		13.9		13.9		13.6		13.4		13.3		13.4		0.4		58.7		59.8		59.1		58.4		-0.3		42.1		37.4		35.8		32.8		-9.3		40.6		45.0		46.1		44.5		3.9		35.5		34.3		34.6		34.4		-1.1		9.0		8.6		8.5		10.4		1.5		42.8		42.3		41.2		38.4		-4.4		22.5		21.8		20.7		19.7		-2.8		70.3		71.8		73.1		73.7		3.5		21.4		21.2		20.5		20.2		-1.2		85.3		84.5		84.5		86.1		0.8		56.6		49.5		45.6		43.5		-13.2		110.4		78.6		54.9		62.8		-47.5		500.6		328.0		439.7		361.9		-138.7		1504.4		1098.4		1302.9		1081.1		-423.3		17.9		16.5		15.1		14.7		-3.2		20.8		18.8		18.1		17.4		-3.4		13.0		12.7		11.7		12.7		-0.3		59.5		67.5		72.4		74.4		14.9		35.1		34.5		34.8		35.7		0.6		86.0		87.6		87.3		86.6		0.6		16.3		34.9		41.7		39.6		23.3		8.5		8.3		7.8		7.6		-0.9		33.3		36.6		39.6		40.3		7.0		64.6		68.7		68.9		66.2		1.6		27.5		49.4		57.4		58.6		31.1		78.8		80.8		82.4		81.4		2.5		21.4		22.8		25.9		25.1		3.7		14.7		17.8		22.0		21.0		6.3

								NDC cluster 3		65.5		65.5		70.6		71.3		74.3		73.6		8.2		54.2		52.1		61.7		67.2		65.5		64.4		10.3		35.3		37.3		41.2		44.2		46.8		51.4		16.0		26.4		27.9		26.8		27.2		0.8		26.6		22.4		25.4		24.1		-2.5		34.0		29.0		33.4		33.7		-0.3		8.2		7.0		6.1		6.2		6.1		5.4		5.6		6.0		5.2		4.9		-3.2		9.6		9.7		9.8		9.9		10.1		10.3		9.9		9.5		9.5		9.8		0.1		54.5		53.4		55.2		54.8		0.3		39.2		33.9		33.1		30.9		-8.3		36.6		38.5		40.0		41.5		4.8		38.4		39.1		38.0		35.8		-2.7		6.3		6.9		7.9		8.8		2.5		32.5		29.8		27.8		25.9		-6.5		19.1		17.5		16.4		15.8		-3.4		71.5		72.0		72.5		73.1		1.6		19.3		18.9		16.1		18.0		-1.3		81.9		81.6		81.9		85.1		3.2		52.6		48.0		42.7		40.2		-12.4		78.5		60.8		48.6		40.9		-37.6		207.1		168.5		180.6		151.3		-55.8		979.2		867.4		724.5		618.3		-360.9		17.1		16.0		14.9		14.5		-2.6		21.4		20.0		19.2		18.4		-3.1		16.2		14.2		17.1		15.8		-0.4		63.4		67.9		72.4		75.6		12.2		47.0		43.1		47.4		44.3		-2.6		74.7		74.3		75.0		77.8		3.1		29.2		40.4		44.8		41.7		12.5		8.5		8.0		7.6		7.4		-1.0		35.0		41.1		42.7		49.1		14.2		49.8		50.4		48.8		49.9		0.1		30.6		52.2		56.4		57.7		27.1		74.2		75.7		78.6		78.2		4.0		24.8		26.4		25.6		26.2		1.4		17.4		21.4		24.3		22.9		5.4

								NDC cluster 4		57.6		53.9		64.8		66.3		64.0		70.6		13.0		49.8		54.4		53.4		57.5		57.1		60.8		11.0		31.9		33.3		36.3		50.4		45.7		54.8		22.9		39.8		36.8		40.5		34.4		-5.4		21.4		22.1		18.0		23.8		2.4		38.4		33.0		33.0		39.6		1.2		9.7		9.3		8.3		7.6		7.6		6.5		7.2		7.9		7.1		6.9		-2.8		12.7		13.2		13.4		13.1		12.7		12.4		11.8		11.3		10.8		10.9		-1.8		45.3		50.3		48.6		54.7		9.4		45.7		40.2		39.4		31.8		-13.9		45.2		43.9		45.6		40.8		-4.4		38.4		34.3		36.1		32.0		-6.4		10.9		9.1		8.1		8.0		-2.8		27.0		27.2		24.4		26.8		-0.2		25.0		23.7		20.7		18.5		-6.5		70.1		70.8		72.4		73.1		3.0		22.5		23.0		19.7		20.4		-2.1		83.7		81.8		82.1		79.9		-3.7		57.9		53.3		48.0		48.0		-9.9		99.0		60.2		53.7		65.3		-33.7		268.4		227.1		200.3		295.0		26.7		1192.9		883.6		789.1		995.3		-197.6		16.6		16.2		14.7		14.7		-1.8		22.4		20.6		18.9		19.5		-2.9		14.2		13.0		12.3		12.9		-1.3		59.8		62.1		68.2		70.8		10.9		35.1		36.6		34.7		37.7		2.5		82.8		84.2		86.0		84.6		1.8		21.4		34.8		40.3		38.0		16.6		8.4		8.4		7.6		7.8		-0.6		43.3		46.1		47.7		53.2		9.9		61.5		66.2		61.5		65.2		3.8		36.8		52.4		62.0		67.8		31.0		74.1		76.8		79.7		80.9		6.8		25.9		25.7		22.5		27.8		2.0		17.0		16.4		19.3		20.1		3.0

								NDC cluster 5		50.0		51.7		58.8		57.0		56.8		62.1		12.1		37.9		37.3		43.0		43.2		43.0		49.7		11.8		19.5		23.4		26.2		29.9		41.4		42.9		23.5		39.1		36.7		34.1		27.8		-11.3		25.2		26.6		28.3		28.0		2.8		34.9		34.6		35.2		36.8		1.8		11.2		10.1		8.9		8.3		7.9		6.7		7.3		7.7		7.1		6.7		-4.5		18.0		18.2		18.4		18.9		18.6		18.4		18.0		17.7		17.3		16.8		-1.2		45.4		47.6		48.0		49.8		4.4		54.5		49.5		43.1		37.1		-17.5		50.2		52.8		54.5		52.8		2.6		48.9		46.2		46.0		43.3		-5.6		12.0		8.8		11.2		12.7		0.6		45.6		43.9		42.4		40.5		-5.1		25.4		25.5		22.6		21.8		-3.6		70.8		70.9		71.0		72.2		1.4		22.2		23.7		21.7		21.9		-0.3		85.0		86.5		85.8		86.1		1.1		51.6		46.9		44.7		39.4		-12.3		88.7		71.0		67.5		57.2		-31.5		348.4		359.8		343.5		350.1		1.7		1193.6		1210.4		1300.4		1150.4		-43.2		17.2		16.7		15.7		14.6		-2.6		19.8		18.6		17.9		17.0		-2.7		9.9		11.7		11.1		12.7		2.8		65.6		70.4		73.4		77.4		11.8		34.9		35.3		37.5		37.1		2.2		83.8		82.8		83.2		85.6		1.8		37.8		46.2		48.1		50.2		12.5		8.3		8.4		7.9		7.6		-0.7		38.0		41.5		47.1		47.5		9.5		62.4		64.9		64.8		66.6		4.2		48.4		58.1		59.6		68.1		19.7		77.9		80.2		81.0		81.4		3.5		23.0		25.5		28.7		25.3		2.3		16.5		20.9		23.2		23.3		6.8

								TOT NDC		57.2		56.5		63.4		63.0		65.5		67.2		10.0		46.0		45.9		51.3		54.3		52.3		54.6		8.6		25.8		28.1		31.0		36.7		39.9		43.2		17.4		33.3		32.4		30.5		28.6		-4.7		23.7		23.6		24.9		25.6		1.8		33.8		29.6		32.1		33.7		-0.1		8.8		7.8		6.7		6.3		6.2		5.5		5.9		6.5		5.8		5.7		-3.1		13.6		13.9		14.2		14.1		14.0		13.9		13.3		13.0		12.8		12.7		-0.9		51.5		52.7		53.6		54.4		2.9		45.4		40.4		37.9		34.0		-11.4		43.0		45.2		46.2		45.4		2.4		41.2		39.5		39.1		37.5		-3.7		9.0		8.6		9.3		10.6		1.6		39.5		38.2		36.6		35.0		-4.6		22.9		21.6		20.0		18.9		-4.0		70.4		71.2		72.2		72.8		2.4		21.6		21.4		19.5		19.9		-1.7		83.9		83.6		83.8		85.1		1.3		55.4		49.3		45.3		43.0		-12.4		100.1		73.7		57.5		63.3		-36.8		378.6		293.0		327.7		312.5		-66.1		1328.4		1080.7		1106.9		1020.7		-307.7		17.6		16.5		15.3		14.8		-2.9		21.1		19.4		18.6		17.9		-3.2		13.5		13.0		13.4		13.6		0.0		60.1		66.2		70.8		73.6		13.4		39.0		37.9		39.9		39.2		0.2		81.5		82.3		82.4		83.6		2.1		23.7		37.7		42.9		41.6		17.8		8.5		8.3		7.8		7.6		-0.9		35.4		39.5		42.1		45.0		9.6		59.0		61.7		61.1		61.1		2.0		33.2		50.9		57.3		60.3		27.1		76.3		78.4		80.4		79.8		3.5		22.9		24.2		25.4		25.0		2.1		16.2		19.2		22.2		21.8		5.6

								DIFFERENCE BETWEEN  NDC CLUSTER AVERAGES AND COMPARATOR CLUSTER AVERAGES																																												*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1												*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1												*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1												*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1												*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1												*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1																						*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1																						*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1																								*-1		*-1		*-1		*-1

								Cluster 1		-7.0		-6.2		-4.2		-5.3		-1.5		-2.5		4.5		-4.7		-5.5		-0.6		-3.1		-9.5		-9.5		-4.8		-3.2		-9.6		-3.9		-3.7		0.2		-0.1		3.2		3.5		-2.4		-4.8		-4.2		-7.6		-0.2		-0.0		-3.0		7.9		8.2		-2.3		-6.0		-5.8		-5.7		-3.4		-2.0		-1.5		-1.2		-0.9		-1.2		-1.0		-1.3		-1.6		-1.2		-0.8		1.1		0.6		0.7		1.0		0.0		0.5		0.5		0.3		0.0		0.4		0.7		0.1		-20.2		-16.9		-13.1		-9.9		10.2		-11.3		-16.3		-14.4		-11.0		0.3		-3.0		-8.7		-3.9		-5.9		-2.9		-14.4		-17.9		-15.2		-11.9		2.5		-1.3		0.2		-2.9		-3.8		-2.5		-5.7		-7.5		-7.4		-7.5		-1.9		0.2		0.4		2.6		3.1		2.9		-2.2		-1.9		-0.9		1.3		3.5		-6.7		-2.3		4.0		1.5		8.2		0.3		-4.2		0.8		2.8		2.5		-9.8		-9.5		-7.6		-7.4		2.5		-71.8		-29.5		-4.5		-59.9		11.8		-68.1		-75.9		-59.2		-160.3		-92.3		-711.8		-398.1		-439.2		-501.0		210.7		-2.5		-1.3		-1.7		-1.0		1.5		-0.8		-0.4		-1.8		-1.5		-0.7		1.9		2.5		0.1		-2.9		-4.7		-10.9		-10.2		-7.9		-11.4		-0.4		-10.0		-10.1		-9.4		-15.9		-5.9		-6.8		-9.9		-10.7		-6.8		0.0		10.2		5.8		8.5		11.4		1.2		-0.1		-0.2		-0.5		-0.1		0.1		-5.0		-6.5		-9.6		-2.9		2.2		-20.5		-14.2		-13.1		-18.9		1.6		-28.7		-42.5		-50.9		-52.2				-6.1		-7.9		-8.6		-8.1		-2.0		-2.9		-0.3		-3.1		1.4		4.4		-19.9		-19.1		-20.4		-21.4

								Cluster 2		-3.2		-3.1		0.2		-2.9		-0.9		-5.1		-1.9		-0.5		-3.6		-8.4		-4.7		-6.2		-5.4		-4.9		-5.2		-8.7		-3.5		-5.2		-6.1		-8.5		-3.3		-7.0		-6.6		1.1		-7.2		-0.1		-7.0		-1.3		-2.7		-3.4		3.6		-0.1		-0.4		-6.2		-7.5		-7.4		1.0		0.7		0.9		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.3		0.1		0.1		-0.8		0.5		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.1		-0.1		-0.3		-0.2		-0.5		-1.0		-1.7		-4.0		-4.6		-3.5		-1.8		-4.4		-5.2		-6.1		-9.6		-5.3		-4.5		-11.1		-8.8		-7.9		-3.4		-6.4		-6.7		-9.1		-9.3		-2.9		-0.1		-0.1		0.1		-1.6		-1.5		-8.2		-9.1		-8.6		-8.1		0.1		-3.2		-2.6		-5.8		-2.9		0.2		-0.8		-3.4		-1.8		-0.4		0.4		-1.8		-2.6		-3.8		-1.0		0.8		0.2		-2.2		-2.5		-3.7		-4.0		-6.6		-3.8		-5.3		-5.2		1.4		-15.8		-28.6		-1.4		-18.6		-2.8		-177.0		-86.1		-200.7		-126.9		50.1		18.1		-241.1		-494.9		-411.8		-430.0		-2.3		-1.2		-1.2		-1.0		1.3		-0.8		-0.3		-1.1		-1.6		-0.8		-2.8		-2.5		0.3		-0.8		2.0		-12.5		-4.8		-2.7		-5.0		7.6		-2.7		-3.7		-1.6		-3.6		-0.9		-2.7		-2.5		-2.1		-5.6		-2.8		1.8		12.2		17.4		15.2		13.4		-0.5		-0.2		-0.3		-0.3		0.2		-5.4		-5.3		-8.2		-9.3		-4.0		-4.0		-0.3		1.2		-2.0		2.0		-27.5		-49.4		-57.4		-58.6				-2.6		-3.9		-4.9		-4.4		-1.9		-2.4		-0.8		0.5		-1.1		1.4		-14.7		-17.8		-22.0		-21.0

								Cluster 3		0.8		-3.5		1.1		-1.4		0.8		-0.8		-1.6		1.4		-1.8		1.0		4.4		-1.4		-1.3		-2.8		1.0		0.2		-0.7		-3.3		-5.1		-2.9		-3.9		-1.2		-4.6		-5.8		-0.1		1.1		2.1		-2.9		-4.1		3.8		1.7		-7.2		-3.7		-1.2		-4.5		2.8		0.0		-0.6		-0.5		-0.7		-0.6		-0.1		-0.4		-0.4		-0.5		-0.6		-0.6		-0.6		-0.5		-0.5		-0.8		-0.9		-0.8		-0.6		-0.3		-0.5		-0.9		-0.3		-4.8		0.3		-5.0		-0.4		4.4		-6.7		-2.9		-1.0		-3.9		2.8		-6.7		-5.0		-4.1		-3.6		3.1		-5.0		-0.2		-6.0		-4.4		0.6		-0.9		2.3		-0.9		-1.6		-0.7		-3.3		-1.0		-2.4		-0.1		3.1		-3.8		-4.1		0.2		-3.6		0.2		-5.9		-1.2		-1.3		-2.0		3.9		-3.9		-5.1		-1.7		-0.3		3.6		-3.3		4.0		-3.3		0.8		4.2		-4.8		0.1		1.6		3.9		8.7		-6.8		-3.6		-7.4		4.1		10.9		-77.9		52.6		-3.1		1.6		79.5		-295.0		-179.6		101.7		-59.4		235.6		-1.5		-0.8		-0.2		-0.4		1.1		1.0		-0.9		0.6		-0.0		-1.0		-7.5		-2.9		-4.5		-5.9		1.6		-9.4		-2.6		0.9		-1.8		7.7		-9.5		-7.2		-7.3		-11.8		-2.3		-8.9		-10.2		-7.8		-6.9		2.1		6.5		9.8		12.5		5.4		-1.1		-0.3		-0.2		-0.1		-0.2		0.2		5.0		-3.1		-0.4		-4.4		-9.4		-6.3		-2.2		-2.5		-8.4		-2.0		-30.6		-52.2		-56.4		-57.7				-6.7		-5.2		-3.9		-6.4		0.3		3.5		0.8		-0.7		0.1		-3.4		-17.4		-21.4		-24.3		-22.9

								Cluster 4		1.3		-2.2		4.0		4.1		3.1		0.9		-0.5		4.1		3.7		3.9		0.5		-0.3		6.0		1.9		4.1		2.3		5.8		11.7		2.7		1.8		-2.3		-10.6		2.1		-0.4		4.6		15.2		-4.2		4.9		6.9		3.8		7.9		-1.7		-5.5		-11.2		-4.5		-2.8		-1.2		-1.5		-1.3		-0.9		-1.3		-0.6		-0.6		-0.4		-0.6		-0.5		0.8		-0.0		-0.4		-0.2		0.0		0.2		0.4		0.4		0.8		1.4		1.4		1.4		-7.3		-0.3		-0.1		-1.5		5.8		-4.7		-1.6		-4.2		0.1		4.8		-3.3		-3.6		-4.3		3.9		7.1		-6.3		0.4		-7.6		-2.1		4.2		-1.0		-1.6		-1.1		-0.3		0.6		-8.0		-2.8		2.0		-1.4		6.6		-3.0		-0.9		1.8		4.1		7.0		1.4		-0.6		-0.1		2.2		0.8		-1.0		-0.6		-1.4		4.6		5.6		12.8		2.6		1.1		-0.9		-13.7		-1.4		-3.7		-13.3		-3.9		-2.6		-21.7		4.8		-25.4		1.2		22.8		145.4		-40.3		-48.7		-37.3		-182.7		83.3		-210.2		-400.1		-198.1		-281.4		-0.8		-0.5		-1.7		-0.6		0.2		-0.8		-1.0		-3.9		-0.5		0.3		0.5		-3.6		-4.1		-0.2		-0.7		-7.1		-3.7		-5.0		-4.0		3.2		-4.0		-9.3		-9.6		-2.8		1.3		-3.5		-4.8		-6.7		-2.1		1.4		2.7		12.9		17.2		15.0		12.3		0.1		-0.4		-0.7		-0.0		-0.1		-4.7		-7.1		-1.6		2.9		7.6		-8.1		0.9		1.2		-6.8		1.3		-36.8		-52.4		-62.0		-67.8				7.9		-4.0		-1.4		-0.1		-8.1		5.8		8.5		-0.2		3.2		-2.6		-17.0		-16.4		-19.3		-20.1

								Cluster 5		-0.1		-2.9		-5.0		-7.1		-6.9		-1.3		-1.2		-3.0		-6.9		-1.4		-4.6		-2.6		-2.5		0.5		-3.5		-3.4		-1.9		-1.7		3.0		3.4		6.9		-10.4		-6.5		-1.7		-6.2		4.2		-9.4		-1.6		-4.0		-5.4		4.0		-2.0		-5.7		1.6		2.9		5.0		-2.8		-2.9		-2.2		-2.2		-2.2		-1.8		-2.4		-2.4		-2.0		-1.7		1.1		-0.9		-0.8		-0.8		-1.5		-1.2		-1.2		-1.8		-1.6		-1.4		-1.2		-0.3		-12.2		-12.4		-12.7		-14.5		-2.3		-13.4		-9.0		-4.5		-4.7		8.7		-8.0		-6.9		-7.4		-7.5		0.5		-19.4		-15.6		-16.5		-11.1		8.2		-3.5		0.8		-1.6		-4.7		-1.2		-6.4		-4.5		-8.1		-1.3		5.2		2.2		-0.8		2.1		-1.1		-3.3		-3.3		0.7		-2.0		-1.2		2.2		2.8		1.9		5.4		2.2		-0.5		-3.3		0.2		2.6		-2.2		1.0		-5.3		-3.7		-3.7		-1.8		3.4		-20.7		-19.7		-43.1		-13.3		7.4		-29.8		70.7		-45.0		-78.5		-48.7		-14.3		-33.2		-342.4		-147.3		-133.0		-1.0		-0.7		-1.0		-0.5		0.5		-0.3		-0.6		-0.5		-0.1		0.2		0.9		-0.0		4.1		2.5		1.6		-3.7		-2.4		-2.0		0.5		4.2		-9.1		-6.6		-4.2		-7.5		1.6		-5.1		-4.7		-6.4		-2.3		2.8		20.3		16.9		21.4		23.5		3.3		-0.2		-0.2		-0.3		-0.0		0.1		-2.1		5.2		7.6		5.7		7.9		-5.8		-3.2		-6.5		-6.0		-0.2		-48.4		-58.1		-59.6		-68.1				-7.3		-2.6		-4.0		-6.3		1.1		4.7		6.7		8.1		2.8		-1.8		-16.5		-20.9		-23.2		-23.3

								TOTAL		-2.0		-3.9		-1.1		-2.7		-0.3		-2.2		-0.2		-1.1		-3.6		-2.2		-2.3		-4.4		-3.1		-2.0		-2.5		-4.8		-2.3		-1.9		-3.3		-4.1		-1.6		-4.9		-4.6		-2.1		-3.5		1.4		-3.9		-1.1		-2.4		0.3		4.2		-2.7		-3.3		-4.2		-4.6		-1.9		-0.2		-0.5		-0.3		-0.3		-0.4		-0.1		-0.4		-0.4		-0.4		-0.4		-0.2		-0.1		-0.2		-0.3		-0.4		-0.3		-0.3		-0.3		-0.2		-0.1		-0.3		-0.2		-7.2		-5.6		-6.7		-5.0		2.2		-7.3		-6.2		-5.4		-6.6		0.7		-5.3		-7.8		-6.3		-5.3		-0.0		-9.1		-7.0		-10.1		-8.0		1.1		-1.1		0.5		-0.9		-2.2		-1.2		-6.3		-5.5		-5.7		-4.3		2.0		-2.1		-2.2		-1.2		-1.3		0.7		-2.5		-1.7		-1.4		-0.5		2.0		-2.2		-2.3		-0.6		0.6		2.8		0.1		0.0		-1.1		-1.2		-1.3		-5.8		-3.5		-4.4		-2.5		3.3		-22.0		-17.5		-12.2		-15.2		6.8		-81.9		-20.4		-92.4		-81.6		0.3		-153.7		-211.0		-302.7		-270.5		-116.8		-1.8		-1.0		-1.0		-0.7		1.0		-0.3		-0.6		-1.0		-0.8		-0.6		-2.5		-1.7		-0.8		-1.8		0.7		-9.6		-4.4		-2.6		-4.0		5.6		-6.5		-6.5		-5.3		-7.8		-1.3		-5.3		-6.0		-5.8		-5.2		0.1		7.0		11.8		15.7		13.6		6.5		-0.3		-0.2		-0.3		-0.2		0.1		-2.1		-3.5		-3.3		-3.7		-1.6		-7.4		-2.9		-2.7		-6.9		0.5		-33.2		-50.9		-57.3		-60.3				-3.7		-4.5		-4.6		-5.2		-1.5		1.0		1.8		0.9		0.6		-0.4		-16.2		-19.2		-22.2		-21.8

								NARROW THE GAP year on year; -ve good, narrowed

								Cluster 1				-0.7		-2.0		1.1		-3.8		1.0						0.8		-4.9		2.5		6.5		-0.1						6.4		-5.7		-0.2		-3.8		0.2						5.9		2.4		-0.7						-0.2		3.0		-11.0						3.7		-0.2		-0.1						-0.4		-0.3		-0.3		0.3		-0.2		0.3		0.3		-0.4		-0.4						-0.1		-0.2		0.9		-0.5		-0.0		0.2		0.3		-0.4		-0.3						-3.3		-3.8		-3.2						5.0		-1.9		-3.4						5.7		-4.8		2.0						3.5		-2.7		-3.3						-1.5		3.1		0.9						1.9		-0.2		0.2						-0.2		-2.2		-0.5						-0.3		-1.0		-2.2						-4.4		-6.3		2.5						4.6		-5.0		-2.1						-0.3		-1.9		-0.2						-42.3		-25.0		55.4						7.9		-16.7		101.1						-313.6		41.0		61.9						-1.2		0.4		-0.6						-0.5		1.4		-0.3						-0.6		2.4		2.9						-0.8		-2.3		3.5						0.2		-0.8		6.5						3.1		0.8		-3.9						4.3		-2.6		-2.9						0.1		0.3		-0.4						1.5		3.0		-6.7						-6.3		-1.1		5.9						13.7		8.4		1.3						1.8		0.7		-0.6						-2.7		2.8		-4.5						-0.7		1.2		1.0

								Cluster 2				-0.1		-3.3		3.1		-2.0		4.2						3.1		4.8		-3.7		1.5		-0.8						3.6		-5.3		1.8		0.9		2.4						-0.4		-7.7		8.3						-5.7		1.4		0.7						0.3		5.8		1.3						0.2		-0.2		0.1		0.2		0.1		-0.0		0.2		0.2		-0.1						0.3		0.2		-0.0		0.1		-0.1		0.2		0.2		-0.1		0.3						2.3		0.6		-1.1						0.8		1.0		3.5						6.6		-2.2		-0.9						0.4		2.3		0.2						-0.0		-0.2		1.7						0.9		-0.5		-0.5						-0.5		3.1		-2.8						2.6		-1.6		-1.3						0.8		1.2		-2.8						2.5		0.3		1.2						-2.7		1.5		-0.1						12.9		-27.3		17.2						-90.9		114.6		-73.8						259.3		253.8		-83.1						-1.1		-0.1		-0.2						-0.5		0.8		0.5						-0.2		-2.9		1.1						-7.8		-2.1		2.3						1.0		-2.1		2.1						-0.2		-0.5		3.5						-10.4		-5.2		2.2						-0.4		0.1		-0.0						-0.0		2.9		1.1						-3.8		-1.5		3.2						22.0		8.0		1.2						1.3		1.0		-0.4						-1.7		-1.3		1.6						3.2		4.1		-1.0

								Cluster 3				4.2		-4.6		2.5		-2.2		1.6						3.3		-2.8		-3.4		5.8		-0.1						0.8		0.9		2.6		1.8		-2.3						3.4		1.2		-5.6						5.0		1.2		-7.9						-3.5		-2.5		3.2						0.6		-0.1		0.2		-0.0		-0.6		0.3		0.1		0.0		0.1						-0.1		0.0		0.3		0.0		-0.0		-0.2		-0.3		0.2		0.4						-5.1		5.3		-4.6						-3.7		-1.9		2.9						-1.6		-0.9		-0.6						-4.8		5.8		-1.6						-3.1		3.2		0.7						-2.3		1.4		-2.2						0.3		-4.3		3.8						-4.7		0.0		0.7						1.2		-3.4		-1.4						-7.4		7.4		-4.1						-4.9		-1.4		-2.3						-3.1		3.8		-11.6						-130.5		55.6		-4.6						-115.3		-281.3		161.1						-0.7		-0.6		0.3						1.9		-1.5		0.6						-4.6		1.6		1.4						-6.8		-3.5		2.6						-2.3		0.1		4.5						1.3		-2.4		-1.0						-3.3		-2.8		7.2						-0.1		-0.1		0.0						8.1		-2.8		4.0						-4.1		0.3		5.9						21.5		4.2		1.3						-1.5		-1.3		2.5						2.7		1.5		-0.8						4.0		2.9		-1.4

								Cluster 4				3.5		-6.2		-0.1		1.1		2.2						0.4		-0.2		3.5		0.8		-6.3						1.8		-3.5		-6.0		9.1		0.9						-12.7		2.5		-4.9						-9.1		-2.0		3.1						3.8		5.7		-6.6						0.2		-0.2		-0.4		0.5		-0.7		0.0		-0.3		0.2		-0.1						0.4		-0.2		-0.2		-0.2		-0.2		0.0		-0.4		-0.6		-0.0						-6.9		-0.2		1.4						-3.1		2.6		-4.3						0.4		0.6		-8.1						-6.7		8.0		-5.5						0.7		-0.5		-0.8						-5.2		-4.8		3.3						-2.1		-2.7		-2.3						2.0		-0.5		-2.3						-0.4		0.8		-6.0						10.3		1.5		1.9						2.4		9.6		-9.4						-26.4		30.2		-26.6						185.7		8.4		-11.4						293.5		189.9		-202.0						-0.2		1.1		-1.1						0.2		2.9		-3.4						4.1		0.5		-3.8						-3.5		1.4		-1.1						5.3		0.3		-6.8						1.3		2.0		-4.6						-10.3		-4.2		2.2						0.5		0.3		-0.6						2.3		-5.4		-4.5						-9.1		-0.3		8.0						15.7		9.5		5.8						11.9		-2.6		-1.3						-2.7		8.6		-3.4						-0.7		2.9		0.8

								Cluster 5				2.8		2.2		2.1		-0.2		-5.6						3.9		-5.5		3.2		-2.0		-0.1						-0.1		-1.5		-0.2		-4.7		-0.4						-3.9		-4.8		4.5						-7.7		2.4		1.3						3.7		-7.3		-1.3						0.1		-0.6		-0.1		0.0		-0.4		0.6		-0.0		-0.3		-0.3						-0.1		-0.1		0.7		-0.2		-0.0		0.7		-0.2		-0.2		-0.2						0.2		0.3		1.8						-4.4		-4.4		0.2						-1.2		0.6		0.1						-3.8		0.9		-5.4						-4.3		2.4		3.1						-2.0		3.7		-6.8						2.9		-2.9		3.2						-4.0		2.7		-0.8						0.9		-3.5		3.1						-3.5		-2.4		4.8						-1.6		0.1		-1.9						-1.0		23.4		-29.8						-100.4		115.6		33.5						18.9		309.2		-195.1						-0.3		0.2		-0.5						0.3		-0.1		-0.4						0.9		-4.1		1.6						-1.3		-0.4		-2.5						-2.5		-2.5		3.4						-0.4		1.7		-4.2						3.4		-4.5		-2.1						0.1		0.1		-0.3						-7.4		-2.3		1.8						-2.5		3.3		-0.5						9.7		1.5		8.5						-4.7		1.3		2.3						-2.0		-1.4		5.3						4.4		2.3		0.0

								TOTAL				1.9		-2.8		1.6		-2.4		1.9						2.5		-1.4		0.1		2.1		-1.3						2.3		-2.5		-0.4		1.4		0.8						-0.3		-2.5		1.5						-2.8		1.3		-2.7						0.6		0.9		0.4						0.3		-0.2		-0.1		0.2		-0.3		0.2		0.0		0.0		-0.0						0.1		0.1		0.1		-0.1		0.0		0.0		-0.1		-0.1		0.2						-1.7		1.1		-1.7						-1.0		-0.8		1.2						2.6		-1.5		-1.0						-2.1		3.1		-2.1						-1.6		1.4		1.3						-0.8		0.2		-1.4						0.1		-1.0		0.1						-0.7		-0.3		-0.9						0.1		-1.7		-1.2						0.0		1.2		0.1						-2.3		0.9		-1.9						-4.5		-5.3		3.0						-61.5		72.0		-10.8						57.3		91.7		-32.2						-0.8		0.0		-0.3						0.3		0.4		-0.1						-0.8		-0.9		1.0						-5.2		-1.9		1.4						-0.0		-1.2		2.5						0.7		-0.2		-0.6						-4.7		-3.9		2.1						-0.1		0.1		-0.2						1.4		-0.2		0.4						-4.5		-0.1		4.2						17.7		6.3		3.1						0.8		0.1		0.6						-0.8		0.9		0.3						3.0		3.0		-0.4

								NARROW THE GAP beginning end; -ve good narrowed

								Cluster 1												-4.5														4.8														-3.2										7.6										-8.2										3.4																						-1.1																						-0.1										-10.2										-0.3										2.9										-2.5										2.5										1.9										-2.9										-3.5										-8.2										-2.5										-2.5										-11.8										92.3										-210.7										-1.5										0.7										4.7										0.4										5.9										-0.0										-1.2										-0.1										-2.2										-1.6										23.5										2.0										-4.4										1.5

								Cluster 2												1.9														4.9														3.3										0.1										-3.6										7.4																						0.8																						1.0										1.8										5.3										3.4										2.9										1.5										-0.1										-0.2										-0.4										-0.8										4.0										-1.4										2.8										-50.1										430.0										-1.3										0.8										-2.0										-7.6										0.9										2.8										-13.4										-0.2										4.0										-2.0										31.1										1.9										-1.4										6.3

								Cluster 3												1.6														2.8														3.9										-1.1										-1.7										-2.8																						0.6																						0.3										-4.4										-2.8										-3.1										-0.6										0.7										-3.1										-0.2										-3.9										-3.6										-4.2										-8.7										-10.9										-79.5										-235.6										-1.1										1.0										-1.6										-7.7										2.3										-2.1										1.1										-0.2										9.4										2.0										27.1										-0.3										3.4										5.4

								Cluster 4												0.5														-1.9														2.3										-15.2										-7.9										2.8																						-0.8																						-1.4										-5.8										-4.8										-7.1										-4.2										-0.6										-6.6										-7.0										-0.8										-5.6										13.7										2.6										-22.8										182.7										281.4										-0.2										-0.3										0.7										-3.2										-1.3										-1.4										-12.3										0.1										-7.6										-1.3										31.0										8.1										2.6										3.0

								Cluster 5												1.2														-0.5														-6.9										-4.2										-4.0										-5.0																						-1.1																						0.3										2.3										-8.7										-0.5										-8.2										1.2										-5.2										3.3										-2.2										0.5										-1.0										-3.4										-7.4										48.7										133.0										-0.5										-0.2										-1.6										-4.2										-1.6										-2.8										-3.3										-0.1										-7.9										0.2										19.7										-1.1										1.8										6.8

								TOTAL												0.2														2.0														1.6										-1.4										-4.2										1.9																						0.2																						0.2										-2.2										-0.7										0.0										-1.1										1.2										-2.0										-0.7										-2.0										-2.8										1.3										-3.3										-6.8										-0.3										116.8										-1.0										0.6										-0.7										-5.6										1.3										-0.1										-6.5										-0.1										1.6										-0.5										27.1										1.5										0.4										5.6



&L&Z&F&A

&C&P

Christina Beatty:
In 2002 Child Tax Credit was not available.  Therefore this variable (BENEF_BN)is more directly comparable with the BENEFBN2 for  2004 and 2006 which excludes CTB.



Charts for report

		Charts for report

						BENCHMARKED CIRC 2002-2008 BY PARTNERSHIP

				FIXED VERSION OF BENCHMARKED CIRC PEOPLE AND PLACE SCORES BY CLUSTER FROM[BENCHMARKED CHANGE]SHEET

						2002-2008

						PEOPLE		PLACE		TOTAL

		1		1 – Entrenched disadvantage		3.8		-2.9		1.0

		2		2 – Stable and homogenous		-7.4		0.9		-6.5

		3		3 – London		2.5		0.3		2.8

		4		4 – Diverse and relatively thriving		9.3		-2.5		6.8

		5		5 – Disadvantaged and socialised		3.7		1.6		5.3

						CHART PEOPLE AND PLACE COMPONENTS OF OVERALL CIR SCORE BY CLUSTER

				FIXED VERSION OF BENCHMARKED CIRC PEOPLE AND PLACE SCORES BY  PARTNERSHIP FROM[BENCHMARKED CHANGE]SHEET

				RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008

						CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		PEOPLE		PLACE		TOTAL						CHART PEOPLE AND PLACE COMPONENTS OF OVERALL CIR SCORE BY PARTNERSHIP

				1		4		Birmingham - Aston		18.2		4.1		22.3

				2		3		Hackney		9.3		12.9		22.2

				3		5		Sheffield		4.6		13.6		18.2

				4		3		Islington		5.3		9.5		14.9

				5		3		Haringey		0.6		13.6		14.2

				6		5		Plymouth		1.8		10.3		12.1

				7		2		Walsall		3.7		7.3		11.0

				8		3		Lambeth		5.7		4.8		10.5

				9		5		Newcastle		12.3		-2.1		10.2

				10		1		Nottingham		1.2		6.2		7.5

				11		2		Oldham		-10.2		16.7		6.5

				12		5		Manchester		7.7		-1.4		6.3

				13		3		Lewisham		11.6		-5.5		6.1

				14		4		Wolverhampton		2.9		2.2		5.0

				15		1		Knowsley		6.5		-2.7		3.8

				16		2		Middlesbrough		-5.1		8.6		3.5

				17		4		Bradford		8.7		-5.3		3.4

				18		3		Southwark		1.5		-1.6		-0.1

				19		1		Coventry		2.7		-3.2		-0.5

				20		2		Bristol		-6.5		5.1		-1.4

				21		3		Newham		3.4		-5.1		-1.7

				22		2		Derby		-0.8		-1.4		-2.2

				23		1		Liverpool		4.2		-6.4		-2.3

				24		2		Rochdale		-6.8		4.3		-2.5

				25		2		Salford		-3.6		0.9		-2.6

				26		4		Sandwell		7.5		-11.1		-3.6

				27		1		Doncaster		4.4		-8.2		-3.8

				28		2		Southampton		-7.5		2.8		-4.7

				29		2		Leicester		-7.9		2.5		-5.4

				30		5		Hull		0.8		-7.9		-7.1

				31		3		Brent		-2.3		-5.7		-8.0

				32		5		Sunderland		-5.2		-3.0		-8.2

				33		3		Tower Hamlets		-3.1		-6.1		-9.1

				34		2		Luton		-10.2		-0.9		-11.1

				35		2		Brighton		-14.0		-1.0		-15.0

				36		2		Hartlepool		-17.0		-2.7		-19.7

				37		3		Fulham		-7.1		-14.2		-21.3

				38		2		Norwich		-7.2		-15.0		-22.2

				39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		-10.4		-15.0		-25.4

				FIXED VERSION OF BENCHMARKED CIRC PEOPLE AND PLACE SCORES BY  PARTNERSHIP FROM[BENCHMARKED CHANGE]SHEET

										ACTUAL BENCHMARKED CIRC SCORE 2002-2008

				RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008						Composite scores - benchmarked relative change

										REVISED 36 CORE INDICATORS -2002-2008

						CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall CIRC				Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall CIRC

				1		4		Birmingham - Aston		6.0		7.2		4.9		0.6		1.7		1.9		22.3				27%		32%		22%		3%		8%		8%		100%		81%		19%

				2		3		Hackney		3.5		1.0		4.8		6.6		5.0		1.3		22.2				16%		5%		22%		30%		23%		6%		100%		42%		58%

				3		5		Sheffield		2.9		1.3		0.4		4.1		4.1		5.4		18.2				16%		7%		2%		22%		23%		30%		100%		25%		75%

				4		3		Islington		0.6		2.2		2.5		3.1		4.7		1.8		14.9				4%		15%		17%		21%		32%		12%		100%		36%		64%

				5		3		Haringey		-0.4		-0.0		1.0		7.3		5.1		1.2		14.2				-3%		-0%		7%		51%		36%		9%		100%		5%		95%

				6		5		Plymouth		1.3		-0.3		0.8		2.2		2.6		5.5		12.1				11%		-3%		7%		18%		21%		45%		100%		15%		85%

				7		2		Walsall		2.7		-1.2		2.3		-1.9		4.3		5.0		11.0				24%		-11%		20%		-18%		39%		45%		100%		34%		66%

				8		3		Lambeth		1.4		3.0		1.3		5.5		1.7		-2.3		10.5				13%		29%		12%		52%		16%		-22%		100%		54%		46%

				9		5		Newcastle		5.1		6.0		1.2		-2.4		-0.6		0.9		10.2

				10		1		Nottingham		-2.9		-0.9		5.0		5.9		-2.1		2.4		7.5

				11		2		Oldham		-2.6		-3.0		-4.6		6.7		5.2		4.8		6.5

				12		5		Manchester		4.1		3.9		-0.2		0.9		3.1		-5.4		6.3

				13		3		Lewisham		3.1		4.0		4.4		-2.7		-3.1		0.3		6.1

				14		4		Wolverhampton		-1.9		3.8		1.0		-2.3		4.0		0.5		5.0

				15		1		Knowsley		0.8		4.1		1.6		-1.8		-0.9		-0.1		3.8

				16		2		Middlesbrough		-4.0		1.4		-2.4		3.8		6.0		-1.2		3.5

				17		4		Bradford		4.0		4.3		0.3		-0.7		-2.6		-2.0		3.4

				18		3		Southwark		1.5		2.0		-2.0		2.5		-2.6		-1.5		-0.1

				19		1		Coventry		2.0		0.2		0.6		-1.7		-6.0		4.5		-0.5

				20		2		Bristol		-1.8		-7.2		2.4		3.1		1.9		0.2		-1.4

				21		3		Newham		-2.5		3.4		2.5		-2.7		0.5		-2.9		-1.7

				22		2		Derby		0.9		-3.9		2.2		0.6		-3.0		1.1		-2.2

				23		1		Liverpool		0.7		5.7		-2.2		0.6		-3.6		-3.4		-2.3

				24		2		Rochdale		-1.7		-4.0		-1.1		1.5		0.4		2.5		-2.5

				25		2		Salford		-0.6		0.1		-3.1		0.2		2.4		-1.7		-2.6

				26		4		Sandwell		3.1		3.4		1.0		-5.4		-3.1		-2.6		-3.6

				27		1		Doncaster		-0.2		0.5		4.1		-1.6		-6.7		0.1		-3.8

				28		2		Southampton		-0.8		-2.5		-4.2		-4.1		0.0		6.9		-4.7

				29		2		Leicester		-1.4		-3.6		-2.9		-0.1		1.1		1.5		-5.4

				30		5		Hull		0.8		5.0		-5.0		-3.2		-2.5		-2.2		-7.1

				31		3		Brent		-2.0		-1.1		0.8		-0.6		-2.8		-2.3		-8.0

				32		5		Sunderland		-2.4		-0.3		-2.4		-2.0		-1.1		0.1		-8.2

				33		3		Tower Hamlets		-1.6		-2.0		0.6		4.9		-4.3		-6.6		-9.1

				34		2		Luton		-0.2		-6.7		-3.2		-4.0		1.4		1.6		-11.1

				35		2		Brighton		-1.1		-8.7		-4.1		-0.2		1.5		-2.3		-15.0

				36		2		Hartlepool		-3.4		-7.0		-6.6		-0.1		-0.3		-2.2		-19.7

				37		3		Fulham		-6.7		-3.9		3.4		-5.0		-3.0		-6.2		-21.3

				38		2		Norwich		-1.4		-2.0		-3.8		-9.9		-2.5		-2.6		-22.2

				39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		-4.8		-4.2		-1.4		-7.2		-5.9		-1.9		-25.4

				PEOPLE vs PLACE

				PEOPLE vs PLACE

				2002-2008												2002-2006												2002-2004

				PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK

				4.5		14.5		19.0		12		3		1		1.2		-2.7		-1.5		16		25		21		-5.7		-5.6		-11.2		30		29		35

				12.6		3.7		16.3		2		15		2		6.8		-14.1		-7.3		6		37		28		10.0		-7.5		2.6		2		32		15

				6.8		9.0		15.8		7		7		3		-2.2		-6.9		-9.1		24		33		31		-5.7		-9.2		-15.0		32		36		36

				5.5		9.2		14.8		10		6		4		-3.8		-3.1		-6.9		28		26		27		-2.3		5.8		3.5		23		8		12

				4.1		8.8		12.9		14		8		5		-4.0		-3.7		-7.7		30		27		29		-3.1		-3.8		-6.9		27		25		30

				-2.5		14.7		12.2		25		2		6		-0.3		-4.0		-4.2		20		28		24		1.8		-9.2		-7.3		14		35		31

				12.6		-0.5		12.1		3		21		7		-1.7		6.2		4.4		23		11		15		-2.7		4.9		2.3		26		10		16

				-9.1		19.1		9.9		35		1		8		-4.7		7.9		3.2		32		8		17		-5.6		5.1		-0.5		29		9		21

				-1.0		10.5		9.5		20		4		9		11.6		-1.9		9.8		2		24		7		2.5		-3.0		-0.5		13		23		22

				-1.5		10.4		8.8		21		5		10		-2.7		-17.9		-20.6		25		39		39		8.1		-7.7		0.3		6		33		17

				3.7		5.0		8.7		15		12		11		-1.7		11.1		9.4		22		3		8		0.3		8.9		9.3		20		5		8

				8.1		-0.9		7.3		5		22		12		1.1		10.4		11.5		17		4		5		6.4		12.1		18.5		8		2		2

				12.6		-7.6		5.1		1		33		13		-5.6		4.2		-1.3		33		14		20		-2.5		6.5		4.1		25		7		10

				-2.1		6.9		4.8		24		9		14		1.5		-1.0		0.5		15		22		18		0.1		-0.0		0.1		21		20		18

				4.6		-0.2		4.5		11		20		15		3.6		4.2		7.8		11		15		10		7.3		9.4		16.7		7		4		3

				11.1		-7.4		3.8		4		32		16		-4.7		-0.1		-4.8		31		21		26		-8.4		3.6		-4.8		37		16		28

				-2.0		5.2		3.2		23		11		17		1.8		-11.6		-9.8		14		34		33		3.2		-6.4		-3.2		12		31		26

				-3.4		5.9		2.5		26		10		18		2.2		4.5		6.7		12		13		14		9.2		4.7		14.0		5		11		5

				6.1		-4.1		1.9		9		25		19		-3.9		7.4		3.4		29		10		16		-4.8		4.4		-0.4		28		14		20

				7.0		-5.8		1.1		6		29		20		17.2		-6.9		10.4		1		32		6		13.3		0.1		13.4		1		19		6

				-0.7		1.7		1.0		19		17		21		5.3		8.1		13.4		9		7		3		10.0		4.5		14.5		3		13		4

				-4.0		4.8		0.8		27		13		22		7.4		12.5		19.9		4		2		2		5.2		7.9		13.1		11		6		7

				6.5		-5.9		0.6		8		30		23		11.5		12.9		24.4		3		1		1		5.5		14.1		19.6		10		1		1

				-1.7		2.0		0.3		22		16		24		-3.4		-6.3		-9.6		27		31		32		-8.2		-8.7		-16.9		36		34		38

				-5.7		4.7		-1.0		30		14		25		-6.7		2.1		-4.6		35		18		25		-2.3		-3.5		-5.8		24		24		29

				3.4		-5.5		-2.2		16		27		26		-0.1		-12.2		-12.3		19		35		35		-10.2		-10.4		-20.6		38		38		39

				0.4		-5.3		-5.0		18		26		27		-5.9		3.1		-2.8		34		16		23		-8.2		-0.4		-8.6		35		21		33

				-5.7		0.4		-5.3		31		18		28		5.5		2.0		7.5		8		19		12		6.2		-6.1		0.0		9		30		19

				4.5		-12.0		-7.4		13		35		29		0.3		-12.8		-12.5		18		36		36		-5.7		-9.9		-15.6		31		37		37

				-6.9		-1.7		-8.6		33		24		30		-10.5		-4.5		-15.0		37		30		37		-7.9		-0.7		-8.6		33		22		32

				-9.3		0.2		-9.1		36		19		31		2.1		5.1		7.2		13		12		13		1.6		2.5		4.1		15		17		11

				-9.7		-1.4		-11.0		37		23		32		6.8		1.9		8.7		7		20		9		9.6		-3.9		5.8		4		26		9

				-5.0		-8.4		-13.4		28		34		33		-13.5		-1.7		-15.2		39		23		38		-12.3		11.3		-1.0		39		3		23

				0.4		-14.1		-13.7		17		37		34		-3.2		3.1		-0.1		26		17		19		-1.6		4.1		2.6		22		15		14

				-8.3		-6.1		-14.4		34		31		35		-7.4		-4.4		-11.8		36		29		34		0.9		-4.1		-3.2		19		27		24

				-11.7		-5.7		-17.4		38		28		36		-0.6		8.4		7.7		21		6		11		1.3		-4.5		-3.2		16		28		25

				-5.1		-14.1		-19.2		29		36		37		6.9		-15.2		-8.3		5		38		30		1.3		-11.7		-10.4		17		39		34

				-6.2		-14.9		-21.2		32		38		38		4.3		7.4		11.7		10		9		4		1.2		1.5		2.8		18		18		13

				-13.3		-15.0		-28.2		39		39		39		-10.8		8.6		-2.2		38		5		22		-8.0		4.7		-3.3		34		12		27
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FIXED SPSS DATA
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		Haringey

		Plymouth

		Walsall

		Lambeth

		Newcastle

		Nottingham

		Oldham

		Manchester

		Lewisham

		Wolverhampton

		Knowsley

		Middlesbrough

		Bradford

		Southwark

		Coventry

		Bristol

		Newham

		Derby

		Liverpool

		Rochdale

		Salford

		Sandwell

		Doncaster
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		Hull

		Brent

		Sunderland
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		Birmingham - Kings Norton
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12.0947592887
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10.2190089364
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6.4751091174

6.3292599096
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-14.9563540068

-19.681875228
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																Table ?: Key characteristics of NDC clusters

				Table 2: Ranking of Partnerships based on CIRC

																		Percentage of respondents

																		Non-white		Social rented sector		Live in a workless household*		No Qualifications**								Churner (3+ moves in last 5 years)

				Rank		NDC Partnership										Cluster														Liverpool		16

																1 – Entrenched disadvantage		13		59		55		36						Knowsley		7

				1		Birmingham - Aston										2 – Stable and homogenous		7		51		35		34						Nottingham		35

				2		Hackney										3 – London		47		67		38		26						Doncaster		17

				3		Sheffield										4 – Diverse and relatively thriving		57		39		39		40						Coventry		14

				4		Islington										5 – Disadvantaged and socialised		17		64		49		39								17.9		14

				5		Haringey																								Leicester		9

				6		Plymouth																								Walsall		4

				7		Walsall										All NDCs		24		57		41		33						Bristol		20

				8		Lambeth																								Middlesbrough		7

				9		Newcastle																								Southampton		9

				10		Nottingham										Comparator		23		42		32		28						Derby		8

				11		Oldham																								Oldham		9

				12		Manchester																								Salford		11

				13		Lewisham																								Rochdale		10

				14		Wolverhampton																								Luton		12

				15		Knowsley																								Birmingham KN		8

				16		Middlesbrough																								Brighton		11

				17		Bradford																								Norwich		9

				18		Southwark																								Hartlepool		13

				19		Coventry																										10.1

				20		Bristol																								Brent		10

				21		Newham																								Southwark		4

				22		Derby																								Islington		13

				23		Liverpool																								Lewisham		10

				24		Rochdale																								Hackney		10

				25		Salford																								Lambeth		16

				26		Sandwell																								Haringey		11

				27		Doncaster																								Newham		11

				28		Southampton																								Tower Hamlets		11

				29		Leicester																								Fulham		17

				30		Hull																										11.3

				31		Brent																								Bradford		7

				32		Sunderland																								Sandwell		5

				33		Tower Hamlets																								Birmingham A		5

				34		Luton																								Wolverhampton		8

				35		Brighton																										6.4

				36		Hartlepool																								Sheffield		9

				37		Fulham																								Newcastle		20

				38		Norwich																								Hull		10

				39		Birmingham - Kings Norton																								Plymouth		17

																														Manchester		9

																														Sunderland		16

																																13.5

																														Total		12





		ASSORTED CALCUALTIONS TO DO WITH FINAL CIRC REPORT

		ANALYSIS OF COMPOSITION OF OVERALL CIRC 2002-2008 FOR TOP AND BOTTOM 10 PARTNERSHIPS ON OVERALL CIRC

		FIXED COPY FROM [BENCHMARKED CHANGE ] SHEET

										PEOPLE vs PLACE														2002-2008

										2002-2008														Contribution to overall CIRC

		NDC ID		RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008		CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK				PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE

		NDC39		1		4		Birmingham - Aston		18.2		4.1		22.3		1		13		1				81%		19%		1

		NDC04		2		3		Hackney		9.3		12.9		22.2		4		4		2				42%		58%		2

		NDC22		3		5		Sheffield		4.6		13.6		18.2		11		2		3				25%		75%		3

		NDC30		4		3		Islington		5.3		9.5		14.9		10		6		4				36%		64%		4

		NDC33		5		3		Haringey		0.6		13.6		14.2		22		3		5				5%		95%		5

		NDC24		6		5		Plymouth		1.8		10.3		12.1		18		5		6				15%		85%		6

		NDC18		7		2		Walsall		3.7		7.3		11.0		14		8		7				34%		66%		7

		NDC38		8		3		Lambeth		5.7		4.8		10.5		9		11		8				54%		46%		8

		NDC09		9		5		Newcastle		12.3		-2.1		10.2		2		23		9				120%		-20%		9

		NDC02		10		1		Nottingham		1.2		6.2		7.5		20		9		10				17%		83%		10

		NDC25		11		2		Oldham		-10.2		16.7		6.5		36		1		11

		NDC17		12		5		Manchester		7.7		-1.4		6.3		6		20		12		ave for top 10		43%		57%

		NDC27		13		3		Lewisham		11.6		-5.5		6.1		3		30		13		ave for top 10 exc Newcastle		34%		66%

		NDC19		14		4		Wolverhampton		2.9		2.2		5.0		16		16		14

		NDC28		15		1		Knowsley		6.5		-2.7		3.8		8		25		15

		NDC08		16		2		Middlesbrough		-5.1		8.6		3.5		27		7		16

		NDC13		17		4		Bradford		8.7		-5.3		3.4		5		29		17

		NDC07		18		3		Southwark		1.5		-1.6		-0.1		19		22		18

		NDC37		19		1		Coventry		2.7		-3.2		-0.5		17		27		19

		NDC16		20		2		Bristol		-6.5		5.1		-1.4		29		10		20

		NDC06		21		3		Newham		3.4		-5.1		-1.7		15		28		21

		NDC36		22		2		Derby		-0.8		-1.4		-2.2		23		21		22

		NDC01		23		1		Liverpool		4.2		-6.4		-2.3		13		33		23

		NDC31		24		2		Rochdale		-6.8		4.3		-2.5		30		12		24

		NDC23		25		2		Salford		-3.6		0.9		-2.6		26		17		25

		NDC15		26		4		Sandwell		7.5		-11.1		-3.6		7		36		26

		NDC35		27		1		Doncaster		4.4		-8.2		-3.8		12		35		27		ave for bot  10		49%		51%

		NDC21		28		2		Southampton		-7.5		2.8		-4.7		33		14		28		ave for top 10 exc HULL		56%		44%

		NDC10		29		2		Leicester		-7.9		2.5		-5.4		34		15		29

		NDC14		30		5		Hull		0.8		-7.9		-7.1		21		34		30				-12%		112%		30

		NDC29		31		3		Brent		-2.3		-5.7		-8.0		24		31		31				29%		71%		31

		NDC20		32		5		Sunderland		-5.2		-3.0		-8.2		28		26		32				63%		37%		32

		NDC05		33		3		Tower Hamlets		-3.1		-6.1		-9.1		25		32		33				34%		66%		33

		NDC26		34		2		Luton		-10.2		-0.9		-11.1		35		18		34				92%		8%		34

		NDC11		35		2		Brighton		-14.0		-1.0		-15.0		38		19		35				93%		7%		35

		NDC32		36		2		Hartlepool		-17.0		-2.7		-19.7		39		24		36				86%		14%		36

		NDC34		37		3		Fulham		-7.1		-14.2		-21.3		31		37		37				33%		67%		37

		NDC03		38		2		Norwich		-7.2		-15.0		-22.2		32		38		38				32%		68%		38

		NDC12		39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		-10.4		-15.0		-25.4		37		39		39				41%		59%		39

		ANALYSIS OF CIRC SCORES VERSUS TENURE PROFILE OF AREAS

		KEEP SORTED BY TYPOLOGY

																																																																		PEOPLE vs PLACE

				RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008						CIRC Composite scores - benchmarked relative change														CIRC Composite scores - benchmarked relative change

										REVISED 36 CORE INDICATORS -2002-2008																																Tenure: Social renter (QHO2)												Tenure: Owner occupier (QHO2)												Composite scores - unbenchmarked relative change																				from [NDC Household Survey Sample summary 02-08.xls]

																								PEOPLE vs PLACE																																										PEOPLE vs PLACE																				MORI cross check of redevelopment/new build from Adrdress Point and via contact with Partnerships

																								2002-2008						2002-2006						2002-2004																														2002-2008						2002-2006						2002-2004																														Tenure: Private renter (QHO2)																						From [NDCs on IMD 2004.xls]

		Original order				CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		2002		2004		2006		2008		Change
02-08		Change
06-08		2002		2004		2006		2008		Change
02-08		Change
06-08		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		NDC number		NDC_DISTRICT		2006 Universe		2008 Universe		Gross change 2008-2006		Missing from Address Point 2006-08		New in Address Point 2006-2008		% new in Address Point		Demolitions (Partnership Data)		New (Partnership Data)		% new (Partnership Data)		2002		2004		2006		2008		Change
02-08		Change
06-08		Beginning people		Beginning place		Beginning tot		Rank beginning people		Rank beginning place		Rank beginning total		IMD score 2004		IMD rank 2004		Decile 2004		rank IMD		2002

		35		18		3		Southwark		1.5		2.0		-2.0		2.5		-2.6		-1.5		-0.1		1.5		-1.6		-0.1		7.4		12.5		19.9		5.2		7.9		13.1		90%		85%		83%		82%		-8%		-1%		6%		10%		12%		9%		3%		-3%		-6.9		-1.7		-8.6		-10.5		-4.5		-15.0		-7.9		-0.7		-8.6		49		SOUTHWARK		2868		2874		6		9		15		0.5%		0		0				4%		6%		5%		8%		4%		3%		14.6		-21.9		-7.4		4		39		31		39.87		4633		2		6		90%

		7		19		1		Coventry		2.0		0.2		0.6		-1.7		-6.0		4.5		-0.5		2.7		-3.2		-0.5		-0.1		-12.2		-12.3		-10.2		-10.4		-20.6		82%		77%		78%		80%		-2%		2%		16%		18%		19%		16%		0%		-3%		8.1		-0.9		7.3		1.1		10.4		11.5		6.4		12.1		18.5		19		COVENTRY		3123		2943		-180		197		17		0.6%								2%		3%		2%		5%		3%		3%		-22.6		-2.9		-25.5		38		29		37		62.12		754		1		33		82%

		15		30		5		Hull		0.8		5.0		-5.0		-3.2		-2.5		-2.2		-7.1		0.8		-7.9		-7.1		2.2		4.5		6.7		9.2		4.7		14.0		82%		78%		78%		74%		-8%		-4%		17%		20%		20%		24%		7%		4%		0.4		-14.1		-13.7		-3.2		3.1		-0.1		-1.6		4.1		2.6		28		HULL		2562		2597		35		2		37		1.4%		140		94		3.6%		1%		1%		1%		1%		0%		0%		-13.1		15.9		2.8		35		1		18		65.33		524		1		36		82%

		4		31		3		Brent		-2.0		-1.1		0.8		-0.6		-2.8		-2.3		-8.0		-2.3		-5.7		-8.0		5.3		8.1		13.4		10.0		4.5		14.5		78%		78%		75%		79%		1%		4%		14%		16%		15%		15%		1%		0%		-11.7		-5.7		-17.4		-0.6		8.4		7.7		1.3		-4.5		-3.2		41		BRENT		3197		3287		90		60		150		4.6%		0		30				7%		5%		7%		6%		-1%		-1%		8.2		1.2		9.3		7		17		7		46.55		2948		1		13		78%

		10		2		3		Hackney		3.5		1.0		4.8		6.6		5.0		1.3		22.2		9.3		12.9		22.2		4.3		7.4		11.7		1.2		1.5		2.8		77%		74%		68%		69%		-8%		1%		14%		14%		17%		13%		-1%		-4%		4.5		14.5		19.0		1.2		-2.7		-1.5		-5.7		-5.6		-11.2		43		HACKNEY		10478		11163		685		527		1212		10.9%		0		1146				9%		6%		13%		16%		7%		3%		1.7		-7.3		-5.6		20		33		28		50.18		2271		1		21		77%

		14		4		3		Islington		0.6		2.2		2.5		3.1		4.7		1.8		14.9		5.3		9.5		14.9		-0.6		8.4		7.7		1.3		-4.5		-3.2		75%		73%		72%		75%		0%		3%		15%		17%		17%		11%		-4%		-6%		-1.5		10.4		8.8		-2.7		-17.9		-20.6		8.1		-7.7		0.3		45		ISLINGTON		5012		5223		211		56		267		5.1%		0		0		0.0%		9%		10%		10%		12%		3%		2%		12.8		7.4		20.2		5		7		2		41.05		4289		2		7		75%

		29		6		5		Plymouth		1.3		-0.3		0.8		2.2		2.6		5.5		12.1		1.8		10.3		12.1		1.5		-1.0		0.5		0.1		-0.0		0.1		74%		75%		73%		69%		-5%		-4%		17%		17%		21%		22%		5%		1%		3.7		5.0		8.7		-1.7		11.1		9.4		0.3		8.9		9.3		16		PLYMOUTH		2472		2491		19		173		192		7.7%								9%		7%		5%		9%		0%		4%		-11.6		5.4		-6.2		34		9		29		57.57		1196		1		28		74%

		16		15		1		Knowsley		0.8		4.1		1.6		-1.8		-0.9		-0.1		3.8		6.5		-2.7		3.8		-3.2		3.1		-0.1		-1.6		4.1		2.6		73%		68%		62%		62%		-11%		0%		25%		28%		33%		32%		7%		-1%		12.6		-0.5		12.1		-1.7		6.2		4.4		-2.7		4.9		2.3		30		KNOWSLEY		3829		3750		-79		194		115		3.1%								2%		3%		2%		3%		1%		1%		-27.4		-1.4		-28.8		39		25		39		75.68		117		1		39		73%

		37		33		3		Tower Hamlets		-1.6		-2.0		0.6		4.9		-4.3		-6.6		-9.1		-3.1		-6.1		-9.1		-4.0		-3.7		-7.7		-3.1		-3.8		-6.9		68%		67%		66%		67%		-1%		1%		21%		21%		20%		18%		-3%		-2%		-8.3		-6.1		-14.4		-7.4		-4.4		-11.8		0.9		-4.1		-3.2		50		TOWER_HAMLETS		2631		2668		37		7		44		1.6%		0		311		11.7%		9%		12%		14%		15%		6%		1%		2.1		6.0		8.1		18		8		9		49.48		2402		1		18		68%

		18		29		2		Leicester		-1.4		-3.6		-2.9		-0.1		1.1		1.5		-5.4		-7.9		2.5		-5.4		-1.7		11.1		9.4		0.3		8.9		9.3		67%		63%		65%		61%		-6%		-4%		31%		34%		33%		34%		3%		1%		-4.0		4.8		0.8		7.4		12.5		19.9		5.2		7.9		13.1		24		LEICESTER		5263		5285		22		11		33		0.6%		0		0				2%		1%		1%		5%		3%		4%		-7.2		-2.9		-10.1		29		30		33		54.51		1528		1		25		67%

		2		39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		-4.8		-4.2		-1.4		-7.2		-5.9		-1.9		-25.4		-10.4		-15.0		-25.4		-3.4		-6.3		-9.6		-8.2		-8.7		-16.9		66%		60%		63%		63%		-3%		0%		32%		36%		35%		34%		2%		-1%		-6.2		-14.9		-21.2		4.3		7.4		11.7		1.2		1.5		2.8		17		KINGS_NORTON		4129		4165		36		13		49		1.2%		0		0		0.0%		2%		1%		1%		2%		0%		1%		-4.2		0.2		-4.0		26		23		27		49.35		2420		1		17		66%

		26		38		2		Norwich		-1.4		-2.0		-3.8		-9.9		-2.5		-2.6		-22.2		-7.2		-15.0		-22.2		-2.2		-6.9		-9.1		-5.7		-9.2		-15.0		65%		61%		59%		61%		-4%		2%		29%		36%		36%		33%		4%		-3%		-5.1		-14.1		-19.2		6.9		-15.2		-8.3		1.3		-11.7		-10.4		11		NORWICH		3230		3507		277		6		283		8.1%		0		0				5%		3%		5%		5%		0%		0%		0.1		1.8		1.9		22		16		21		42.75		3819		2		8		65%

		27		10		1		Nottingham		-2.9		-0.9		5.0		5.9		-2.1		2.4		7.5		1.2		6.2		7.5		1.2		-2.7		-1.5		-5.7		-5.6		-11.2		64%		57%		55%		52%		-12%		-3%		14%		16%		14%		13%		-1%		-1%		5.5		9.2		14.8		-3.8		-3.1		-6.9		-2.3		5.8		3.5		25		NOTTINGHAM		4267		4125		-142		308		166		4.0%		0		0		0.0%		22%		26%		29%		31%		9%		2%		-3.2		-20.9		-24.1		25		38		36		56.35		1334		1		27		64%

		22		12		5		Manchester		4.1		3.9		-0.2		0.9		3.1		-5.4		6.3		7.7		-1.4		6.3		-0.3		-4.0		-4.2		1.8		-9.2		-7.3		63%		58%		63%		65%		2%		2%		25%		27%		25%		22%		-3%		-3%		11.1		-7.4		3.8		-4.7		-0.1		-4.8		-8.4		3.6		-4.8		32		MANCHESTER		5122		5048		-74		259		185		3.7%		100		0		0.0%		11%		13%		11%		12%		1%		1%		-8.3		10.9		2.6		31		4		19		75.25		123		1		38		63%

		24		9		5		Newcastle		5.1		6.0		1.2		-2.4		-0.6		0.9		10.2		12.3		-2.1		10.2		17.2		-6.9		10.4		13.3		0.1		13.4		62%		62%		61%		60%		-2%		-1%		12%		13%		16%		17%		5%		1%		12.6		-7.6		5.1		-5.6		4.2		-1.3		-2.5		6.5		4.1		38		NEWCASTLE		4826		4797		-29		73		44		0.9%		280		0				24%		24%		22%		23%		-1%		1%		-16.7		9.3		-7.4		37		6		32		63.14		680		1		35		62%

		5		35		2		Brighton		-1.1		-8.7		-4.1		-0.2		1.5		-2.3		-15.0		-14.0		-1.0		-15.0		-10.5		-4.5		-15.0		-7.9		-0.7		-8.6		61%		60%		61%		62%		1%		1%		33%		32%		32%		30%		-3%		-2%		-9.3		0.2		-9.1		2.1		5.1		7.2		1.6		2.5		4.1		13		BRIGHTON		6950		6984		34		9		43		0.6%		0		0				6%		6%		6%		6%		0%		0%		1.7		5.0		6.7		21		11		12		47.75		2720		1		16		61%

		11		37		3		Fulham		-6.7		-3.9		3.4		-5.0		-3.0		-6.2		-21.3		-7.1		-14.2		-21.3		-7.4		-4.4		-11.8		0.9		-4.1		-3.2		60%		62%		57%		64%		4%		7%		23%		22%		16%		16%		-7%		0%		-13.3		-15.0		-28.2		-10.8		8.6		-2.2		-8.0		4.7		-3.3		42		FULHAM		3790		3791		1		69		70		1.8%		0		49		1.3%		16%		15%		25%		20%		4%		-5%		23.2		15.2		38.4		1		2		1		33.15		6913		3		1		60%

		19		13		3		Lewisham		3.1		4.0		4.4		-2.7		-3.1		0.3		6.1		11.6		-5.5		6.1		6.8		1.9		8.7		9.6		-3.9		5.8		59%		57%		55%		55%		-4%		0%		29%		30%		35%		29%		0%		-6%		3.4		-5.5		-2.2		-0.1		-12.2		-12.3		-10.2		-10.4		-20.6		47		LEWISHAM		3841		3859		18		106		124		3.2%		69		21		0.5%		12%		12%		9%		13%		1%		4%		11.5		5.3		16.9		6		10		3		35.98		5868		2		2		59%

		17		8		3		Lambeth		1.4		3.0		1.3		5.5		1.7		-2.3		10.5		5.7		4.8		10.5		3.6		4.2		7.8		7.3		9.4		16.7		57%		58%		57%		60%		3%		3%		30%		29%		28%		30%		0%		2%		-2.0		5.2		3.2		1.8		-11.6		-9.8		3.2		-6.4		-3.2		46		LAMBETH		3163		3200		37		10		47		1.5%		1		0				12%		13%		14%		10%		-2%		-4%		17.8		-3.7		14.1		2		31		5		38.67		5024		2		5		57%

		25		21		3		Newham		-2.5		3.4		2.5		-2.7		0.5		-2.9		-1.7		3.4		-5.1		-1.7		5.5		2.0		7.5		6.2		-6.1		0.0		57%		53%		52%		54%		-3%		2%		31%		34%		33%		31%		0%		-2%		0.4		-5.3		-5.0		-5.9		3.1		-2.8		-8.2		-0.4		-8.6		48		NEWHAM		3840		3997		157		70		227		5.7%								12%		13%		14%		14%		2%		0%		6.7		0.5		7.2		12		20		10		43.13		3713		2		9		57%

		33		3		5		Sheffield		2.9		1.3		0.4		4.1		4.1		5.4		18.2		4.6		13.6		18.2		11.5		12.9		24.4		5.5		14.1		19.6		55%		51%		49%		47%		-8%		-2%		35%		39%		40%		40%		5%		0%		4.1		8.8		12.9		-4.0		-3.7		-7.7		-3.1		-3.8		-6.9		29		SHEFFIELD		4222		4240		18		42		60		1.4%		0		0				8%		9%		9%		11%		3%		2%		-6.2		3.9		-2.3		27		13		24		57.86		1163		1		29		55%

		12		5		3		Haringey		-0.4		-0.0		1.0		7.3		5.1		1.2		14.2		0.6		13.6		14.2		2.1		5.1		7.2		1.6		2.5		4.1		55%		52%		45%		60%		5%		15%		36%		37%		36%		28%		-8%		-8%		-2.5		14.7		12.2		-0.3		-4.0		-4.2		1.8		-9.2		-7.3		44		HARINGEY		4373		4399		26		16		42		1.0%		0		0				8%		9%		17%		10%		2%		-7%		7.9		-0.7		7.2		8		24		11		47.28		2805		1		15		55%

		34		28		2		Southampton		-0.8		-2.5		-4.2		-4.1		0.0		6.9		-4.7		-7.5		2.8		-4.7		-4.7		7.9		3.2		-5.6		5.1		-0.5		55%		49%		50%		51%		-4%		1%		42%		46%		47%		45%		3%		-2%		-5.7		4.7		-1.0		-6.7		2.1		-4.6		-2.3		-3.5		-5.8		14		SOUTHAMPTON		4401		4419		18		9		27		0.6%		0		0		0.0%		2%		2%		1%		3%		1%		2%		15.8		0.5		16.2		3		21		4		37.08		5524		2		3		55%

		21		34		2		Luton		-0.2		-6.7		-3.2		-4.0		1.4		1.6		-11.1		-10.2		-0.9		-11.1		-6.7		2.1		-4.6		-2.3		-3.5		-5.8		54%		51%		53%		51%		-3%		-2%		41%		42%		40%		40%		-1%		0%		-5.7		0.4		-5.3		5.5		2.0		7.5		6.2		-6.1		0.0		12		LUTON		3195		3192		-3		7		4		0.1%		1		0				5%		5%		6%		8%		3%		2%		6.3		-8.5		-2.2		13		34		23		38.06		5207		2		4		54%

		38		7		2		Walsall		2.7		-1.2		2.3		-1.9		4.3		5.0		11.0		3.7		7.3		11.0		1.1		10.4		11.5		6.4		12.1		18.5		50%		46%		47%		48%		-2%		1%		46%		49%		47%		47%		1%		0%		6.8		9.0		15.8		-2.2		-6.9		-9.1		-5.7		-9.2		-15.0		21		WALSALL		4785		4820		35		115		150		3.1%		23		233		4.8%		3%		4%		5%		5%		2%		0%		0.1		3.1		3.2		23		14		17		43.22		3689		2		10		50%

		36		32		5		Sunderland		-2.4		-0.3		-2.4		-2.0		-1.1		0.1		-8.2		-5.2		-3.0		-8.2		0.3		-12.8		-12.5		-5.7		-9.9		-15.6		49%		52%		52%		49%		0%		-3%		31%		33%		34%		34%		3%		0%		-5.0		-8.4		-13.4		-13.5		-1.7		-15.2		-12.3		11.3		-1.0		39		SUNDERLAND		4589		4794		205		52		257		5.4%								17%		15%		13%		16%		-1%		3%		-8.4		12.0		3.6		32		3		16		58.74		1070		1		31		49%

		6		20		2		Bristol		-1.8		-7.2		2.4		3.1		1.9		0.2		-1.4		-6.5		5.1		-1.4		-3.9		7.4		3.4		-4.8		4.4		-0.4		48%		46%		43%		43%		-5%		0%		40%		41%		43%		39%		-1%		-4%		-2.1		6.9		4.8		1.5		-1.0		0.5		0.1		-0.0		0.1		15		BRISTOL		3171		3430		259		34		293		8.5%		0		350				11%		12%		13%		18%		7%		5%		7.8		-5.4		2.4		10		32		20		49.76		2349		1		19		48%

		31		25		2		Salford		-0.6		0.1		-3.1		0.2		2.4		-1.7		-2.6		-3.6		0.9		-2.6		-5.9		3.1		-2.8		-8.2		-0.4		-8.6		48%		44%		41%		48%		0%		7%		40%		42%		42%		41%		1%		-1%		-0.7		1.7		1.0		5.3		8.1		13.4		10.0		4.5		14.5		35		SALFORD		4091		4314		223		126		349		8.1%		0		25		0.6%		11%		12%		16%		9%		-2%		-7%		7.0		-2.2		4.8		11		27		15		52.58		1836		1		23		48%

		1		1		4		Birmingham - Aston		6.0		7.2		4.9		0.6		1.7		1.9		22.3		18.2		4.1		22.3		6.8		-14.1		-7.3		10.0		-7.5		2.6		46%		38%		40%		37%		-9%		-3%		44%		50%		46%		48%		4%		2%		12.6		3.7		16.3		6.8		-14.1		-7.3		10.0		-7.5		2.6		18		ASTON		6222		6018		-204		281		77		1.3%		0		0				9%		10%		13%		13%		4%		0%		-6.9		0.7		-6.2		28		19		30		58.12		1134		1		30		46%

		8		22		2		Derby		0.9		-3.9		2.2		0.6		-3.0		1.1		-2.2		-0.8		-1.4		-2.2		-4.7		-0.1		-4.8		-8.4		3.6		-4.8		46%		45%		45%		40%		-6%		-5%		50%		50%		52%		54%		4%		2%		4.6		-0.2		4.5		3.6		4.2		7.8		7.3		9.4		16.7		23		DERBY		3880		3886		6		6		12		0.3%		0		0				4%		4%		3%		4%		0%		1%		3.9		2.1		6.0		15		15		13		49.81		2341		1		20		46%

		30		24		2		Rochdale		-1.7		-4.0		-1.1		1.5		0.4		2.5		-2.5		-6.8		4.3		-2.5		-5.6		4.2		-1.3		-2.5		6.5		4.1		45%		40%		40%		44%		-1%		4%		49%		53%		52%		47%		-2%		-5%		-3.4		5.9		2.5		2.2		4.5		6.7		9.2		4.7		14.0		34		ROCHDALE		4015		3940		-75		127		52		1.3%		20		24				6%		6%		6%		8%		2%		2%		7.9		1.1		9.0		9		18		8		43.4		3650		2		11		45%

		28		11		2		Oldham		-2.6		-3.0		-4.6		6.7		5.2		4.8		6.5		-10.2		16.7		6.5		-10.8		8.6		-2.2		-8.0		4.7		-3.3		44%		44%		44%		43%		-1%		-1%		47%		47%		45%		47%		0%		2%		-9.1		19.1		9.9		-4.7		7.9		3.2		-5.6		5.1		-0.5		33		OLDHAM		4291		4120		-171		183		12		0.3%		0		0		0.0%		9%		8%		11%		10%		1%		-1%		3.1		-14.4		-11.3		16		37		34		51.82		1950		1		22		44%

		23		16		2		Middlesbrough		-4.0		1.4		-2.4		3.8		6.0		-1.2		3.5		-5.1		8.6		3.5		-1.7		6.2		4.4		-2.7		4.9		2.3		43%		40%		35%		36%		-7%		1%		45%		48%		52%		54%		9%		2%		-1.0		10.5		9.5		11.6		-1.9		9.8		2.5		-3.0		-0.5		37		MIDDLESBROUGH		3571		3378		-193		316		123		3.6%		113		64		1.9%		11%		12%		12%		9%		-2%		-3%		2.3		-1.8		0.5		17		26		22		55.55		1426		1		26		43%

		20		23		1		Liverpool		0.7		5.7		-2.2		0.6		-3.6		-3.4		-2.3		4.2		-6.4		-2.3		11.6		-1.9		9.8		2.5		-3.0		-0.5		40%		34%		34%		35%		-5%		1%		36%		41%		42%		37%		1%		-5%		6.1		-4.1		1.9		-3.9		7.4		3.4		-4.8		4.4		-0.4		31		LIVERPOOL		5225		5017		-208		274		66		1.3%		0		0				24%		24%		23%		26%		2%		3%		-10.8		-11.5		-22.3		33		35		35		70.11		277		1		37		40%

		32		26		4		Sandwell		3.1		3.4		1.0		-5.4		-3.1		-2.6		-3.6		7.5		-11.1		-3.6		6.9		-15.2		-8.3		1.3		-11.7		-10.4		39%		37%		33%		35%		-4%		2%		54%		56%		60%		56%		2%		-4%		4.5		-12.0		-7.4		0.3		-12.8		-12.5		-5.7		-9.9		-15.6		20		SANDWELL		4886		4848		-38		239		201		4.1%		30		35				7%		6%		5%		8%		1%		3%		2.0		10.0		12.1		19		5		6		45.88		3080		1		12		39%

		9		27		1		Doncaster		-0.2		0.5		4.1		-1.6		-6.7		0.1		-3.8		4.4		-8.2		-3.8		-3.8		-3.1		-6.9		-2.3		5.8		3.5		37%		36%		42%		44%		7%		2%		36%		40%		36%		34%		-2%		-2%		7.0		-5.8		1.1		17.2		-6.9		10.4		13.3		0.1		13.4		27		DONCASTER		4645		4543		-102		206		104		2.3%						0.0%		27%		22%		20%		20%		-7%		0%		-13.6		-14.0		-27.6		36		36		38		62.32		740		1		34		37%

		3		17		4		Bradford		4.0		4.3		0.3		-0.7		-2.6		-2.0		3.4		8.7		-5.3		3.4		1.8		-11.6		-9.8		3.2		-6.4		-3.2		36%		36%		34%		39%		3%		5%		45%		44%		44%		40%		-5%		-4%		6.5		-5.9		0.6		11.5		12.9		24.4		5.5		14.1		19.6		26		BRADFORD		4735		4777		42		98		140		2.9%		0		0				19%		19%		21%		20%		1%		-1%		-8.2		4.3		-3.9		30		12		26		61.06		838		1		32		36%

		39		14		4		Wolverhampton		-1.9		3.8		1.0		-2.3		4.0		0.5		5.0		2.9		2.2		5.0		-2.7		-17.9		-20.6		8.1		-7.7		0.3		35%		33%		36%		33%		-2%		-3%		49%		54%		52%		53%		4%		1%		-1.7		2.0		0.3		-3.4		-6.3		-9.6		-8.2		-8.7		-16.9		22		WOLVERHAMPTON		4648		4669		21		84		105		2.2%		0		415				14%		12%		11%		13%		-1%		2%		4.7		0.3		5.0		14		22		14		47.03		2849		1		14		35%

		13		36		2		Hartlepool		-3.4		-7.0		-6.6		-0.1		-0.3		-2.2		-19.7		-17.0		-2.7		-19.7		-13.5		-1.7		-15.2		-12.3		11.3		-1.0		27%		29%		30%		30%		3%		0%		50%		49%		43%		43%		-7%		0%		-9.7		-1.4		-11.0		6.8		1.9		8.7		9.6		-3.9		5.8		36		HARTLEPOOL		4569		4294		-275		384		109		2.5%		87 (+ 9 PCs)		19				23%		22%		27%		26%		3%		-1%		-1.0		-2.6		-3.6		24		28		25		53.21		1736		1		24		27%

																				CORRELATIONS BASED ON CIRC																				NDC TOT		57%		55%		54%		55%		-2%		1%		32%		34%		34%		33%		1%		-1%																						NDC Total		168107		168852		745		4758		5503		3.3%				2816		4.6%																																		57%

																								2002-2008						2002-2006						2002-2004						tot vs ss housing												tot vs o occ housing																																																																																				tot vs ss housing

																										people vs place						people vs place						people vs place				2002		2004		2006		2008		Change
02-08		Change
06-08		2002		2004		2006		2008		Change
02-08		Change
06-08																								correlation with % change Soc housing								(0.15)		(0.11)																																-0.8800907089								2002

																				tot vs peopl				0.73		0.09				0.61		-0.01				0.71		0.07		CIRC02-08		0.05		0.02		-0.02		-0.03		-0.27		-0.03		-0.10		-0.10		-0.04		-0.05		0.14		-0.07																								correl with place circ 2002-08										0.09																																0.0174325146								0.05

																				tot vs place				0.75						0.78						0.75				PEOP02-08		0.12		0.08		0.06		0.06		-0.22		-0.02		-0.23		-0.20		-0.14		-0.17		0.20		-0.15																								correl with place circ 2002-06										0.03																																-0.6959027254								0.12

																																								PLAC02-08		-0.04		-0.05		-0.09		-0.09		-0.18		-0.02		0.08		0.06		0.08		0.09		0.02		0.03																								correl with place circ 2002-04										-0.19																																								-0.04

																				1 – Entrenched disadvantage						0.92						0.92						0.91		PEOP02-04		0.17		0.17		0.16		0.15		-0.10		-0.02		-0.26		-0.22		-0.20		-0.18		0.22		0.07																																																																										0.17

																				2 – Stable and homogenous						0.40						0.00						0.36		PLAC02-04		-0.03		-0.01		-0.03		-0.05		-0.04		-0.05		0.10		0.08		0.07		0.12		0.10		0.26																																																																										-0.03

																				3 – London						0.28						-0.07						0.13		CIRC02-04		0.09		0.10		0.08		0.07		-0.09		-0.05		-0.10		-0.09		-0.08		-0.03		0.21		0.23																																																																										0.09

																				4 – Diverse and relatively thriving						-0.90						-0.45						0.77		PEOP02-06		0.24		0.20		0.17		0.15		-0.31		-0.07		-0.37		-0.32		-0.24		-0.26		0.35		-0.12																																																																										0.24

																				5 – Disadvantaged and socialised						-0.39						-0.19						-0.85		PLAC02-06		0.31		0.29		0.25		0.27		-0.18		0.07		-0.17		-0.17		-0.15		-0.15		0.05		-0.02																																																																										0.31

																																								CIRC02-06		0.39		0.36		0.30		0.31		-0.34		0.01		-0.36		-0.34		-0.27		-0.28		0.25		-0.09																																																																										0.39

																				Change over time																				NOTE: in original circ note the lables for 02-04 and 04-06 were in the wrong order (CIRC,PEeople, place instead of people, place Circ). These have now been corrected

																										People		Place		Tot

																						2002-2008 vs 2002-2006				0.76		0.49		0.49

																						2002-2008 vs 2002-2004				0.69		0.45		0.44

																						2002-2004 vs 2002-2006				0.75		0.77		0.74

																				CORRELATIONS BASED ON ABSOLUTE RELATIVE CHANGE

																								2002-2008						2002-2006						2002-2004

																										people vs place						people vs place						people vs place

																				tot vs peopl				0.65		0.05				0.61		-0.01				0.71		0.07

																				tot vs place				0.79						0.78						0.75

																				1 – Entrenched disadvantage						0.36						0.59						0.67

																				2 – Stable and homogenous						0.24						-0.07						-0.10

																				3 – London						0.25						-0.13						-0.36

																				4 – Diverse and relatively thriving						-0.91						-0.99						0.21

																				5 – Disadvantaged and socialised						-0.58						0.12						0.38

																				Change over time

																										People		Place		Tot

																						2002-2008 vs 2002-2006				0.17		-0.08		-0.01

																						2002-2008 vs 2002-2004				0.02		-0.14		0.08

																						2002-2004 vs 2002-2006				0.75		0.77		0.74
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		FIXED VERSION OF CHANGE IN RANKS FOR 36 CORE INDICATORS BETWEEN NEW AND OLD INDEX

		SEE BLOCK TO THE RIGHT STARTING COLUMN ER WHICH REORDERS INDICATORS INTO ALL BEGINNING POINT AND ALL END POINT

		6th APRIL BELOW CHECKS THE RANKS ON OLD VERSION OF INDEX VERSU NEW VERSION

										pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		neg		neg		pos		pos		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		pos		pos		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		pos		pos		neg		neg		pos		pos		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		neg		pos		pos		neg		neg		pos		pos		pos		pos		neg		neg		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos		pos																																																																																																																														Linked version of ranks separated into blocks of beginning and end																																																																																																																																																		No of indicators in top ten or bottom ten rankings

										Rank position for each indicator																																																																																																																																																																				Rankings based on expanded 36 core indicators																												CHANGE IN RANKS from beginning point to end point																																																																																																Rank position for each indicator - start period																																																																								Rank position for each indicator - end period

										SDRC- secondary and admin data												MORI  Household Survey data												SDRC- secondary and admin data																												MORI Household Survey data																																												SDRC- secondary and admin data																																																																																																SDRC- secondary and admin data												SDRC- secondary and admin data				MORI Household Survey data																						SDRC- secondary and admin data																																				SUMMARY CHANGE IN RANKS																						SDRC- secondary and admin data						MORI  Household Survey data										MORI Household Survey data

										Education Indicators																								Worklessness and Finance																																												Health																								Crime																								Housing and Physical environment																								Community																																																				Education Indicators												Worklessness and Finance												Health												Crime												Housing and Physical environment												Community																																				Education Indicators												Worklessness and Finance												Health												Crime												Housing and Physical environment												Community												Education Indicators												Worklessness and Finance												Health												Crime												Housing and Physical environment												Community														BEGINNING						END						CHANGE

		SDRC NDC ID		NDC Name		Local Authority		NDC Short Name		Key Stage 2 2002 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key Stage 2 2007- KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key stage 3 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key stage 3 2007 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2005 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2006		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2008		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2008		% unemployed WPLS  - 1999		% unemployed WPLS  - 2000		% unemployed WPLS  - 2001		% unemployed WPLS  - 2002		% unemployed WPLS  - 2003		% unemployed WPLS  - 2004		% unemployed WPLS  - 2008		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 1999		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2000		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2001		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2002		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2003		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2004		% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2008		Employment rate Working age all hh 2002		Employment rate Working age all hh 2006		% of households with income less than £200 per week 2002		% of households with income less than £200 per week 2006		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence) 2002		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2006		Workless households (all of working age) 2002		Workless households (all of working age) 2006		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2002		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2006		% residents who smoke 2002		% residents who smoke 2006		% residents feel own health not good 2002		% residents feel own health not good 2006		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2006		Heath is worse than a year ago 2002		Heath is worse than a year ago 2006		Satisfied with doctor 2002		Satisfied with doctor 2006		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2002		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2006		Recorded Burglary per 1000 properties in 2000-01		Recorded Burglary per 1000 properties in 2004-05		Recorded Theft per 1000 population in 2000-01		Recorded Theft per 1000 population in 2004-05		Recorded total crime rate per 1000 population in 2000-01		Recorded total crime rate per 1000 population in 2004-05		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2006		Fear of crime index 2002		Fear of crime index 2006		% trapped 2002		% trapped 2006		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2002		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2006		% want to move 2002		% want to move 2006		% satisfied with accommodation 2002		% satisfied with accommodation 2006		area improved over past 2 years 2002		area improved over past 2 years 2006		Problems with local Environment Index 2002		Problems with local Environment Index 2006		% feel part of the community 2002		% feel part of the community 2006		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2002		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2006		% think NDC has improved the area 2002		% think NDC has improved the area 2006		% quality of life good 2002		% quality of life good 2006		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2006		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2006		sum of rank in base year		sum of rank in final year		sum of rank education base		sum of rank education final		sum of rank Worklessness and Finance base		sum of rank Worklessness and Finance end		sum of rank Health base		sum of rank Health end		sum of rank Crime base		sum of rank Crime end		sum of rank Housing and Physical environment base		sum of rank Housing and Physical environment end		sum of rank Community base		sum of rank Community end		Key Stage 2  - 5 KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key stage 3  - 05 KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4  - 05 KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		% No qualifications, working age respondents		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp.		% Needs to improve basic skills?		% unemployed WPLS		% work limiting illness WPLS		Employment rate Working age all hh		% of households with income less than £100 per week		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence)		Workless households (all of working age)		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time		% residents who smoke		% residents feel own health not good		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index		Heath is worse than a year ago		Satisfied with doctor		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark		Recorded Burglary per 1000 properties		Recorded Theft per 1000 population		Recorded total crime rate per 1000 population		Lawlessness and dereliction score		Fear of crime index		% satisfied with  state of repair of home		% satisfied with area as a place to live		% want to move		% satisfied with accommodation		area improved over past 2 years		Problems with local Environment Index		% feel part of the community		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other		% think NDC has improved the area		% quality of life good		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area		% involved in activities organised by NDC		sum of change over 2 indicies		DOWN		SAME		UP		TOT				DOWN		SAME		UP		TOT				NDC Short Name		Key Stage 2 2002 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key stage 3 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002		% unemployed WPLS  - 1999		% work limiting illness WPLS - 1999		Employment rate Working age all hh 2002		% of households with income less than £100 per week 2002		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence) 2002		Workless households (all of working age) 2002		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2002		% residents who smoke 2002		% residents feel own health not good 2002		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002		Heath is worse than a year ago 2002		Satisfied with doctor 2002		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2002		Recorded Burglary per 1000 properties in 2000-01		Recorded Theft per 1000 population in 2000-01		Recorded total crime rate per 1000 population in 2000-01		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002		Fear of crime index 2002		% satisfied with  state of repair of home 2002		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2002		% want to move 2002		% satisfied with accommodation 2002		area improved over past 2 years 2002		Problems with local Environment Index 2002		% feel part of the community 2002		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2002		% think NDC has improved the area 2002		% quality of life good 2002		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002		Key Stage 2 2005 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		Key stage 3 2005 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		Key Stage 4 2005 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2006		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2006		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2006		% unemployed WPLS  - 2005		% work limiting illness WPLS - 2005		Employment rate Working age all hh 2006		% of households with income less than £100 per week 2006		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2006		Workless households (all of working age) 2006		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2006		% residents who smoke 2006		% residents feel own health not good 2006		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2006		Heath is worse than a year ago 2006		Satisfied with doctor 2006		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2006		Recorded Burglary per 1000 properties in 2004-05		Recorded Theft per 1000 population in 2004-05		Recorded total crime rate per 1000 population in 2004-05		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2006		Fear of crime index 2006		% satisfied with  state of repair of home 2006		% satisfied with area as a place to live 2006		% want to move 2006		% satisfied with accommodation 2006		area improved over past 2 years 2006		Problems with local Environment Index 2006		% feel part of the community 2006		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2006		% think NDC has improved the area 2006		% quality of life good 2006		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2006		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2006				TOP 10		BOT 10				TOP 10		BOT 10				TOP 10		BOT 10

		NDC39		Aston NDC		Birmingham		Birmingham - Aston		0		-12		0		16		-1		-7		0		6		0		11		0		-19		-1		-2		-3		-3		1		-2		-1		-5		-6		-5		0		0		0		2		-2		6		0		23		0		16		0		9		0		9		0		-2		0		-2		0		14		0		3		0		3		0		9		-4		3		5		-1		6		-2		0		-2		0		-29		0		-15		0		5		0		-6		0		-14		0		7		0		-8		0		6		0		13		0		19		0		9		0		17		0		10		-2		96		-1		-5		-8		55		0		25		7		-22		0		-31		0		74		12		-16		6		-6		-11		19		0		-7		-8		-23		-16		-9		-9		2		2		-14		-3		-3		-9		-7		6		8		2		29		15		-5		6		14		-7		8		-6		-13		-19		-9		-17		-10		164		4		1		-5		0														Birmingham - Aston		0		0		-1		0		0		0		-1		-5		-2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-4		5		6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-12		16		-7		6		11		-19		-1		2		6		23		16		9		9		-2		-2		14		3		3		9		3		-1		-2		-2		-29		-15		5		-6		-14		7		-8		6		13		19		9		17		10				1		0				0		-4				-1		-4

		NDC12		Kings Norton NDC		Birmingham		Birmingham - Kings Norton		1		-21		0		3		0		-11		0		5		0		5		0		-7		-1		-3		0		-3		-2		-4		-3		1		2		1		-6		-3		-3		-5		0		-19		0		0		0		-6		0		1		0		9		0		-2		0		-6		0		-23		0		-7		0		-1		0		-2		2		-23		6		-18		15		-9		0		-10		0		-13		0		-19		0		-9		0		-14		0		-10		0		-14		0		-2		0		-6		0		2		0		-11		0		-11		0		6		0		24		24		-227		1		-26		0		-32		0		-30		23		-75		0		-68		0		4		22		-3		11		-5		-5		7		2		6		19		0		6		-1		-9		2		6		23		7		1		2		25		24		24		10		13		19		9		14		10		14		2		6		-2		11		11		-6		-24		-379		-6		0		6		0														Birmingham - Kings Norton		1		0		0		0		0		0		-1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		2		6		15		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-21		3		-11		5		5		-7		-3		-5		-19		0		-6		1		9		-2		-6		-23		-7		-1		-2		-23		-18		-9		-10		-13		-19		-9		-14		-10		-14		-2		-6		2		-11		-11		6		24				0		0				-5		11				-5		11

		NDC13		Little Horton NDC		Bradford		Bradford		-3		-2		3		9		1		-3		0		-4		0		6		0		1		1		2		-1		-1		-2		2		-6		-1		-5		-3		1		-1		-1		3		1		14		0		-2		0		-1		0		5		0		-9		0		-7		0		9		0		0		0		4		0		-8		0		-10		3		-10		-10		-1		-22		-15		0		-18		0		-5		0		-3		0		0		0		-15		0		0		0		-23		0		-19		0		-5		0		-9		0		-3		0		12		0		-2		0		-5		-27		-122		1		7		1		13		0		-11		-29		-59		0		-60		0		-12		-1		-6		4		4		-6		-1		7		-4		-13		2		1		-5		9		7		-9		0		-4		8		10		13		-9		-7		18		5		3		0		15		0		23		19		5		9		3		-12		2		5		-361		-9		2		7		0														Bradford		-3		3		1		0		0		0		1		-1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		-10		-22		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		9		-3		-4		6		1		-6		3		14		-2		-1		5		-9		-7		9		0		4		-8		-10		-10		-1		-15		-18		-5		-3		0		-15		0		-23		-19		-5		-9		-3		12		-2		-5				-1		-1				-5		5				-4		6

		NDC29		South Kilburn NDC		Brent		Brent		0		17		0		-9		1		-2		0		-1		0		-25		0		-11		-3		-2		-5		-5		-4		-4		-7		-2		2		3		3		-1		-3		-5		-2		-4		0		-2		0		-4		0		-3		0		-11		0		-12		0		-10		0		-13		0		-17		0		7		0		-6		3		-5		31		30		31		29		0		-21		0		-10		0		-1		0		-7		0		-1		0		0		0		3		0		-16		0		-6		0		2		0		-10		0		-7		0		-5		0		-7		59		-150		1		-31		-7		-25		0		-56		65		17		0		-22		0		-33		-17		9		3		1		25		11		4		3		2		2		4		3		11		12		10		13		17		-7		6		8		1		2		21		10		1		7		1		0		-3		16		6		-2		10		7		5		7		-80		-9		1		8		0														Brent		0		0		1		0		0		0		-3		-2		-2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		31		31		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		17		-9		-2		-1		-25		-11		-7		-5		-4		-2		-4		-3		-11		-12		-10		-13		-17		7		-6		-5		30		29		-21		-10		-1		-7		-1		0		3		-16		-6		2		-10		-7		-5		-7				2		-1				-4		2				-6		3

		NDC11		East Brighton NDC		Brighton and Hove		Brighton		0		4		0		-12		-1		-9		0		-1		0		-23		0		-2		0		0		0		0		0		-3		-1		-1		-1		-2		0		-1		0		-6		-1		-18		0		3		0		-1		0		-9		0		-11		0		4		0		7		0		-6		0		7		0		-8		0		2		-15		-2		-22		-29		-11		2		0		1		0		4		0		-5		0		5		0		5		0		10		0		7		0		2		0		2		0		8		0		1		0		2		0		7		0		-21		-51		-81		-1		-43		-2		-32		0		-7		-48		-22		0		24		0		-1		-4		12		8		1		23		2		1		5		17		-3		1		9		11		-4		-7		6		-7		8		-2		-13		7		-13		-1		-4		5		-5		-5		-10		-7		-2		-2		-8		-1		-2		-7		21		-373		-4		1		3		0														Brighton		0		0		-1		0		0		0		0		-1		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-15		-22		-11		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		-12		-9		-1		-23		-2		-1		-6		-18		3		-1		-9		-11		4		7		-6		7		-8		2		-2		-29		2		1		4		-5		5		5		10		7		2		2		8		1		2		7		-21				-2		1				-3		2				-1		1

		NDC16		Barton Hill NDC		Bristol		Bristol		4		-11		1		-18		0		12		0		1		0		-4		0		-6		4		2		1		1		5		2		6		7		6		4		2		4		6		4		0		-1		0		-6		0		1		0		-2		0		8		0		3		0		-3		0		0		0		0		0		2		0		4		13		19		8		22		-5		6		0		5		0		6		0		7		0		-4		0		-13		0		-9		0		12		0		-6		0		-8		0		0		0		9		0		-10		0		-1		0		15		32		40		5		-26		11		2		0		10		16		62		0		-13		0		5		15		19		-12		-1		4		6		-2		3		1		6		-1		2		-8		-3		3		0		0		-2		-4		-6		-14		-11		-5		-6		-7		4		13		9		-12		6		8		0		-9		10		1		-15		241		-4		2		2		0														Bristol		4		1		0		0		0		0		4		7		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		13		8		-5		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-11		-18		12		1		-4		-6		6		4		-1		-6		1		-2		8		3		-3		0		0		2		4		19		22		6		5		6		7		-4		-13		-9		12		-6		-8		0		9		-10		-1		15				0		-1				2		-2				2		-1

		NDC37		WEHM NDC		Coventry		Coventry		-1		14		0		2		0		1		0		-8		0		-1		0		17		1		0		-2		1		-3		2		-4		-2		-1		-1		-3		-1		0		0		-1		-5		0		-11		0		0		0		1		0		2		0		0		0		1		0		-4		0		-15		0		-3		0		-5		-2		1		4		-11		22		3		0		-2		0		-8		0		-1		0		2		0		0		0		10		0		17		0		9		0		13		0		2		0		7		0		2		0		7		0		12		21		45		-1		25		-2		-19		0		-19		24		-22		0		37		0		43		-15		-2		-1		8		1		-17		5		-2		4		11		0		-1		-2		0		-1		4		15		3		5		-3		15		19		2		8		1		-2		0		-10		-17		-9		-13		-2		-7		-2		-7		-12		166		1		6		-7		0														Coventry		-1		0		0		0		0		0		1		-2		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		4		22		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		14		2		1		-8		-1		17		-4		0		-5		-11		0		1		2		0		1		-4		-15		-3		-5		1		-11		3		-2		-8		-1		2		0		10		17		9		13		2		7		2		7		12				0		0				1		0				1		0

		NDC36		Derwent NDC		Derby		Derby		0		-22		0		2		0		3		0		0		0		18		0		2		2		1		-1		-2		3		0		-2		2		4		2		2		1		0		-3		-1		3		0		10		0		12		0		2		0		19		0		3		0		4		0		12		0		20		0		-16		0		7		10		8		-10		-18		-4		-18		0		5		0		-6		0		-23		0		5		0		-8		0		0		0		3		0		-3		0		-1		0		4		0		-13		0		9		0		18		0		7		-1		43		0		3		3		22		0		42		-4		-22		0		-26		0		24		22		-2		-3		0		-18		-2		4		5		-4		-10		-12		-2		-19		-3		-4		-12		-20		16		-7		2		8		14		-5		6		23		-5		8		0		-3		3		1		-4		13		-9		-18		-7		92		0		-2		2		0														Derby		0		0		0		0		0		0		2		2		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		10		-10		-4		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-22		2		3		0		18		2		-2		-3		3		10		12		2		19		3		4		12		20		-16		7		8		-18		-18		5		-6		-23		5		-8		0		3		-3		-1		4		-13		9		18		7				-1		-1				2		0				3		1

		NDC35		Doncaster Central NDC		Doncaster		Doncaster		0		-6		2		-6		0		4		0		-2		0		14		0		-5		0		0		0		0		1		1		5		-1		-2		-1		0		0		2		0		2		-2		0		3		0		7		0		-5		0		1		0		-1		0		6		0		2		0		5		0		24		0		15		-3		-2		-9		-5		-29		-14		0		-2		0		12		0		9		0		-3		0		-10		0		-5		0		-5		0		1		0		6		0		-2		0		2		0		-1		0		-2		0		2		-38		40		2		-1		1		8		0		37		-41		4		0		-13		0		5		6		8		-4		2		-14		5		-5		-1		4		-3		-7		5		-1		1		-6		-2		-5		-24		-15		-1		-4		-15		2		-12		-9		3		10		5		5		-1		-6		2		-2		1		2		-2		-71		1		0		-1		0														Doncaster		0		2		0		0		0		0		0		-1		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-3		-9		-29		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-6		-6		4		-2		14		-5		5		0		-2		3		7		-5		1		-1		6		2		5		24		15		-2		-5		-14		-2		12		9		-3		-10		-5		-5		1		6		-2		2		-1		-2		2				-1		1				2		-2				3		-3

		NDC04		Shoreditch Our Way NDC		Hackney		Hackney		1		5		-2		3		2		-1		0		1		0		-9		0		21		0		-3		-2		1		-3		-1		0		1		1		2		2		1		0		-1		5		12		0		2		0		1		0		1		0		7		0		5		0		12		0		4		0		-7		0		15		0		2		-25		4		31		29		6		12		0		13		0		20		0		22		0		11		0		6		0		-1		0		3		0		8		0		2		0		-8		0		8		0		9		0		2		0		30		19		243		1		20		6		15		0		36		12		80		0		49		0		43		-4		-5		3		-1		9		-21		0		2		-7		-2		-1		-1		-7		-5		-12		-4		7		-15		-2		-29		2		-6		-13		-20		-22		-11		-6		1		-3		-8		-2		8		-8		-9		-2		-30		560		6		0		-6		0														Hackney		1		-2		2		0		0		0		0		1		5		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-25		31		6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		5		3		-1		1		-9		21		0		-1		12		2		1		1		7		5		12		4		-7		15		2		4		29		12		13		20		22		11		6		-1		3		8		2		-8		8		9		2		30				0		-1				11		-7				11		-6

		NDC34		North Fulham NDC		Hammersmith and Fulham		Fulham		0		-11		0		3		-1		-3		0		3		0		18		0		-25		-5		-1		-2		-1		-4		-1		1		2		0		1		4		-1		-1		1		0		-14		0		-25		0		-7		0		-7		0		27		0		4		0		-2		0		18		0		4		0		-16		0		-2		3		7		22		1		13		0		0		-3		0		1		0		23		0		2		0		3		0		-7		0		-17		0		-6		0		-1		0		1		0		-17		0		-5		0		22		0		1		34		-28		-1		-15		-3		-51		0		35		38		4		0		-2		0		1		11		-3		2		-3		-18		25		-6		1		14		25		7		7		-27		-4		2		-18		-4		16		2		-4		21		13		3		-1		-23		-2		-3		7		17		6		1		-1		17		5		-22		-1		74		-10		2		8		0														Fulham		0		0		-1		0		0		0		-5		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		22		13		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-11		3		-3		3		18		-25		1		1		-14		-25		-7		-7		27		4		-2		18		4		-16		-2		7		1		0		-3		1		23		2		3		-7		-17		-6		-1		1		-17		-5		22		1				2		0				-6		-4				-8		-4

		NDC33		Seven Sisters NDC		Haringey		Haringey		0		25		0		0		0		8		0		-21		0		-26		0		15		-4		-1		-3		-3		-3		-9		2		0		0		0		-1		0		-1		2		2		-13		0		2		0		-16		0		-8		0		-10		0		7		0		-8		0		29		0		-1		0		22		0		24		-8		3		29		33		26		19		0		19		0		23		0		-12		0		18		0		9		0		6		0		6		0		19		0		21		0		-4		0		4		0		15		0		-11		0		-8		45		193		0		1		-2		-31		0		39		47		121		0		46		0		17		-25		0		-8		21		26		-15		-6		-2		15		-2		16		8		10		-7		8		-29		1		-22		-24		-11		-4		7		-19		-23		12		-18		-9		-6		-6		-19		-21		4		-4		-15		11		8		545		5		-1		-4		0														Haringey		0		0		0		0		0		0		-4		0		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-8		29		26		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		25		0		8		-21		-26		15		2		2		-13		2		-16		-8		-10		7		-8		29		-1		22		24		3		33		19		19		23		-12		18		9		6		6		19		21		-4		4		15		-11		-8				2		-1				4		-4				2		-3

		NDC32		West Central Hartlepool NDC		Hartlepool		Hartlepool		1		3		-2		2		0		1		0		-7		0		25		0		-6		1		4		2		6		-1		3		-5		1		1		0		0		0		0		-1		0		-5		0		0		0		2		0		-12		0		-7		0		-6		0		3		0		11		0		0		0		8		0		-11		-2		-4		-7		2		-3		4		0		0		0		-3		0		1		0		5		0		-3		0		8		0		4		0		5		0		2		0		-1		0		-5		0		3		0		-14		0		1		-11		0		-1		18		2		-21		0		9		-12		-12		0		20		0		-14		-2		-4		-1		7		-25		6		6		2		5		0		-2		12		7		6		-3		-11		0		-8		11		2		-9		-7		0		3		-1		-5		3		-8		-4		-5		-2		1		5		-3		14		-1		-29		-4		-1		5		0														Hartlepool		1		-2		0		0		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		-7		-3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		2		1		-7		25		-6		-5		-1		-5		0		2		-12		-7		-6		3		11		0		8		-11		-4		2		4		0		-3		1		5		-3		8		4		5		2		-1		-5		3		-14		1				0		0				3		3				3		3

		NDC30		Finsbury NDC		Islington		Islington		0		-5		-1		-9		3		-10		0		7		0		-8		0		27		-8		-9		-5		-8		-6		-7		-1		-2		-3		-2		-4		-2		-2		-3		9		10		0		-5		0		4		0		3		0		3		0		-3		0		0		0		13		0		-8		0		19		0		3		8		2		-5		-3		-11		-1		0		4		0		-13		0		15		0		2		0		12		0		5		0		1		0		6		0		13		0		-1		0		6		0		-8		0		2		0		3		-7		82		2		2		-1		8		0		24		-8		-8		0		41		0		15		5		8		13		-7		8		-27		-7		1		-1		5		-4		-3		-3		3		0		-13		8		-19		-3		6		-2		-10		-4		13		-15		-2		-12		-5		-1		-6		-13		1		-6		8		-2		-3		88		1		1		-2		0														Islington		0		-1		3		0		0		0		-8		-2		9		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		8		-5		-11		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-5		-9		-10		7		-8		27		-1		-3		10		-5		4		3		3		-3		0		13		-8		19		3		2		-3		-1		4		-13		15		2		12		5		1		6		13		-1		6		-8		2		3				-1		0				3		-1				4		-1

		NDC14		Preston Road NDC		Kingston upon Hull		Hull		1		-10		0		10		0		-3		0		4		0		4		0		-11		0		0		1		4		0		1		5		0		0		3		0		1		1		-1		-3		3		0		11		0		0		0		1		0		10		0		-3		0		-2		0		-9		0		-2		0		-13		0		-6		17		13		1		15		26		19		0		-18		0		-11		0		-19		0		-12		0		-6		0		3		0		-11		0		-13		0		-32		0		2		0		-8		0		-5		0		-14		0		-12		42		-121		1		-6		-3		19		0		-19		44		12		0		-58		0		-69		11		-10		3		-4		-4		11		-5		1		-6		-11		0		-1		-10		3		2		9		2		13		6		4		-14		7		18		11		19		12		6		-3		11		13		32		-2		8		5		14		12		-63		-9		2		7		0														Hull		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		17		1		26		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-10		10		-3		4		4		-11		5		-1		3		11		0		1		10		-3		-2		-9		-2		-13		-6		13		15		19		-18		-11		-19		-12		-6		3		-11		-13		-32		2		-8		-5		-14		-12				0		-1				-8		-1				-8		0

		NDC28		North Huyton NDC		Knowsley		Knowsley		-1		13		-1		3		0		-2		0		2		0		2		0		-7		-6		-1		-1		-1		3		2		-3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-5		-5		0		5		0		0		0		-1		0		1		0		3		0		-2		0		-4		0		1		0		14		0		-12		-2		10		1		-10		-7		4		0		-9		0		-6		0		-6		0		-11		0		5		0		-3		0		-4		0		-9		0		-12		0		8		0		-10		0		-16		0		3		0		-7		-21		-65		-2		11		-11		-4		0		13		-8		-23		0		-28		0		-34		-14		-4		2		-2		-2		7		-3		0		0		-5		0		1		-1		-3		2		4		-1		-14		12		-12		11		-11		9		6		6		11		-5		3		4		9		12		-8		10		16		-3		7		-212		-3		-1		4		0														Knowsley		-1		-1		0		0		0		0		-6		0		-5		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		1		-7		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		13		3		-2		2		2		-7		-3		0		-5		5		0		-1		1		3		-2		-4		1		14		-12		10		-10		4		-9		-6		-6		-11		5		-3		-4		-9		-12		8		-10		-16		3		-7				0		1				0		7				0		6

		NDC38		Clapham Park NDC		Lambeth		Lambeth		2		-14		-3		-10		0		1		0		-2		0		19		0		0		1		1		0		-1		1		1		6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-1		1		0		-2		0		1		0		-1		0		-3		0		7		0		0		0		-18		0		-9		0		19		0		9		-15		-1		18		16		8		12		0		7		0		4		0		2		0		0		0		5		0		0		0		-14		0		6		0		-14		0		4		0		-2		0		9		0		2		0		-32		10		8		-1		-6		0		5		0		-4		11		47		0		-1		0		-33		16		7		-1		2		-19		0		-5		0		-2		2		-1		1		3		-7		0		18		9		-19		-9		-14		2		-4		-7		-4		-2		0		-5		0		14		-6		14		-4		2		-9		-2		32		58		-1		2		-1		0														Lambeth		2		-3		0		0		0		0		1		0		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-15		18		8		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-14		-10		1		-2		19		0		6		0		1		-2		1		-1		-3		7		0		-18		-9		19		9		-1		16		12		7		4		2		0		5		0		-14		6		-14		4		-2		9		2		-32				1		0				3		0				2		0

		NDC10		Braunstone NDC		Leicester		Leicester		0		-4		0		3		0		-1		0		-9		0		-4		0		-4		1		-1		-1		1		1		-2		3		2		3		4		2		3		0		-2		-4		1		0		-14		0		4		0		-3		0		-18		0		-5		0		-6		0		-13		0		-21		0		6		0		-5		-7		11		-22		-7		-6		10		0		-26		0		-5		0		-11		0		4		0		1		0		0		0		-25		0		-15		0		9		0		-13		0		-18		0		-1		0		-17		0		-15		-36		-210		0		-19		-1		-11		0		-57		-35		-22		0		-46		0		-55		4		-3		1		9		4		4		-2		4		-5		14		-4		3		18		5		6		13		21		-6		5		-18		-15		-16		26		5		11		-4		-1		0		25		15		-9		13		18		1		17		15		-554		-8		0		8		0														Leicester		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		-4		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-7		-22		-6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-4		3		-1		-9		-4		-4		3		-2		1		-14		4		-3		-18		-5		-6		-13		-21		6		-5		11		-7		10		-26		-5		-11		4		1		0		-25		-15		9		-13		-18		-1		-17		-15				0		2				-8		6				-8		4

		NDC27		New Cross Gate NDC		Lewisham		Lewisham		0		-10		4		4		0		0		0		0		0		-23		0		25		-1		1		2		0		0		-2		13		-1		1		1		-1		1		0		2		1		10		0		-1		0		7		0		12		0		-1		0		5		0		3		0		0		0		2		0		-11		0		-21		-1		0		12		27		12		24		0		-8		0		-9		0		5		0		-16		0		1		0		-13		0		-18		0		-20		0		10		0		-1		0		-7		0		-4		0		22		0		0		26		9		4		-4		-1		43		0		-2		23		13		0		-61		0		20		10		0		0		0		23		-25		-14		-3		-9		1		-7		-12		1		-5		-3		0		-2		11		21		-1		-15		-12		8		9		-5		16		-1		13		18		20		-10		1		7		4		-22		0		125		1		-1		0		0														Lewisham		0		4		0		0		0		0		-1		-1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-1		12		12		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-10		4		0		0		-23		25		13		2		10		-1		7		12		-1		5		3		0		2		-11		-21		0		27		24		-8		-9		5		-16		1		-13		-18		-20		10		-1		-7		-4		22		0				2		0				6		1				4		1

		NDC01		Kensington NDC		Liverpool		Liverpool		-3		5		1		-14		-3		-10		0		-1		0		11		0		-10		-1		2		1		-3		0		0		3		0		-1		-1		-1		0		0		1		-2		-2		0		0		0		-12		0		-6		0		-18		0		-10		0		4		0		-15		0		16		0		-21		0		-4		3		1		-19		-23		-28		-27		0		-2		0		-5		0		7		0		-1		0		-2		0		3		0		16		0		0		0		6		0		-8		0		0		0		-23		0		-6		0		6		-52		-141		-5		-19		-3		-16		0		-44		-44		-60		0		23		0		-25		-8		15		7		1		-11		10		-4		-1		0		0		12		6		18		10		-4		15		-16		21		4		2		4		-1		2		5		-7		1		2		-3		-16		0		-6		8		0		23		6		-6		-493		-6		-1		7		0														Liverpool		-3		1		-3		0		0		0		-1		0		-2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		-19		-28		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		5		-14		-10		-1		11		-10		3		1		-2		0		-12		-6		-18		-10		4		-15		16		-21		-4		1		-23		-27		-2		-5		7		-1		-2		3		16		0		6		-8		0		-23		-6		6				-2		1				-3		3				-1		2

		NDC26		Marsh Farm NDC		Luton		Luton		-2		9		0		2		0		9		0		2		0		-9		0		-1		6		4		3		4		2		3		0		0		1		-1		0		0		-1		-4		3		8		0		4		0		-2		0		5		0		-7		0		-1		0		7		0		-6		0		2		0		-15		0		4		-19		-15		-3		1		-11		-19		0		-4		0		-2		0		-3		0		-10		0		1		0		6		0		15		0		-5		0		5		0		-11		0		-1		0		-10		0		1		0		14		-26		-30		-2		12		9		11		0		-20		-33		-35		0		4		0		-2		-11		-2		-9		-2		9		1		6		4		-5		-4		2		-5		7		1		-7		6		-2		15		-4		-4		-4		8		4		2		3		10		-1		-6		-15		5		-5		11		1		10		-1		-14		-149		-5		1		4		0														Luton		-2		0		0		0		0		0		6		0		3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-19		-3		-11		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		9		2		9		2		-9		-1		0		-4		8		4		-2		5		-7		-1		7		-6		2		-15		4		-15		1		-19		-4		-2		-3		-10		1		6		15		-5		5		-11		-1		-10		1		14				1		3				0		1				-1		-2

		NDC17		Beswick & Openshaw NDC		Manchester		Manchester		-1		-3		-1		7		0		12		0		15		0		19		0		2		6		9		5		5		4		6		2		0		0		1		1		2		1		3		-3		19		0		18		0		11		0		7		0		7		0		3		0		7		0		10		0		0		0		0		0		5		-2		10		-5		-14		20		5		0		11		0		4		0		1		0		5		0		-3		0		5		0		1		0		11		0		1		0		3		0		14		0		1		0		-14		0		-1		14		184		-2		52		3		60		0		27		13		21		0		20		0		4		2		-8		-12		-15		-19		-2		4		-3		-22		-18		-11		-7		-7		-3		-7		-10		0		0		-5		-12		9		15		-11		-4		-1		-5		3		-5		-1		-11		-1		-3		-14		-1		14		1		458		10		0		-10		0														Manchester		-1		-1		0		0		0		0		6		0		-3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		-5		20		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-3		7		12		15		19		2		2		3		19		18		11		7		7		3		7		10		0		0		5		10		-14		5		11		4		1		5		-3		5		1		11		1		3		14		1		-14		-1				1		0				1		-5				0		-5

		NDC08		West Middlesbrough NDC		Middlesbrough		Middlesbrough		1		13		0		-16		0		0		0		1		0		1		0		10		-3		-3		2		0		-1		0		-10		-1		0		-1		-3		1		-3		-1		-5		2		0		-5		0		6		0		1		0		-5		0		4		0		-4		0		7		0		-1		0		0		0		1		11		16		11		8		-1		23		0		13		0		3		0		5		0		3		0		1		0		0		0		11		0		14		0		-8		0		2		0		-1		0		23		0		-18		0		-13		13		86		1		9		-9		-7		0		1		21		64		0		34		0		-15		-12		16		0		-1		-1		-10		7		0		-7		5		-6		-1		5		-4		4		-7		1		0		-1		-5		3		-24		-13		-3		-5		-3		-1		0		-11		-14		8		-2		1		-23		18		13		216		4		0		-4		0														Middlesbrough		1		0		0		0		0		0		-3		-1		-5		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		11		11		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		13		-16		0		1		1		10		-10		-1		2		-5		6		1		-5		4		-4		7		-1		0		1		16		8		23		13		3		5		3		1		0		11		14		-8		2		-1		23		-18		-13				0		-2				6		-2				6		0

		NDC09		West Gate NDC		Newcastle upon Tyne		Newcastle		0		3		0		5		0		12		0		0		0		3		0		-13		3		2		3		2		5		4		8		3		2		2		2		2		3		7		3		-3		0		-11		0		-6		0		0		0		2		0		1		0		-8		0		-10		0		-6		0		5		0		6		11		-10		-25		-20		-18		-24		0		8		0		1		0		-3		0		7		0		-6		0		3		0		8		0		4		0		-2		0		1		0		16		0		14		0		-13		0		-16		-23		-37		0		10		9		-5		0		-16		-32		-39		0		13		0		0		-3		-5		-12		0		-3		13		-5		-4		6		11		6		0		-2		-1		8		10		6		-5		-6		21		-5		6		-8		-1		3		-7		6		-3		-8		-4		2		-1		-16		-14		13		16		-139		3		1		-4		0														Newcastle		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		3		3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		11		-25		-18		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		5		12		0		3		-13		8		7		-3		-11		-6		0		2		1		-8		-10		-6		5		6		-10		-20		-24		8		1		-3		7		-6		3		8		4		-2		1		16		14		-13		-16				-1		1				1		5				2		4

		NDC06		West Ham & Plaistow NDC		Newham		Newham		1		2		0		15		1		-8		0		4		0		-19		0		7		-1		-2		-2		-2		-4		-1		1		-3		-1		1		3		1		0		0		7		0		0		-2		0		-4		0		2		0		7		0		-2		0		6		0		-25		0		9		0		0		0		-5		5		-20		3		6		0		-10		0		0		0		0		0		2		0		-1		0		8		0		10		0		-17		0		-9		0		12		0		0		0		-8		0		-12		0		-2		0		-7		13		-60		2		1		3		-3		0		-5		8		-29		0		-7		0		-17		-1		-15		9		-4		19		-7		-2		-3		7		2		4		-2		-7		2		-6		25		-9		0		5		25		-3		10		0		0		-2		1		-8		-10		17		9		-12		0		8		12		2		7		-75		1		-1		0		0														Newham		1		0		1		0		0		0		-1		-3		7		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		5		3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		2		15		-8		4		-19		7		1		0		0		-2		-4		2		7		-2		6		-25		9		0		-5		-20		6		-10		0		0		2		-1		8		10		-17		-9		12		0		-8		-12		-2		-7				0		0				-2		0				-2		0

		NDC03		NELM NDC		Norwich		Norwich		0		-3		0		-10		0		-11		0		0		0		-10		0		-3		-3		0		0		0		0		0		-2		0		1		2		0		1		0		-3		-11		-11		0		-3		0		4		0		-12		0		-3		0		-1		0		-2		0		9		0		0		0		-6		0		-4		-2		-34		-25		-24		-13		-3		0		-19		0		-1		0		0		0		-6		0		1		0		3		0		-2		0		0		0		0		0		-7		0		-4		0		-19		0		6		0		-3		-54		-183		0		-37		-14		-27		0		-3		-40		-85		0		-4		0		-27		3		10		11		0		10		3		-1		3		0		3		-4		12		3		1		2		-9		0		6		4		32		-1		-10		19		1		0		6		-1		-3		2		0		0		7		4		19		-6		3		-578		-11		2		9		0														Norwich		0		0		0		0		0		0		-3		0		-11		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		-25		-13		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-3		-10		-11		0		-10		-3		-2		-3		-11		-3		4		-12		-3		-1		-2		9		0		-6		-4		-34		-24		-3		-19		-1		0		-6		1		3		-2		0		0		-7		-4		-19		6		-3				-2		0				-6		4				-4		4

		NDC02		Radford NDC		Nottingham		Nottingham		2		1		-1		6		-5		-1		0		-5		0		8		0		18		1		-1		0		0		5		6		1		-1		-1		1		2		0		3		4		0		2		0		0		0		-8		0		-1		0		11		0		-3		0		3		0		20		0		4		0		-18		0		0		-1		2		2		8		-4		-3		0		7		0		12		0		6		0		1		0		3		0		20		0		-3		0		14		0		0		0		0		0		-11		0		13		0		-23		0		1		-7		89		-4		27		0		-2		0		17		-3		26		0		41		0		-20		1		-7		-4		5		-8		-18		0		-5		-2		0		8		1		-11		3		-3		-20		-4		18		0		-3		-6		-1		-7		-12		-6		-1		-3		-20		3		-14		0		0		11		-13		23		-1		165		5		4		-9		0														Nottingham		2		-1		-5		0		0		0		1		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-1		2		-4		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		6		-1		-5		8		18		1		4		2		0		-8		-1		11		-3		3		20		4		-18		0		2		8		-3		7		12		6		1		3		20		-3		14		0		0		-11		13		-23		1				0		-1				2		-4				2		-3

		NDC25		Hathershaw and Fitton Hill NDC		Oldham		Oldham		0		2		-1		2		1		-16		0		-3		0		-6		0		-3		0		2		0		5		4		1		-8		0		0		0		-1		0		-1		-3		-1		-7		0		-7		0		-1		0		2		0		0		0		5		0		-2		0		-6		0		6		0		16		0		-6		-4		8		-8		9		-3		13		0		13		0		19		0		11		0		7		0		4		0		-8		0		8		0		8		0		5		0		1		0		15		0		-2		0		-6		0		4		-16		74		0		-24		-1		-24		0		19		-15		56		0		30		0		17		-2		-3		17		3		6		3		8		3		6		7		1		-2		0		-5		2		6		-6		-16		6		-12		-17		-16		-13		-19		-11		-7		-4		8		-8		-8		-5		-1		-15		2		6		-4		94		-1		-1		2		0														Oldham		0		-1		1		0		0		0		0		0		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-4		-8		-3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		2		2		-16		-3		-6		-3		-8		-3		-7		-7		-1		2		0		5		-2		-6		6		16		-6		8		9		13		13		19		11		7		4		-8		8		8		5		1		15		-2		-6		4				0		0				2		-3				2		-3

		NDC24		Devonport NDC		Plymouth		Plymouth		0		9		-1		13		1		22		0		17		0		-6		0		-5		4		0		-3		-2		-2		-5		6		1		1		3		-1		0		0		-1		2		-1		0		12		0		4		0		1		0		-17		0		-1		0		-6		0		7		0		-3		0		3		0		3		0		-14		-16		-9		-14		-11		0		14		0		3		0		1		0		14		0		9		0		-2		0		23		0		11		0		-4		0		8		0		16		0		22		0		-3		0		10		-23		145		0		50		7		21		0		-17		-30		-14		0		56		0		49		-9		-14		-21		-17		6		5		-2		2		3		-12		-4		-1		17		1		6		-7		3		-3		-3		14		-7		-3		-14		-3		-1		-14		-9		2		-23		-11		4		-8		-16		-22		3		-10		189		6		2		-8		0														Plymouth		0		-1		1		0		0		0		4		1		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-16		-14		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		9		13		22		17		-6		-5		6		-1		-1		12		4		1		-17		-1		-6		7		-3		3		3		-14		-9		-11		14		3		1		14		9		-2		23		11		-4		8		16		22		-3		10				-2		0				5		-5				7		-5

		NDC31		Heart of Heywood NDC		Rochdale		Rochdale		-2		-6		1		7		-1		-4		0		-5		0		-15		0		6		-2		0		3		-1		1		0		-15		-2		0		0		1		-1		-3		-1		0		3		0		-3		0		-1		0		-4		0		10		0		1		0		-5		0		3		0		0		0		-10		0		-6		-10		-5		-2		3		4		26		0		8		0		14		0		1		0		-8		0		1		0		-16		0		-6		0		19		0		6		0		-2		0		-3		0		-12		0		13		0		-3		-14		-9		-2		-17		-4		-21		0		-1		-8		40		0		-9		0		-1		4		-6		3		5		15		-6		13		-1		-3		3		1		4		-10		-1		5		-3		0		10		6		-5		-5		-22		-8		-14		-1		8		-1		16		6		-19		-6		2		3		12		-13		3		-74		-2		0		2		0														Rochdale		-2		1		-1		0		0		0		-2		-2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-10		-2		4		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-6		7		-4		-5		-15		6		-15		-1		3		-3		-1		-4		10		1		-5		3		0		-10		-6		-5		3		26		8		14		1		-8		1		-16		-6		19		6		-2		-3		-12		13		-3				0		1				3		1				3		0

		NDC23		Charlestown and Lower Kersal NDC		Salford		Salford		1		-7		-1		3		1		26		0		-10		0		-11		0		16		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-1		-1		1		1		-1		3		1		-3		0		15		0		-3		0		3		0		-18		0		5		0		-9		0		-6		0		13		0		12		0		7		13		25		15		17		15		-1		0		17		0		16		0		-5		0		6		0		-8		0		-18		0		5		0		8		0		-7		0		-12		0		4		0		18		0		-17		0		4		45		88		1		17		1		15		0		-3		43		81		0		-12		0		-10		8		-4		-25		10		11		-16		0		-3		4		-15		3		-3		18		-5		9		6		-13		-12		-7		-12		-2		16		-17		-16		5		-6		8		18		-5		-8		7		12		-4		-18		17		-4		355		-3		3		0		0														Salford		1		-1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		13		15		15		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-7		3		26		-10		-11		16		0		3		-3		15		-3		3		-18		5		-9		-6		13		12		7		25		17		-1		17		16		-5		6		-8		-18		5		8		-7		-12		4		18		-17		4				1		-3				0		-3				-1		0

		NDC15		Greets Green NDC		Sandwell		Sandwell		-1		14		1		-1		1		0		0		6		0		10		0		-29		0		1		2		3		1		0		-2		2		-1		0		-1		-2		-1		1		2		12		0		5		0		8		0		2		0		12		0		-3		0		-7		0		-12		0		-12		0		-27		0		-17		7		7		16		-28		7		-27		0		-9		0		-12		0		13		0		-15		0		-5		0		-8		0		5		0		-32		0		-9		0		11		0		2		0		-2		0		27		0		6		35		-116		1		0		4		26		0		-49		30		-86		0		-42		0		35		-15		2		1		-6		-10		29		2		1		-10		-5		-8		-2		-12		3		7		12		12		27		17		0		44		34		9		12		-13		15		5		8		-5		32		9		-11		-2		2		-27		-6		-90		-11		4		7		0														Sandwell		-1		1		1		0		0		0		0		2		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		7		16		7		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		14		-1		0		6		10		-29		-2		1		12		5		8		2		12		-3		-7		-12		-12		-27		-17		7		-28		-27		-9		-12		13		-15		-5		-8		5		-32		-9		11		2		-2		27		6				3		0				-8		2				-11		2

		NDC22		Burngreave NDC		Sheffield		Sheffield		0		-4		0		3		3		2		0		14		0		-2		0		10		0		-1		0		2		0		1		10		0		3		-1		3		1		3		4		3		-4		0		-10		0		1		0		1		0		-4		0		0		0		14		0		19		0		12		0		-9		0		8		-9		-10		-11		-14		-13		-23		0		1		0		3		0		6		0		7		0		-3		0		8		0		-7		0		7		0		-2		0		3		0		-12		0		-8		0		-1		0		-4		-27		16		3		23		3		2		0		32		-33		-35		0		18		0		-24		4		-3		1		-14		2		-10		-10		-4		7		10		-1		-1		4		0		-14		-19		-12		9		-8		1		3		10		-1		-3		-6		-7		3		-8		7		-7		2		-3		12		8		1		4		-65		1		-3		2		0														Sheffield		0		0		3		0		0		0		0		0		3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-9		-11		-13		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-4		3		2		14		-2		10		10		4		-4		-10		1		1		-4		0		14		19		12		-9		8		-10		-14		-23		1		3		6		7		-3		8		-7		7		-2		3		-12		-8		-1		-4				-2		0				0		0				2		0

		NDC21		Thornhill NDC		Southampton		Southampton		-1		-2		-1		-4		0		-9		0		-2		0		8		0		-8		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		3		1		-1		1		3		-1		0		-1		0		-12		0		2		0		0		0		-2		0		1		0		5		0		-5		0		7		0		6		0		7		1		-12		-27		-5		-14		14		0		0		0		1		0		8		0		-13		0		11		0		2		0		-19		0		-6		0		-7		0		-8		0		1		0		0		0		-5		0		-16		-40		-63		-2		-17		2		-11		0		12		-40		5		0		-17		0		-35		1		3		9		2		-8		8		-1		3		1		12		-2		0		2		-1		-5		5		-7		-6		-7		13		-22		-28		0		-1		-8		13		-11		-2		19		6		7		8		-1		0		5		16		-279		-1		1		0		0														Southampton		-1		-1		0		0		0		0		0		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		-27		-14		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-2		-4		-9		-2		8		-8		1		-1		-1		-12		2		0		-2		1		5		-5		7		6		7		-12		-5		14		0		1		8		-13		11		2		-19		-6		-7		-8		1		0		-5		-16				-1		2				-2		0				-1		-2

		NDC07		Aylesbury NDC		Southwark		Southwark		0		-6		0		-2		1		12		0		-6		0		19		0		-21		5		2		4		4		1		5		9		-1		0		0		-1		0		0		0		2		1		0		-3		0		1		0		6		0		-13		0		5		0		-1		0		-20		0		-15		0		-16		0		-5		-14		-14		-10		-3		-8		-9		0		-1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-1		0		-1		0		3		0		-7		0		-10		0		-4		0		-3		0		0		0		4		0		-3		-25		-104		1		-4		6		14		0		-60		-32		-32		0		-6		0		-16		6		2		-11		6		-19		21		-4		-1		1		3		-1		-6		13		-5		1		20		15		16		5		0		-7		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		-3		7		10		4		3		0		-4		3		-293		-1		0		1		0														Southwark		0		0		1		0		0		0		5		-1		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-14		-10		-8		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-6		-2		12		-6		19		-21		9		0		1		-3		1		6		-13		5		-1		-20		-15		-16		-5		-14		-3		-9		-1		0		0		0		-1		-1		3		-7		-10		-4		-3		0		4		-3				-2		0				-5		3				-3		3

		NDC20		East End and Hendon NDC		Sunderland		Sunderland		2		4		0		-4		0		0		0		-4		0		2		0		3		-4		-4		-1		1		-2		2		-3		0		0		0		0		-1		-1		-1		-3		3		0		-4		0		-4		0		3		0		-4		0		0		0		-3		0		4		0		2		0		4		0		8		8		28		6		15		-6		-3		0		5		0		11		0		-13		0		6		0		14		0		0		0		17		0		4		0		3		0		4		0		18		0		-13		0		-6		0		14		3		110		2		1		-7		-6		0		3		8		64		0		28		0		20		-2		4		0		4		-2		-3		-1		1		-6		4		4		-3		4		0		3		-4		-2		-4		-8		-20		-9		-3		-5		-11		13		-6		-14		0		-17		-4		-3		-4		-18		13		6		-14		226		3		-1		-2		0														Sunderland		2		0		0		0		0		0		-4		0		-3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		8		6		-6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		-4		0		-4		2		3		-3		-1		3		-4		-4		3		-4		0		-3		4		2		4		8		28		15		-3		5		11		-13		6		14		0		17		4		3		4		18		-13		-6		14				-1		1				3		-2				4		-3

		NDC05		Ocean Estate NDC		Tower Hamlets		Tower Hamlets		0		-1		-1		6		0		0		0		-3		0		-1		0		-3		-4		-7		-3		-9		-7		-11		-6		0		-3		-2		0		-1		-1		-2		6		-2		0		10		0		-19		0		1		0		5		0		-1		0		-11		0		12		0		-2		0		1		0		-2		13		15		13		13		16		7		0		-4		0		-10		0		-11		0		1		0		-4		0		1		0		6		0		12		0		23		0		8		0		3		0		5		0		-2		0		-1		43		44		-1		-2		2		-18		0		4		42		19		0		5		0		36		1		-7		0		3		1		3		2		2		8		-10		19		-1		-5		1		11		-12		2		-1		2		-2		0		9		4		10		11		-1		4		-1		-6		-12		-23		-8		-3		-5		2		1		216		-1		1		0		0														Tower Hamlets		0		-1		0		0		0		0		-4		0		6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		13		13		16		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		-1		6		0		-3		-1		-3		-6		-2		-2		10		-19		1		5		-1		-11		12		-2		1		-2		15		13		7		-4		-10		-11		1		-4		1		6		12		23		8		3		5		-2		-1				3		0				3		-3				0		-3

		NDC18		Blakenall NDC		Walsall		Walsall		0		9		-1		-12		0		-7		0		4		0		5		0		-5		1		-2		0		1		1		3		-3		-1		-3		-4		-6		-1		0		0		-7		-1		0		3		0		-4		0		3		0		-1		0		0		0		-4		0		6		0		17		0		20		0		3		7		-7		-3		-9		17		-2		0		0		0		-9		0		-1		0		-7		0		0		0		2		0		-4		0		-6		0		-13		0		2		0		0		0		2		0		10		0		3		13		-6		-1		-6		-7		-2		0		38		21		-24		0		-16		0		4		-9		11		7		-4		-5		5		4		-1		-6		-3		4		-3		1		0		4		-6		-17		-20		-3		14		6		19		0		9		1		7		0		-2		4		6		13		-2		0		-2		-10		-3		29		-3		1		2		0														Walsall		0		-1		0		0		0		0		1		-1		-7		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		7		-3		17		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		9		-12		-7		4		5		-5		-3		0		-1		3		-4		3		-1		0		-4		6		17		20		3		-7		-9		-2		0		-9		-1		-7		0		2		-4		-6		-13		2		0		2		10		3				1		0				-2		0				-3		0

		NDC19		ABCD NDC		Wolverhampton		Wolverhampton		-1		3		1		-2		-1		-7		0		2		0		-6		0		24		1		0		-2		0		1		0		0		-1		-2		0		-2		2		-2		1		3		11		0		2		0		7		0		2		0		12		0		-3		0		12		0		-5		0		-8		0		-8		0		2		5		-5		4		-5		-16		-12		0		7		0		0		0		6		0		7		0		8		0		10		0		8		0		14		0		2		0		2		0		2		0		1		0		13		0		7		-5		104		-1		14		3		23		0		0		-7		-13		0		53		0		27		-4		3		6		-2		6		-24		1		-2		-8		-2		-7		-2		-12		3		-12		5		8		8		-2		10		9		-4		-7		0		-6		-7		-8		-10		-8		-14		-2		-2		-2		-1		-13		-7		183		5		0		-5		0														Wolverhampton		-1		1		-1		0		0		0		1		-1		3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		5		4		-16		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		-2		-7		2		-6		24		0		1		11		2		7		2		12		-3		12		-5		-8		-8		2		-5		-5		-12		7		0		6		7		8		10		8		14		2		2		2		1		13		7				-1		0				4		-3				5		-3

																																																																																																																																																																														-0.3846153846		-0.358974359





		FIXED VERSION OF DATA FOR SPSS

								SCORES BEGINNING														SCORES END														ACTUAL BENCHMARKED CIRC SCORE 2002-2008														RELATIVE CHANGE UNBENCHMARKED CIRC SCORE 2002-2008

		RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008																																		Composite scores - benchmarked relative change														Composite scores - unbenchmarked relative change

																																				REVISED 36 CORE INDICATORS -2002-2008														REVISED 36 CORE INDICATORS -2002-2008																																																				RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008

																																																																		2002-2008												2002-2006												2002-2004

				CLUSTER ID		NDC Short Name		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores		Education		Worklessness and Finance		Health		Crime		Housing and Physical environment		Community		Overall sum of scores				PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK		PEOPLE SCORE		PLACE SCORE		TOTAL SCORE		PEOPLE RANK		PLACE RANK		TOTAL RANK

		RNK_C_CIRC_2008		CLUSTER		NDC		EDU_BEG		WORK_BEG		HEALTH_BEG		CRIME_BEG		HOUS_BEG		COMM_BEG		OVERALL_BEG		EDU_END		WORK_END		HEALTH_END		CRIME_END		HOUS_END		COMM_END		OVERALL_END		EDU_CIRC		WORK_CIRC		HEALTH_CIRC		CRIME_CIRC		HOUS_CIRC		COMM_CIRC		OVERALL_CIRC		EDU_RELATIVE		WORK_RELATIVE		HEALTH_RELATIVE		CRIME_RELATIVE		HOUS_RELATIVE		COMM_RELATIVE		OVERALL_RELATIVE				PEOPLE_CIRC_0208		PLACE_CIRC_0208		OVERALL_CIRC_0208		PEOPLE_CIRC_0208_RANK		PLACE_CIRC_0208_RANK		OVERALL_CIRC_0208_RANK		PEOPLE_CIRC_0206		PLACE_CIRC_0206		OVERALL_CIRC_0206		PEOPLE_CIRC_0206_RANK		PLACE_CIRC_0206_RANK		OVERALL_CIRC_0206_RANK		PEOPLE_CIRC_0204		PLACE_CIRC_0204		OVERALL_CIRC_0204		PEOPLE_CIRC_0204_RANK		PLACE_CIRC_0204_RANK		OVERALL_CIRC_0204_RANK

		1		4		Birmingham - Aston		-3.3		-3.2		-0.4		2.3		-1.2		-0.4		-6.2		-1.4		0.2		4.4		2.5		-1.0		1.6		6.3		6.0		7.2		4.9		0.6		1.7		1.9		22.3		2.4		6.2		4.0		0.0		0.1		3.5		16.3				18.2035702244		4.1406161141		22.3441863385		1		13		1		6.847323317		-14.1391916781		-7.2918683612		6		37		28		10.0415039669		-7.4912339927		2.5502699743		2		32		15

		2		3		Hackney		0.3		1.5		-0.0		-0.7		-2.6		-4.0		-5.6		3.1		1.1		2.1		4.2		2.7		1.4		14.6		3.5		1.0		4.8		6.6		5.0		1.3		22.2		2.5		-0.9		2.9		4.7		6.0		3.8		19.0				9.3461608803		12.8651073197		22.2112682		4		4		2		4.3082684696		7.4169313985		11.7251998681		10		9		4		1.2231350412		1.5372195491		2.7603545903		18		18		13

		3		5		Sheffield		-2.6		-3.9		0.4		0.2		3.3		0.4		-2.3		-1.4		-4.2		1.5		3.0		4.4		5.0		8.3		2.9		1.3		0.4		4.1		4.1		5.4		18.2		1.4		1.6		1.1		2.7		0.9		5.2		12.9				4.5665054159		13.5920603843		18.1585658002		11		2		3		11.529418155		12.8642890896		24.3937072446		3		1		1		5.5049534165		14.072980604		19.5779340204		10		1		1

		4		3		Islington		3.5		3.6		5.7		5.7		1.3		0.4		20.2		3.8		3.7		5.7		7.0		6.9		4.7		31.7		0.6		2.2		2.5		3.1		4.7		1.8		14.9		-0.6		-1.1		0.1		1.1		5.4		3.8		8.8				5.3336782672		9.5296161001		14.8632943674		10		6		4		-0.6368618975		8.3768999652		7.7400380676		21		6		11		1.3162169267		-4.5237304963		-3.2075135696		16		28		25

		5		3		Haringey		1.8		2.5		3.7		1.7		-2.2		-0.2		7.2		1.3		2.4		3.7		7.1		3.5		3.2		21.2		-0.4		-0.0		1.0		7.3		5.1		1.2		14.2		-0.6		-1.5		-0.4		5.4		5.5		3.7		12.2				0.6434607181		13.5779895304		14.2214502485		22		3		5		2.1047075158		5.063659093		7.1683666088		13		12		13		1.5804354478		2.4923091176		4.0727445654		15		17		11

		6		5		Plymouth		-3.8		-1.9		-5.8		2.9		1.2		1.3		-6.2		0.4		-3.3		-4.4		3.1		1.1		7.1		4.2		1.3		-0.3		0.8		2.2		2.6		5.5		12.1		4.2		-2.1		1.6		0.8		-0.8		5.0		8.7				1.7969955487		10.2977637401		12.0947592887		18		5		6		1.5072823153		-1.0265337974		0.4807485179		15		22		18		0.1361987867		-0.043750849		0.0924479377		21		20		18

		7		2		Walsall		-0.5		2.2		-1.6		2.8		1.5		-1.2		3.2		1.8		2.3		3.4		3.2		5.6		3.8		20.1		2.7		-1.2		2.3		-1.9		4.3		5.0		11.0		2.9		-1.3		5.2		0.4		4.0		4.6		15.8				3.7161324581		7.3191463939		11.035278852		14		8		7		1.1076239076		10.4118725794		11.519496487		17		4		5		6.4302016277		12.0708000065		18.5010016342		8		2		2

		8		3		Lambeth		4.6		6.9		6.3		0.4		-2.4		-1.7		14.1		3.7		9.0		4.7		4.4		-0.6		-1.8		19.4		1.4		3.0		1.3		5.5		1.7		-2.3		10.5		-1.4		0.1		-0.7		3.5		2.1		-0.4		3.2				5.6874638447		4.8018754199		10.4893392646		9		11		8		3.6490873518		4.1520199853		7.8011073371		11		15		10		7.2811295015		9.3715983758		16.6527278773		7		4		3

		9		5		Newcastle		-4.8		-8.0		-3.8		3.2		5.7		0.4		-7.4		-0.7		-5.3		-1.7		-0.8		2.6		0.3		-5.5		5.1		6.0		1.2		-2.4		-0.6		0.9		10.2		4.0		7.0		1.6		-4.0		-4.0		0.5		5.1				12.3126748796		-2.0936659432		10.2190089364		2		23		9		17.2226333525		-6.8659460988		10.3566872537		1		32		6		13.3184411992		0.1046242037		13.4230654029		1		19		6

		10		1		Nottingham		0.3		-4.4		0.8		-11.7		-3.5		-5.7		-24.1		-1.7		-4.2		4.0		-5.7		-1.2		-6.1		-14.8		-2.9		-0.9		5.0		5.9		-2.1		2.4		7.5		-2.4		3.3		4.7		5.9		3.6		-0.2		14.8				1.2459462733		6.2121765005		7.4581227738		20		9		10		1.2106963576		-2.7360272295		-1.5253308719		16		25		21		-5.6642458057		-5.5530316193		-11.217277425		30		29		35

		11		2		Oldham		0.0		4.1		-1.0		-6.9		-2.9		-4.6		-11.3		-1.8		1.9		-3.7		2.7		1.9		0.6		1.6		-2.6		-3.0		-4.6		6.7		5.2		4.8		6.5		-1.4		-4.7		-3.0		9.6		5.1		4.3		9.9				-10.2227289632		16.6978380806		6.4751091174		36		1		11		-10.7628968094		8.6003853441		-2.1625114653		38		5		22		-7.9840207454		4.7256098922		-3.2584108532		34		12		27

		12		5		Manchester		-1.4		-5.5		-1.4		0.6		5.8		4.5		2.6		2.6		-1.9		-1.2		-0.2		5.8		-1.7		3.4		4.1		3.9		-0.2		0.9		3.1		-5.4		6.3		4.0		7.1		0.0		-0.7		-0.2		-6.4		3.8				7.7173703557		-1.3881104461		6.3292599096		6		20		12		-0.2501007536		-3.9859543982		-4.2360551518		20		28		24		1.8397006475		-9.1655427034		-7.3258420559		14		35		31

		13		3		Lewisham		2.8		5.2		3.5		6.4		-0.1		-1.0		16.9		5.3		6.4		4.5		1.9		-3.0		0.6		15.7		3.1		4.0		4.4		-2.7		-3.1		0.3		6.1		1.8		-0.5		2.2		-5.0		-2.8		2.3		-2.2				11.5514668139		-5.476690984		6.07477583		3		30		13		6.819613559		1.9062674852		8.7258810442		7		20		9		9.612163303		-3.851259968		5.760903335		4		26		9

		14		4		Wolverhampton		1.6		1.9		1.2		-1.0		-0.5		1.8		5.0		0.3		2.9		0.6		-3.5		1.6		3.3		5.2		-1.9		3.8		1.0		-2.3		4.0		0.5		5.0		-1.7		0.7		-0.6		-2.9		2.6		2.3		0.3				2.8622635837		2.1662885556		5.0285521393		16		16		14		-2.7050283214		-17.8939652155		-20.598993537		25		39		39		8.0605716151		-7.7357667513		0.3248048638		6		33		17

		15		1		Knowsley		-5.6		-12.4		-9.4		2.6		-5.6		1.6		-28.8		-2.8		-9.5		-8.2		-0.4		-2.2		-1.9		-25.1		0.8		4.1		1.6		-1.8		-0.9		-0.1		3.8		2.8		8.4		1.3		-2.4		4.8		-2.9		12.1				6.4902675589		-2.7122562851		3.7780112739		8		25		15		-3.1651294678		3.0617797179		-0.1033497498		26		17		19		-1.5681186737		4.1268062656		2.558687592		22		15		14

		16		2		Middlesbrough		3.7		-1.3		-0.1		-2.8		-0.5		1.5		0.5		1.4		-0.4		0.1		3.5		4.5		-1.0		8.1		-4.0		1.4		-2.4		3.8		6.0		-1.2		3.5		-2.6		1.7		-0.0		6.5		6.0		-2.0		9.5				-5.0701865482		8.5695075384		3.4993209902		27		7		16		-1.7135391166		6.1539185383		4.4403794217		23		11		15		-2.6501768247		4.9073562776		2.2571794529		26		10		16

		17		4		Bradford		-2.2		-4.3		-1.8		-1.3		1.5		4.1		-3.9		-1.0		-0.9		-2.8		-2.4		-2.7		3.6		-6.3		4.0		4.3		0.3		-0.7		-2.6		-2.0		3.4		1.2		6.6		-1.4		-1.2		-4.4		-0.4		0.6				8.6710267808		-5.3025184386		3.3685083422		5		29		17		1.7877110231		-11.5515555927		-9.7638445697		14		34		33		3.1561541918		-6.3673495449		-3.211195353		12		31		26

		18		3		Southwark		3.7		3.5		7.4		-3.9		-11.2		-6.8		-7.4		1.6		4.0		2.9		-3.8		-13.6		-7.3		-16.2		1.5		2.0		-2.0		2.5		-2.6		-1.5		-0.1		-1.9		-0.5		-4.5		0.3		-2.5		0.4		-8.6				1.5083048147		-1.6426437765		-0.1343389619		19		22		18		7.3942949153		12.4722835503		19.8665784656		4		2		2		5.2268306701		7.8778583346		13.1046890047		11		6		7

		19		1		Coventry		-9.2		-8.8		-4.6		-2.0		-1.0		0.1		-25.5		-4.6		-8.4		-5.7		-4.8		-2.0		1.2		-24.3		2.0		0.2		0.6		-1.7		-6.0		4.5		-0.5		4.8		4.1		-0.8		-2.3		-0.8		2.2		7.3				2.706035727		-3.1745528465		-0.4685171195		17		27		19		-0.0897942647		-12.174602004		-12.2643962687		19		35		35		-10.2488083041		-10.376846579		-20.625654883		38		38		39

		20		2		Bristol		2.3		6.3		-0.8		-4.7		-2.3		1.6		2.4		0.1		5.0		3.4		1.0		-0.9		1.6		10.2		-1.8		-7.2		2.4		3.1		1.9		0.2		-1.4		-2.5		-4.6		5.0		5.8		1.6		-0.5		4.8				-6.5271360949		5.1499366879		-1.377199407		29		10		20		-3.9464139146		7.3687861938		3.4223722792		29		10		16		-4.7721260734		4.3903464179		-0.3817796554		28		14		20

		21		3		Newham		3.8		3.0		-0.1		2.4		-2.0		0.1		7.2		2.7		4.9		0.0		-2.6		-2.4		-1.6		1.0		-2.5		3.4		2.5		-2.7		0.5		-2.9		-1.7		-1.6		1.4		0.6		-5.2		1.0		-1.2		-5.0				3.4171943046		-5.1019050512		-1.6847107466		15		28		21		5.5114638862		2.0088387707		7.5203026569		8		19		12		6.156546028		-6.1363334201		0.0202126079		9		30		19

		22		2		Derby		0.1		4.6		-0.8		-1.8		3.6		0.3		6.0		1.4		5.4		2.7		0.9		1.4		0.7		12.4		0.9		-3.9		2.2		0.6		-3.0		1.1		-2.2		1.5		-0.9		4.1		3.0		-3.6		0.4		4.5				-0.8257529186		-1.4019064799		-2.2276593985		23		21		22		-4.6944264444		-0.1346815624		-4.8291080068		31		21		26		-8.390945016		3.6192753285		-4.7716696875		37		16		28

		23		1		Liverpool		1.0		-9.3		-2.5		-6.5		-6.3		1.3		-22.3		0.5		-5.3		-4.0		-6.7		-5.4		-6.3		-27.2		0.7		5.7		-2.2		0.6		-3.6		-3.4		-2.3		-1.0		9.7		-2.7		0.3		2.0		-6.4		1.9				4.1765569011		-6.4307077242		-2.2541508231		13		33		23		11.6489405182		-1.8734755715		9.7754649467		2		24		7		2.4946713184		-3.0381351969		-0.5434638785		13		23		22

		24		2		Rochdale		2.9		4.0		1.0		-1.7		2.4		0.5		9.0		3.1		2.6		1.1		2.9		2.6		2.6		15.0		-1.7		-4.0		-1.1		1.5		0.4		2.5		-2.5		-0.3		-3.9		0.8		4.1		-0.2		2.0		2.5				-6.8393018776		4.3189773759		-2.5203245017		30		12		24		-5.5515888399		4.2422027713		-1.3093860686		33		14		20		-2.4619223687		6.5489746473		4.0870522786		25		7		10

		25		2		Salford		2.5		4.2		0.3		-1.1		-1.3		0.3		4.8		3.6		5.2		1.0		1.0		1.3		-1.3		10.8		-0.6		0.1		-3.1		0.2		2.4		-1.7		-2.6		1.0		-0.8		-0.9		2.5		2.1		-3.0		1.0				-3.5711002424		0.9372664116		-2.6338338308		26		17		25		-5.9349618747		3.1367703052		-2.7981915695		34		16		23		-8.1844336696		-0.4332600192		-8.6176936888		35		21		33

		26		4		Sandwell		-1.0		2.4		0.6		2.5		2.8		4.7		12.1		1.6		4.9		-0.5		-3.0		-1.4		3.5		5.2		3.1		3.4		1.0		-5.4		-3.1		-2.6		-3.6		3.3		2.1		-0.9		-6.3		-4.6		-1.1		-7.4				7.5001610299		-11.081966424		-3.5818053941		7		36		26		6.8955204537		-15.1516842529		-8.2561637992		5		38		30		1.2710377969		-11.6756410115		-10.4046032147		17		39		34

		27		1		Doncaster		-3.0		-3.8		-6.8		-6.9		-2.2		-5.0		-27.6		-4.5		-2.4		-2.3		-9.2		-3.7		-7.1		-29.2		-0.2		0.5		4.1		-1.6		-6.7		0.1		-3.8		-1.1		3.6		4.4		-1.7		-1.5		-2.6		1.1				4.4137214743		-8.1669836178		-3.7532621435		12		35		27		-3.8059804562		-3.1278112082		-6.9337916644		28		26		27		-2.290825569		5.8154306777		3.5246051087		23		8		12

		28		2		Southampton		2.1		7.5		6.1		1.8		4.9		-6.2		16.2		2.1		7.5		4.7		0.3		4.7		1.1		20.3		-0.8		-2.5		-4.2		-4.1		0.0		6.9		-4.7		-0.2		-3.1		-2.4		-1.7		-0.3		6.6		-1.0				-7.4538113914		2.7839282837		-4.6698831076		33		14		28		-4.7447300708		7.9102582477		3.1655281769		32		8		17		-5.6345705439		5.1049799922		-0.5295905517		29		9		21

		29		2		Leicester		-6.0		1.2		-2.4		-3.0		2.6		-2.5		-10.1		-8.8		0.2		-3.1		-0.3		3.2		0.2		-8.6		-1.4		-3.6		-2.9		-0.1		1.1		1.5		-5.4		-1.5		-1.8		-0.7		2.5		0.9		1.4		0.8				-7.8943386625		2.5270106894		-5.3673279731		34		15		29		-1.6916861754		11.0534511781		9.3617650028		22		3		8		0.3290727869		8.936256686		9.2653294729		20		5		8

		30		5		Hull		-4.9		-7.1		-1.1		4.9		5.9		5.0		2.8		-4.0		-5.4		-6.9		0.6		1.0		1.1		-13.5		0.8		5.0		-5.0		-3.2		-2.5		-2.2		-7.1		2.1		4.3		-6.1		-4.9		-6.1		-3.2		-13.7				0.8277816212		-7.9427578281		-7.1149762069		21		34		30		2.2107768165		4.4500556711		6.6608324876		12		13		14		9.2324825385		4.7469320317		13.9794145703		5		11		5

		31		3		Brent		4.9		0.2		3.0		4.4		-0.8		-2.4		9.3		0.5		-3.9		1.8		1.8		-3.7		-2.9		-6.4		-2.0		-1.1		0.8		-0.6		-2.8		-2.3		-8.0		-4.8		-5.5		-1.3		-2.8		-2.4		-0.5		-17.4				-2.3032484025		-5.7238915681		-8.0271399705		24		31		31		5.3305798538		8.0856700073		13.416249861		9		7		3		10.0014915727		4.4562186944		14.4577102671		3		13		4

		32		5		Sunderland		-1.2		-6.2		-1.0		2.9		5.2		3.9		3.6		-4.3		-8.0		-3.0		-0.9		0.8		3.6		-11.8		-2.4		-0.3		-2.4		-2.0		-1.1		0.1		-8.2		-2.5		-0.2		-2.3		-3.6		-4.6		-0.2		-13.4				-5.1689826796		-2.9853453844		-8.1543280639		28		26		32		0.3101292999		-12.7840399304		-12.4739106305		18		36		36		-5.6943689269		-9.8584194311		-15.552788358		31		37		37

		33		3		Tower Hamlets		3.8		-0.3		-1.4		2.6		0.5		2.9		8.1		0.4		-3.9		-2.0		5.3		-2.7		-2.9		-5.9		-1.6		-2.0		0.6		4.9		-4.3		-6.6		-9.1		-2.7		-4.3		-1.3		3.0		-4.2		-4.8		-14.4				-3.0554026478		-6.051661561		-9.1070642088		25		32		33		-4.0080008041		-3.6583053692		-7.6663061732		30		27		29		-3.1127087761		-3.7702841693		-6.8829929454		27		25		30

		34		2		Luton		-2.8		6.6		2.6		-5.2		-1.5		-1.8		-2.2		0.2		3.6		0.8		-7.4		-0.5		0.3		-3.0		-0.2		-6.7		-3.2		-4.0		1.4		1.6		-11.1		2.2		-6.5		-1.4		-1.9		1.1		1.2		-5.3				-10.1700145325		-0.911720503		-11.0817350355		35		18		34		-6.7166157134		2.140152083		-4.5764636304		35		18		25		-2.3063410584		-3.4951452245		-5.8014862829		24		24		29

		35		2		Brighton		-3.8		3.5		1.9		1.2		2.1		1.7		6.7		-4.7		0.2		-1.0		3.3		3.3		-1.8		-0.7		-1.1		-8.7		-4.1		-0.2		1.5		-2.3		-15.0		-0.8		-6.1		-2.3		2.3		1.1		-3.2		-9.1				-13.9657484874		-0.9906055194		-14.9563540068		38		19		35		-10.4682895052		-4.4969683049		-14.9652578101		37		30		37		-7.9230151648		-0.6772629391		-8.6002781039		33		22		32

		36		2		Hartlepool		2.9		-3.3		-0.6		-3.9		-0.7		2.0		-3.6		3.4		-7.1		-4.8		-1.5		-1.7		-1.4		-13.1		-3.4		-7.0		-6.6		-0.1		-0.3		-2.2		-19.7		0.2		-3.9		-5.9		2.3		-0.7		-3.0		-11.0				-16.9721853301		-2.7096898979		-19.681875228		39		24		36		-13.5195074334		-1.7133027542		-15.2328101876		39		23		38		-12.3150030534		11.3184721864		-0.996530867		39		3		23

		37		3		Fulham		9.5		7.1		6.6		10.3		1.8		3.1		38.4		2.3		3.6		7.4		3.6		-0.5		-1.2		15.1		-6.7		-3.9		3.4		-5.0		-3.0		-6.2		-21.3		-7.8		-7.2		1.7		-7.5		-2.7		-4.7		-28.2				-7.0879930142		-14.1839066372		-21.2718996514		31		37		37		-7.4409151198		-4.3539378288		-11.7948529486		36		29		34		0.9460896764		-4.101738272		-3.1556485955		19		27		24

		38		2		Norwich		-4.4		3.7		0.8		3.1		-0.9		-0.3		1.9		-4.4		2.8		-2.2		-4.9		-3.8		-2.8		-15.3		-1.4		-2.0		-3.8		-9.9		-2.5		-2.6		-22.2		0.2		-2.9		-2.5		-7.8		-3.1		-3.3		-19.2				-7.1995804735		-14.9796537351		-22.1792342086		32		38		38		-2.1926193528		-6.9171505932		-9.109769946		24		33		31		-5.7408767672		-9.2278129272		-14.9686896945		32		36		36

		39		2		Birmingham - Kings Norton		2.1		-2.0		-4.3		0.1		-0.2		0.4		-4.0		-1.3		-5.5		-3.1		-5.3		-6.0		-1.7		-22.9		-4.8		-4.2		-1.4		-7.2		-5.9		-1.9		-25.4		-3.2		-3.8		0.7		-5.1		-6.7		-3.1		-21.2				-10.3672272097		-15.033964475		-25.4011916847		37		39		39		-3.3569847319		-6.2913585849		-9.6483433169		27		31		32		-8.2165207188		-8.7015041741		-16.9180248929		36		34		38





		Cpy of change data over time for all 36 indicators

						[Final data march 2009 change]

																																																						NDC CHANGE DATA

								Original order		1		10		33		14		12		29		38		17		24		27		28		22		19		39		16		23		3		35		7		6		25		8		20		30		31		32		9		34		18		15		4		36		37		21		5		13		11		26		2

								NDC ID		NDC39		NDC04		NDC22		NDC30		NDC33		NDC24		NDC18		NDC38		NDC09		NDC02		NDC25		NDC17		NDC27		NDC19		NDC28		NDC08		NDC13		NDC07		NDC37		NDC16		NDC06		NDC36		NDC01		NDC31		NDC23		NDC15		NDC35		NDC21		NDC10		NDC14		NDC29		NDC20		NDC05		NDC26		NDC11		NDC32		NDC34		NDC03		NDC12

								RANK BENCH CIRC 2002-2008		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		23		24		25		26		27		28		29		30		31		32		33		34		35		36		37		38		39

								CLUSTER ID		4		3		5		3		3		5		2		3		5		1		2		5		3		4		1		2		4		3		1		2		3		2		1		2		2		4		1		2		2		5		3		5		3		2		2		2		3		2		2

								NDC Short Name		Birmingham - Aston		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton		Hartlepool		Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham - Kings Norton

				SDRC- secondary and admin data		Education Indicators		Key Stage 2 - KS2 English % reaching level 4 Change 2002-2007		17.4		15.4		11.8		5.5		19.9		24.9		8.6		7.9		20.0		-0.1		14.3		4.2		6.8		10.2		20.3		4.5		9.5		12.5		23.9		4.9		20.3		-8.2		10.6		-0.3		7.6		14.8		10.1		16.8		2.8		8.2		2.6		3.5		2.2		17.6		7.6		8.3		-11.4		9.0		-6.0		10.0

								Key Stage 3 - KS3 English % reaching level 5 Change 2002-2007		17.9		18.0		7.1		1.6		-1.8		21.0		10.3		11.8		10.6		12.0		-0.1		5.0		13.2		-3.4		6.8		-20.3		13.7		8.6		8.5		-14.7		13.6		19.7		0.0		18.9		12.7		15.8		-3.3		2.2		14.8		21.0		6.2		5.8		23.5		-1.3		5.2		5.6		7.8		8.9		3.1		8.6

								Key Stage 4 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level) Change 2002-2007		12.5		13.5		13.7		16.6		28.7		24.9		21.0		11.0		36.3		10.1		12.8		28.9		22.0		14.7		21.4		19.6		16.8		21.1		19.4		26.1		0.4		25.3		12.6		6.3		30.4		47.4		16.9		7.6		8.4		27.2		20.3		9.8		25.2		23.5		4.2		12.8		1.4		11.6		21.0		17.4

				MORI 2002 Household Survey data				% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002-2008		10.6		4.9		14.1		4.7		-5.3		9.8		17.2		-0.3		5.6		-1.9		3.4		10.9		2.9		-2.9		8.3		5.8		5.2		-7.6		11.7		3.8		3.6		12.8		-4.2		1.3		-0.1		8.6		2.4		7.5		8.7		20.6		-0.9		6.8		-4.9		10.9		11.1		0.0		-5.3		13.0		-0.1		4.7

								% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002-2008		7.4		4.0		1.5		-3.8		-1.1		0.9		7.1		1.7		2.5		-1.8		0.0		10.6		0.5		0.1		1.5		0.6		6.4		5.9		5.0		-0.4		-9.3		0.9		6.9		-0.3		-3.1		-4.2		12.5		10.6		1.6		0.3		-9.4		0.8		-8.0		6.5		3.8		11.4		-5.8		2.2		4.5		1.8

								% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002-2008		-7.4		6.0		2.5		13.2		1.3		-2.9		-3.4		-1.1		2.1		6.2		0.0		9.8		12.3		9.4		6.4		6.7		-1.5		-12.1		9.3		1.7		4.2		4.0		5.4		14.3		8.6		-5.3		-11.6		-11.2		-7.9		-16.5		-8.6		-6.1		-7.6		-1.1		-1.5		-0.0		-4.6		-3.4		-6.9		0.1

				SDRC- secondary and admin data		Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS Change - 1999 - 2008		1.6		3.3		6.1		3.1		4.6		4.3		2.0		3.3		5.2		5.4		1.0		4.5		4.6		2.1		4.4		3.8		4.7		2.9		2.1		2.8		3.4		2.0		4.0		1.9		0.4		2.9		6.8		1.3		2.1		4.5		3.0		2.6		1.0		1.2		1.7		3.5		3.1		2.1		2.2		3.1

								% work limiting illness WPLS  -1999 - 2008		2.8		-0.9		2.9		0.7		-0.3		-3.6		-0.4		-0.1		3.1		1.1		0.6		5.6		-0.0		1.8		4.9		0.7		2.9		0.0		1.8		-1.2		1.4		-0.2		6.6		-1.1		2.3		-0.3		3.0		-0.9		-0.3		0.2		-1.4		-0.8		-0.9		-0.8		-1.0		-1.2		0.3		-0.7		-1.7		0.9

				MORI 2002 Household Survey data				Employment rate Working age Change 2002-2008		12.2		7.6		-2.2		-1.1		-3.1		0.0		6.7		5.7		5.0		10.9		-2.8		12.2		0.3		3.3		12.1		4.4		18.7		2.5		7.1		-0.7		2.6		-1.9		16.0		1.4		-0.5		3.6		4.2		3.2		2.8		8.1		-2.7		3.1		-1.9		-4.0		-7.7		-2.0		-7.0		2.1		-5.4		2.9

								% of households with income less than £200 per week Change 2002-2008		19.3		4.9		13.2		6.9		17.5		14.6		14.8		7.0		20.9		2.0		8.0		15.7		9.3		11.9		21.8		10.2		9.8		9.9		18.4		6.4		11.2		9.5		16.9		9.1		18.7		14.5		12.3		8.2		3.4		24.6		5.9		16.0		10.0		3.4		8.4		9.6		0.4		8.1		12.2		11.4

								Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2002-2008		10.9		-2.7		-8.1		-0.0		-9.8		-3.2		-10.1		1.5		-0.8		-0.7		-4.3		1.5		-4.1		2.2		6.8		-1.8		-0.9		-3.9		-0.5		-5.5		-1.4		3.1		6.8		-4.3		-0.9		5.5		-5.0		-3.9		1.3		-3.1		-8.7		-2.1		-9.0		-7.1		-7.8		-4.5		-10.1		-3.7		-5.0		-2.4

								Workless households (all of working age) 2002-2008		6.2		4.2		4.5		3.0		1.3		0.1		5.1		3.2		13.1		10.2		-2.4		6.5		3.4		2.3		5.3		8.1		11.9		6.3		12.0		-2.8		7.1		4.6		9.3		-1.8		0.3		5.4		4.7		2.5		3.8		6.4		-1.8		3.0		4.6		-0.9		-0.8		-4.1		-4.6		1.1		2.4		3.7

						Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time Change 2002-2008		5.3		2.3		-2.8		1.3		-9.9		-2.1		0.8		-2.7		3.2		-2.8		-3.4		1.3		1.9		2.6		-6.7		-5.7		0.5		-5.1		0.1		1.8		-1.9		5.0		-9.0		-1.2		-1.5		2.9		-4.6		-1.0		-4.5		-0.1		-2.6		-3.2		-5.7		-3.0		-4.3		-0.6		-2.5		-1.7		-1.0		-1.6

								% residents who smoke Change 2002-2008		-3.0		12.0		4.7		4.7		6.0		6.7		5.6		10.1		5.3		9.0		6.0		3.6		9.9		1.1		5.0		4.0		0.4		5.2		5.2		11.1		2.5		5.2		-2.3		9.6		-3.5		2.0		3.2		-0.9		6.1		3.2		2.5		7.0		3.9		7.1		8.6		-2.1		8.2		3.2		2.1		4.6

								% residents feel own health not good Change 2002-2008		6.6		3.2		6.9		2.7		-0.7		3.4		7.0		3.9		3.6		6.8		-1.1		7.4		3.7		6.0		7.4		5.7		6.1		1.5		5.9		4.2		8.5		6.7		5.4		2.2		2.4		7.3		9.6		1.6		2.6		0.3		5.4		0.2		1.9		1.4		1.3		-1.2		3.7		4.5		1.9		4.0

								SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002-2008		7.2		1.5		4.6		3.0		9.5		4.1		6.0		-1.4		2.2		10.8		2.3		0.7		2.8		2.0		2.8		7.2		4.3		-2.5		-0.9		6.7		2.7		9.8		-2.1		7.0		2.7		3.3		3.3		1.2		6.1		-0.2		0.0		0.8		5.6		2.4		1.6		4.8		1.9		4.8		7.3		3.4

								Health is worse than a year ago 2002-2008		7.1		1.0		2.5		1.6		2.5		3.4		5.3		-2.6		0.2		5.0		-0.1		-0.9		5.1		1.4		6.5		0.0		0.3		-2.2		1.1		5.2		2.2		4.0		5.3		0.5		3.8		-0.5		8.1		0.4		-2.4		-3.5		0.4		0.3		-2.1		2.9		-0.6		-5.2		7.0		-0.4		3.7		1.7

								Satisfied with doctor 2002-2008		2.3		5.9		0.4		1.0		6.7		4.8		7.2		6.3		6.3		-0.9		1.0		1.1		-3.3		-3.8		2.1		1.6		-5.6		2.8		-1.4		2.0		-0.3		-6.5		7.5		-2.0		7.6		-7.8		9.1		5.6		4.8		-8.1		3.5		2.3		7.8		-2.1		-0.2		-2.3		1.2		-8.1		2.1		1.3

						Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark Change 2002-2008		17.8		15.5		20.2		13.8		29.0		16.5		22.7		18.1		13.7		14.4		17.0		13.2		-0.4		6.9		5.6		20.2		8.4		14.6		12.6		17.8		-4.9		21.1		9.3		2.5		19.1		6.6		21.9		7.8		11.0		5.6		8.7		4.5		18.7		11.6		16.6		7.5		10.4		3.3		6.3		12.4

								Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		59.2		118.3		69.9		29.4		39.8		-2.6		31.2		112.6		-16.9		102.0		116.9		65.0		10.0		28.6		53.7		73.1		23.2		33.4		57.5		55.6		-17.9		73.2		14.0		114.3		47.3		23.6		-155.9		-9.5		111.9		34.1		12.3		39.1		21.5		36.8		49.5		69.3		16.4		-85.9		-18.0		36.8

								Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		2.9		44.8		20.7		115.3		109.1		121.0		-31.2		95.8		-88.6		229.2		460.3		-131.8		66.6		-41.3		-187.5		44.3		207.3		146.4		13.7		330.8		48.5		-73.3		72.0		344.1		95.9		-275.5		66.0		184.6		302.8		141.6		25.6		-73.1		162.3		134.8		39.0		300.8		-256.4		-141.3		-49.5		66.1

								Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		98.5		779.2		147.8		613.0		324.4		121.2		-81.2		713.8		-33.7		870.6		1,200.9		-56.5		217.6		510.9		9.1		983.8		466.0		190.8		-286.0		767.6		276.7		166.1		570.4		970.0		-188.4		-284.9		229.1		804.9		959.7		67.9		319.6		12.6		362.6		-503.4		602.9		296.6		-188.8		51.2		-104.7		307.7

								Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002-2008		17.5		20.2		19.7		17.1		22.5		19.2		20.6		19.8		12.3		21.8		22.2		18.4		8.3		9.6		17.3		25.9		11.4		18.5		14.8		24.7		14.8		21.2		19.3		14.5		22.7		5.1		17.9		14.1		12.0		7.4		7.0		12.4		16.1		15.9		21.4		17.3		6.3		7.3		9.1		16.3

								Fear of crime index 2002-2008		12.0		20.3		20.6		13.7		23.7		17.8		13.4		12.0		10.9		20.4		24.8		16.8		8.7		11.6		16.6		23.2		10.8		11.7		10.8		16.9		7.7		22.3		14.5		20.6		21.5		16.8		16.9		5.3		9.4		2.8		15.3		13.1		23.9		13.8		14.5		18.8		4.4		10.8		13.4		15.1

						Housing and Physical environment		% Trapped Change 2002-2008		0.8		8.4		-1.5		6.3		-4.3		-1.3		2.5		1.2		-5.3		2.7		2.8		2.9		-0.5		0.1		4.8		3.0		-0.7		-5.5		-4.6		-1.3		3.7		-5.5		2.7		4.8		4.7		5.0		-3.1		-0.1		-2.9		-3.7		-6.3		-7.9		0.5		1.9		-1.1		0.6		0.3		-1.0		-4.3		-0.0

								% satisfied with area as a place to live Change 2002-2008		13.2		22.8		17.3		11.2		21.2		11.1		14.4		14.3		16.4		18.6		16.0		13.6		9.1		15.9		15.6		21.8		11.8		11.5		10.6		20.8		11.6		15.0		15.8		9.3		25.2		2.8		17.6		10.7		20.2		-0.1		11.6		12.5		5.1		10.3		10.4		20.4		3.6		7.1		7.2		13.4

								% want to move Change 2002-2008		-2.1		2.5		1.2		4.7		7.2		3.2		-1.3		4.8		-8.2		-8.6		4.7		-2.3		1.9		1.7		9.0		6.0		-7.2		-3.7		0.3		0.9		6.9		-8.7		-1.9		3.4		-4.5		-2.5		-2.3		1.0		-1.0		-6.6		3.7		-0.8		-5.1		5.2		4.8		-3.6		3.4		-4.8		-10.0		-0.2

								% satisfied with accommodation 2002-2008		0.5		5.2		2.8		7.1		1.4		-2.1		4.9		3.9		0.1		13.6		2.3		4.8		-1.1		5.2		7.4		6.0		0.1		1.3		3.5		-0.8		6.0		-2.8		3.7		-5.2		-5.1		1.5		-3.7		2.7		5.1		3.2		7.1		2.1		-1.2		0.1		4.0		-1.0		1.3		2.8		-4.0		2.1

								area improved over past 2 years 2002-2008		21.8		26.1		18.2		25.3		31.7		17.6		29.7		9.0		18.5		13.9		34.4		-5.5		10.5		23.9		16.5		30.1		10.6		12.0		17.4		33.2		1.9		30.8		29.0		14.4		27.4		10.2		22.6		24.1		22.5		11.2		3.2		14.9		-1.0		22.5		17.5		20.6		6.3		10.1		9.5		17.8

								Problems with local Environment Index 2002-2008		12.1		10.3		11.2		15.9		22.5		12.1		17.6		15.5		5.4		15.6		15.9		15.5		6.7		11.9		11.0		11.7		4.8		14.4		13.0		9.0		8.5		7.0		8.9		14.4		13.4		-1.8		10.6		6.6		7.6		5.6		5.5		1.6		14.6		10.9		12.5		6.7		8.6		9.7		10.1		10.7

						Community		% feel part of the community Change 2002-2008		8.6		25.8		14.4		15.7		27.3		8.3		10.5		9.5		10.8		6.4		7.8		2.9		11.7		17.4		5.4		4.5		7.1		12.5		11.2		9.6		6.4		7.1		8.1		12.2		-1.8		6.6		8.0		6.5		18.3		2.6		14.4		17.9		15.2		11.6		-0.3		8.6		3.1		8.1		-4.5		9.6

								% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other Change 2002-2008		9.6		-5.5		7.7		-0.9		3.7		7.7		6.7		-0.3		3.6		8.0		3.8		-5.0		4.1		7.9		3.2		4.2		-2.8		5.5		6.1		0.4		1.6		6.4		0.3		4.5		-2.4		0.3		-1.7		9.1		-6.1		10.1		-0.2		1.0		-1.8		-2.5		4.0		-0.4		-4.8		-3.3		-1.9		2.0

								% think NDC has improved the area Change 2002-2008		39.7		29.2		22.1		53.4		41.4		26.9		51.9		19.4		35.2		16.0		54.8		12.3		30.3		32.7		21.6		21.8		30.5		26.3		27.9		24.7		19.6		25.1		28.1		41.0		43.7		21.3		23.8		43.5		39.9		6.9		25.3		15.1		8.1		16.4		11.0		27.6		17.6		14.1		20.4		27.1

								% quality of life good 2002-2008		9.1		7.2		8.2		3.8		7.7		10.0		4.7		7.3		4.9		7.3		1.4		1.4		1.8		5.4		1.8		5.7		7.4		5.3		3.4		2.3		-0.3		-2.4		-9.1		-3.1		-0.6		5.6		9.2		14.4		9.4		-4.1		7.4		0.4		-0.8		2.5		-0.4		1.2		0.2		-0.3		0.5		3.5

								% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002-2008		3.2		4.4		5.7		3.1		-2.7		1.4		5.7		3.8		3.7		-0.8		9.8		-0.4		7.4		-3.7		-1.9		-1.2		3.9		-0.0		5.8		-0.5		3.5		7.9		-4.2		5.3		-3.2		4.4		-5.9		8.0		0.7		1.6		-7.2		2.0		-1.3		5.5		5.8		-1.3		3.2		4.4		4.8		2.1

								% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002-2008		2.4		14.6		16.4		12.3		3.5		23.0		6.9		1.9		-3.8		3.6		8.6		-5.0		7.6		7.5		0.9		-0.8		2.2		1.4		6.1		11.5		8.1		4.3		-5.1		8.7		9.2		0.2		1.9		7.9		4.1		2.2		10.6		7.8		-4.7		19.0		-0.3		-1.3		-1.2		1.9		8.6		5.6

										COMPARATOR DATA

								SDRC NDC ID		NDC39		NDC04		NDC22		NDC30		NDC33		NDC24		NDC18		NDC38		NDC09		NDC02		NDC25		NDC17		NDC27		NDC19		NDC28		NDC08		NDC13		NDC07		NDC37		NDC16		NDC06		NDC36		NDC01		NDC31		NDC23		NDC15		NDC35		NDC21		NDC10		NDC14		NDC29		NDC20		NDC05		NDC26		NDC11		NDC32		NDC34		NDC03		NDC12

								Comparator Cluster		4		3		5		3		3		5		2		3		5		1		2		5		3		4		1		2		4		3		1		2		3		2		1		2		2		4		1		2		2		5		3		5		3		2		2		2		3		2		2

								Local Authority		Birmingham		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle upon Tyne		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Kingston upon Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton and Hove		Hartlepool		Hammersmith and Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham

		direction of change originally						NDC Short Name		Birmingham - Aston		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton		Hartlepool		Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham - Kings Norton		NDC total

		up		SDRC- secondary and admin data		Education Indicators		Key Stage 2 - KS2 English % reaching level 4 Change 2002-2007		4.9		7.4		16.6		2.1		25.2		14.2		10.5		6.5		6.0		9.3		8.5		15.0		5.4		17.6		18.0		11.8		13.9		6.3		16.9		-13.3		14.4		-1.0		-6.3		6.8		0.9		17.3		4.6		14.1		8.1		15.4		3.4		12.7		8.6		18.8		5.5		21.7		18.1		10.4		11.7		10.2

		up						Key Stage 3 - KS3 English % reaching level 5 Change 2002-2007		5.8		16.6		0.5		22.2		4.3		25.4		8.0		6.3		11.2		13.7		5.9		7.3		22.3		14.2		5.4		8.2		5.2		4.6		19.6		10.1		25.4		14.1		4.7		8.1		13.1		11.2		4.7		5.9		6.4		12.6		5.4		10.3		13.3		10.2		1.9		17.3		9.7		10.9		13.4		10.6

		up						Key Stage 4 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level) Change 2002-2007		16.6		21.5		5.9		15.9		20.7		27.5		1.3		17.4		2.5		9.8		26.8		12.9		7.2		39.6		19.5		18.2		15.8		13.4		10.2		22.6		28.0		14.3		14.3		30.9		24.3		28.7		10.7		14.5		12.5		26.2		21.3		24.5		24.5		15.9		27.3		26.0		29.0		21.5		21.2		19.0

		down		MORI 2002 Household Survey data				% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002-2008		-9.8		-1.9		7.1		-1.9		-1.9		7.1		6.9		-1.9		7.1		10.9		6.9		7.1		-1.9		-9.8		10.9		6.9		-9.8		-1.9		10.9		6.9		-1.9		6.9		10.9		6.9		6.9		-9.8		10.9		6.9		6.9		7.1		-1.9		7.1		-1.9		6.9		6.9		6.9		-1.9		6.9		6.9		3.3

		up						% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002-2008		-5.5		-4.3		-1.2		-4.3		-4.3		-1.2		-0.3		-4.3		-1.2		-3.4		-0.3		-1.2		-4.3		-5.5		-3.4		-0.3		-5.5		-4.3		-3.4		-0.3		-4.3		-0.3		-3.4		-0.3		-0.3		-5.5		-3.4		-0.3		-0.3		-1.2		-4.3		-1.2		-4.3		-0.3		-0.3		-0.3		-4.3		-0.3		-0.3		-2.3

		down						% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002-2008		1.6		-2.5		-6.8		-2.5		-2.5		-6.8		7.4		-2.5		-6.8		6.5		7.4		-6.8		-2.5		1.6		6.5		7.4		1.6		-2.5		6.5		7.4		-2.5		7.4		6.5		7.4		7.4		1.6		6.5		7.4		7.4		-6.8		-2.5		-6.8		-2.5		7.4		7.4		7.4		-2.5		7.4		7.4		2.0

		down		SDRC- secondary and admin data		Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS Change - 1999 - 2008		1.5		4.9		5.1		3.6		6.3		3.3		1.5		4.5		2.8		4.3		0.5		4.7		1.4		-0.7		3.4		1.6		4.1		3.9		2.5		6.5		4.1		4.0		3.0		1.2		1.7		3.3		3.8		1.3		3.4		1.6		2.5		3.3		3.1		2.3		6.9		4.7		3.7		1.2		2.8		3.4

		down						% work limiting illness WPLS  -1999 - 2008		0.4		0.4		0.4		-0.1		-0.2		-2.3		0.2		-0.7		2.8		2.8		-0.5		5.9		-0.7		-0.3		4.0		0.5		3.3		0.4		4.0		0.3		1.1		2.9		4.3		1.1		-0.6		-2.0		1.7		-0.1		1.9		0.9		-0.8		1.4		2.0		0.9		0.2		2.6		0.7		-0.4		-0.4		1.1

		up		MORI 2002 Household Survey data				Employment rate Working age Change 2002-2008		3.7		-4.1		6.7		-4.1		-4.1		6.7		1.5		-4.1		6.7		-0.2		1.5		6.7		-4.1		3.7		-0.2		1.5		3.7		-4.1		-0.2		1.5		-4.1		1.5		-0.2		1.5		1.5		3.7		-0.2		1.5		1.5		6.7		-4.1		6.7		-4.1		1.5		1.5		1.5		-4.1		1.5		1.5		0.7

		down						% of households with income less than £200 per week Change 2002-2008		9.1		5.5		8.8		5.5		5.5		8.8		14.5		5.5		8.8		14.0		14.5		8.8		5.5		9.1		14.0		14.5		9.1		5.5		14.0		14.5		5.5		14.5		14.0		14.5		14.5		9.1		14.0		14.5		14.5		8.8		5.5		8.8		5.5		14.5		14.5		14.5		5.5		14.5		14.5		10.7

		down						Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2002-2008		-2.7		-7.9		-3.1		-7.9		-7.9		-3.1		-0.5		-7.9		-3.1		4.4		-0.5		-3.1		-7.9		-2.7		4.4		-0.5		-2.7		-7.9		4.4		-0.5		-7.9		-0.5		4.4		-0.5		-0.5		-2.7		4.4		-0.5		-0.5		-3.1		-7.9		-3.1		-7.9		-0.5		-0.5		-0.5		-7.9		-0.5		-0.5		-2.4

		down						Workless households (all of working age) 2002-2008		2.2		2.1		-2.6		2.1		2.1		-2.6		4.0		2.1		-2.6		5.8		4.0		-2.6		2.1		2.2		5.8		4.0		2.2		2.1		5.8		4.0		2.1		4.0		5.8		4.0		4.0		2.2		5.8		4.0		4.0		-2.6		2.1		-2.6		2.1		4.0		4.0		4.0		2.1		4.0		4.0		2.6

		down				Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time Change 2002-2008		2.2		-1.8		0.6		-1.8		-1.8		0.6		0.0		-1.8		0.6		-2.1		0.0		0.6		-1.8		2.2		-2.1		0.0		2.2		-1.8		-2.1		0.0		-1.8		0.0		-2.1		0.0		0.0		2.2		-2.1		0.0		0.0		0.6		-1.8		0.6		-1.8		0.0		0.0		0.0		-1.8		0.0		0.0		-0.4

		down						% residents who smoke Change 2002-2008		-6.5		3.4		-0.1		3.4		3.4		-0.1		4.4		3.4		-0.1		5.9		4.4		-0.1		3.4		-6.5		5.9		4.4		-6.5		3.4		5.9		4.4		3.4		4.4		5.9		4.4		4.4		-6.5		5.9		4.4		4.4		-0.1		3.4		-0.1		3.4		4.4		4.4		4.4		3.4		4.4		4.4		2.5

		down						% residents feel own health not good Change 2002-2008		-0.6		3.2		6.9		3.2		3.2		6.9		2.6		3.2		6.9		4.2		2.6		6.9		3.2		-0.6		4.2		2.6		-0.6		3.2		4.2		2.6		3.2		2.6		4.2		2.6		2.6		-0.6		4.2		2.6		2.6		6.9		3.2		6.9		3.2		2.6		2.6		2.6		3.2		2.6		2.6		3.3

		up						SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002-2008		3.1		-3.0		-1.0		-3.0		-3.0		-1.0		4.3		-3.0		-1.0		-2.3		4.3		-1.0		-3.0		3.1		-2.3		4.3		3.1		-3.0		-2.3		4.3		-3.0		4.3		-2.3		4.3		4.3		3.1		-2.3		4.3		4.3		-1.0		-3.0		-1.0		-3.0		4.3		4.3		4.3		-3.0		4.3		4.3		0.6

		down						Health is worse than a year ago 2002-2008		-3.5		-2.3		0.9		-2.3		-2.3		0.9		0.4		-2.3		0.9		-3.0		0.4		0.9		-2.3		-3.5		-3.0		0.4		-3.5		-2.3		-3.0		0.4		-2.3		0.4		-3.0		0.4		0.4		-3.5		-3.0		0.4		0.4		0.9		-2.3		0.9		-2.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		-2.3		0.4		0.4		-1.1

		up						Satisfied with doctor 2002-2008		9.9		-1.0		0.1		-1.0		-1.0		0.1		4.7		-1.0		0.1		0.8		4.7		0.1		-1.0		9.9		0.8		4.7		9.9		-1.0		0.8		4.7		-1.0		4.7		0.8		4.7		4.7		9.9		0.8		4.7		4.7		0.1		-1.0		0.1		-1.0		4.7		4.7		4.7		-1.0		4.7		4.7		2.6

		down				Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark Change 2002-2008		12.5		3.6		8.8		3.6		3.6		8.8		11.8		3.6		8.8		10.3		11.8		8.8		3.6		12.5		10.3		11.8		12.5		3.6		10.3		11.8		3.6		11.8		10.3		11.8		11.8		12.5		10.3		11.8		11.8		8.8		3.6		8.8		3.6		11.8		11.8		11.8		3.6		11.8		11.8		9.1

		down						Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		10.8		26.7		24.0		26.7		26.7		24.0		50.4		26.7		24.0		2.4		50.4		24.0		26.7		10.8		2.4		50.4		10.8		26.7		2.4		50.4		26.7		50.4		2.4		50.4		50.4		10.8		2.4		50.4		50.4		24.0		26.7		24.0		26.7		50.4		50.4		50.4		26.7		50.4		50.4		30.0

		down						Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		156.0		-23.7		47.1		-23.7		-23.7		47.1		88.6		-23.7		47.1		130.9		88.6		47.1		-23.7		156.0		130.9		88.6		156.0		-23.7		130.9		88.6		-23.7		88.6		130.9		88.6		88.6		156.0		130.9		88.6		88.6		47.1		-23.7		47.1		-23.7		88.6		88.6		88.6		-23.7		88.6		88.6		65.8

		down						Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		479.1		125.3		176.2		125.3		125.3		176.2		853.2		125.3		176.2		67.9		853.2		176.2		125.3		479.1		67.9		853.2		479.1		125.3		67.9		853.2		125.3		853.2		67.9		853.2		853.2		479.1		67.9		853.2		853.2		176.2		125.3		176.2		125.3		853.2		853.2		853.2		125.3		853.2		853.2		424.4

		down						Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002-2008		10.6		10.1		12.7		10.1		10.1		12.7		12.2		10.1		12.7		12.2		12.2		12.7		10.1		10.6		12.2		12.2		10.6		10.1		12.2		12.2		10.1		12.2		12.2		12.2		12.2		10.6		12.2		12.2		12.2		12.7		10.1		12.7		10.1		12.2		12.2		12.2		10.1		12.2		12.2		11.6

		down						Fear of crime index 2002-2008		12.0		18.3		13.1		18.3		18.3		13.1		20.9		18.3		13.1		19.7		20.9		13.1		18.3		12.0		19.7		20.9		12.0		18.3		19.7		20.9		18.3		20.9		19.7		20.9		20.9		12.0		19.7		20.9		20.9		13.1		18.3		13.1		18.3		20.9		20.9		20.9		18.3		20.9		20.9		18.0

		down				Housing and Physical environment		% Trapped Change 2002-2008		2.0		-1.2		-4.4		-1.2		-1.2		-4.4		-1.7		-1.2		-4.4		5.2		-1.7		-4.4		-1.2		2.0		5.2		-1.7		2.0		-1.2		5.2		-1.7		-1.2		-1.7		5.2		-1.7		-1.7		2.0		5.2		-1.7		-1.7		-4.4		-1.2		-4.4		-1.2		-1.7		-1.7		-1.7		-1.2		-1.7		-1.7		-0.7

		up						% satisfied with area as a place to live Change 2002-2008		7.8		4.6		7.6		4.6		4.6		7.6		7.3		4.6		7.6		16.1		7.3		7.6		4.6		7.8		16.1		7.3		7.8		4.6		16.1		7.3		4.6		7.3		16.1		7.3		7.3		7.8		16.1		7.3		7.3		7.6		4.6		7.6		4.6		7.3		7.3		7.3		4.6		7.3		7.3		7.8

		down						% want to move Change 2002-2008		-3.8		4.9		-3.8		4.9		4.9		-3.8		0.4		4.9		-3.8		5.2		0.4		-3.8		4.9		-3.8		5.2		0.4		-3.8		4.9		5.2		0.4		4.9		0.4		5.2		0.4		0.4		-3.8		5.2		0.4		0.4		-3.8		4.9		-3.8		4.9		0.4		0.4		0.4		4.9		0.4		0.4		1.1

		up						% satisfied with accommodation 2002-2008		0.4		1.0		-1.0		1.0		1.0		-1.0		3.4		1.0		-1.0		4.9		3.4		-1.0		1.0		0.4		4.9		3.4		0.4		1.0		4.9		3.4		1.0		3.4		4.9		3.4		3.4		0.4		4.9		3.4		3.4		-1.0		1.0		-1.0		1.0		3.4		3.4		3.4		1.0		3.4		3.4		2.0

		up						area improved over past 2 years 2002-2008		4.3		13.6		9.2		13.6		13.6		9.2		9.9		13.6		9.2		18.7		9.9		9.2		13.6		4.3		18.7		9.9		4.3		13.6		18.7		9.9		13.6		9.9		18.7		9.9		9.9		4.3		18.7		9.9		9.9		9.2		13.6		9.2		13.6		9.9		9.9		9.9		13.6		9.9		9.9		11.3

		down						Problems with local Environment Index 2002-2008		8.3		10.9		7.1		10.9		10.9		7.1		8.7		10.9		7.1		11.4		8.7		7.1		10.9		8.3		11.4		8.7		8.3		10.9		11.4		8.7		10.9		8.7		11.4		8.7		8.7		8.3		11.4		8.7		8.7		7.1		10.9		7.1		10.9		8.7		8.7		8.7		10.9		8.7		8.7		9.4

		up				Community		% feel part of the community Change 2002-2008		2.3		23.6		1.6		23.6		23.6		1.6		11.0		23.6		1.6		5.7		11.0		1.6		23.6		2.3		5.7		11.0		2.3		23.6		5.7		11.0		23.6		11.0		5.7		11.0		11.0		2.3		5.7		11.0		11.0		1.6		23.6		1.6		23.6		11.0		11.0		11.0		23.6		11.0		11.0		11.2

		up						% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other Change 2002-2008		2.4		2.2		4.4		2.2		2.2		4.4		-0.4		2.2		4.4		1.6		-0.4		4.4		2.2		2.4		1.6		-0.4		2.4		2.2		1.6		-0.4		2.2		-0.4		1.6		-0.4		-0.4		2.4		1.6		-0.4		-0.4		4.4		2.2		4.4		2.2		-0.4		-0.4		-0.4		2.2		-0.4		-0.4		1.5

		up						% think NDC has improved the area Change 2002-2008

		up						% quality of life good 2002-2008		14.9		3.6		2.4		3.6		3.6		2.4		4.4		3.6		2.4		4.5		4.4		2.4		3.6		14.9		4.5		4.4		14.9		3.6		4.5		4.4		3.6		4.4		4.5		4.4		4.4		14.9		4.5		4.4		4.4		2.4		3.6		2.4		3.6		4.4		4.4		4.4		3.6		4.4		4.4		5.0

		up						% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002-2008		4.5		4.8		4.2		4.8		4.8		4.2		2.3		4.8		4.2		-5.7		2.3		4.2		4.8		4.5		-5.7		2.3		4.5		4.8		-5.7		2.3		4.8		2.3		-5.7		2.3		2.3		4.5		-5.7		2.3		2.3		4.2		4.8		4.2		4.8		2.3		2.3		2.3		4.8		2.3		2.3		2.4

		up						% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002-2008

										DIFFERENCE IN NDC CHANGE VS COMPARATOR CHANGE +VE IS NDC HAS DOEN BETTER

								SDRC NDC ID

								Comparator Cluster		4		3		5		3		3		5		2		3		5		1		2		5		3		4		1		2		4		3		1		2		3		2		1		2		2		4		1		2		2		5		3		5		3		2		2		2		3		2		2

								Local Authority		Birmingham		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle upon Tyne		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Kingston upon Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton and Hove		Hartlepool		Hammersmith and Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham

								NDC Short Name		Birmingham - Aston		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton		Hartlepool		Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham - Kings Norton

						Education Indicators		Key Stage 2 - KS2 English % reaching level 4 Change 2002-2007		12.5		8.0		-4.8		3.4		-5.3		10.7		-1.9		1.4		14.0		-9.4		5.8		-10.8		1.4		-7.4		2.3		-7.3		-4.4		6.2		7.0		18.2		5.9		-7.2		16.9		-7.1		6.7		-2.5		5.5		2.7		-5.3		-7.2		-0.8		-9.2		-6.4		-1.2		2.1		-13.4		-29.5		-1.4		-17.7		-0.2

								Key Stage 3 - KS3 English % reaching level 5 Change 2002-2007		12.1		1.4		6.6		-20.6		-6.1		-4.4		2.3		5.5		-0.6		-1.7		-6.0		-2.3		-9.1		-17.6		1.4		-28.5		8.5		4.0		-11.1		-24.8		-11.8		5.6		-4.7		10.8		-0.4		4.6		-8.0		-3.7		8.4		8.4		0.8		-4.5		10.2		-11.5		3.3		-11.7		-1.9		-2.0		-10.3		-2.0

								Key Stage 4 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level) Change 2002-2007		-4.1		-8.0		7.8		0.7		8.0		-2.6		19.7		-6.4		33.8		0.3		-14.0		16.0		14.8		-24.9		1.9		1.4		1.0		7.7		9.2		3.5		-27.6		11.0		-1.7		-24.6		6.1		18.7		6.2		-6.9		-4.1		1.0		-1.0		-14.7		0.7		7.6		-23.1		-13.2		-27.6		-9.9		-0.2		-1.6

								% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002-2008		20.4		6.8		7.0		6.6		-3.5		2.7		10.3		1.6		-1.5		-12.8		-3.5		3.8		4.8		6.9		-2.6		-1.1		15.0		-5.7		0.8		-3.1		5.5		5.9		-15.1		-5.6		-7.0		18.4		-8.5		0.6		1.8		13.5		1.0		-0.3		-3.1		3.9		4.2		-6.9		-3.5		6.1		-7.1		1.4

								% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002-2008		12.9		8.2		2.7		0.5		3.1		2.1		7.5		5.9		3.7		1.6		0.4		11.8		4.7		5.6		4.8		0.9		11.9		10.2		8.4		-0.0		-5.0		1.3		10.3		0.1		-2.8		1.3		15.9		10.9		2.0		1.5		-5.1		2.0		-3.7		6.8		4.2		11.7		-1.5		2.5		4.9		4.2

								% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002-2008		-9.0		8.5		9.3		15.7		3.8		4.0		-10.9		1.4		8.9		-0.3		-7.4		16.6		14.8		7.7		-0.1		-0.7		-3.1		-9.6		2.8		-5.7		6.7		-3.4		-1.1		6.9		1.1		-6.9		-18.1		-18.6		-15.3		-9.7		-6.1		0.7		-5.1		-8.6		-8.9		-7.4		-2.1		-10.8		-14.3		-1.9

						Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS Change - 1999 - 2008		0.1		-1.6		1.0		-0.5		-1.7		1.0		0.5		-1.2		2.4		1.1		0.5		-0.2		3.2		2.8		1.0		2.2		0.5		-1.0		-0.3		-3.7		-0.7		-2.0		1.1		0.7		-1.4		-0.3		3.0		-0.0		-1.3		2.8		0.5		-0.7		-2.0		-1.1		-5.2		-1.1		-0.7		0.9		-0.7		-0.2

								% work limiting illness WPLS  -1999 - 2008		2.4		-1.3		2.5		0.9		-0.1		-1.3		-0.6		0.5		0.2		-1.7		1.1		-0.2		0.6		2.1		0.9		0.2		-0.4		-0.3		-2.2		-1.5		0.3		-3.1		2.3		-2.3		3.0		1.7		1.3		-0.7		-2.2		-0.8		-0.6		-2.1		-2.9		-1.7		-1.2		-3.8		-0.3		-0.2		-1.3		-0.2

								Employment rate Working age Change 2002-2008		8.5		11.7		-8.9		3.1		1.0		-6.7		5.2		9.8		-1.7		11.1		-4.3		5.5		4.5		-0.4		12.3		3.0		15.0		6.6		7.3		-2.1		6.7		-3.4		16.2		-0.0		-1.9		-0.1		4.4		1.7		1.4		1.4		1.4		-3.6		2.2		-5.5		-9.2		-3.4		-2.8		0.7		-6.8		2.2

								% of households with income less than £200 per week Change 2002-2008		10.2		-0.7		4.4		1.3		11.9		5.8		0.2		1.5		12.1		-12.0		-6.5		6.9		3.8		2.8		7.8		-4.4		0.7		4.4		4.4		-8.2		5.7		-5.1		2.9		-5.4		4.1		5.4		-1.7		-6.4		-11.1		15.8		0.4		7.2		4.5		-11.1		-6.2		-5.0		-5.1		-6.4		-2.4		0.7

								Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2002-2008		13.6		5.2		-4.9		7.9		-1.9		-0.1		-9.7		9.4		2.3		-5.1		-3.8		4.7		3.8		4.9		2.4		-1.3		1.8		4.0		-4.8		-5.0		6.5		3.5		2.4		-3.9		-0.4		8.1		-9.4		-3.4		1.7		-0.0		-0.8		1.0		-1.0		-6.7		-7.3		-4.0		-2.2		-3.2		-4.5		-0.0

								Workless households (all of working age) 2002-2008		4.0		2.2		7.2		0.9		-0.8		2.7		1.2		1.1		15.7		4.5		-6.4		9.1		1.3		0.1		-0.5		4.1		9.7		4.2		6.3		-6.8		5.0		0.6		3.6		-5.8		-3.7		3.2		-1.1		-1.5		-0.2		9.1		-3.9		5.7		2.5		-4.8		-4.8		-8.1		-6.6		-2.9		-1.6		1.1

						Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time Change 2002-2008		3.1		4.1		-3.4		3.0		-8.1		-2.7		0.8		-0.9		2.7		-0.6		-3.5		0.7		3.7		0.4		-4.6		-5.7		-1.7		-3.3		2.3		1.7		-0.2		4.9		-6.8		-1.2		-1.6		0.7		-2.5		-1.1		-4.5		-0.7		-0.8		-3.8		-3.9		-3.0		-4.3		-0.7		-0.8		-1.7		-1.1		-1.2

								% residents who smoke Change 2002-2008		3.5		8.6		4.7		1.3		2.6		6.8		1.2		6.7		5.4		3.1		1.6		3.7		6.5		7.6		-0.9		-0.4		6.9		1.9		-0.7		6.8		-0.8		0.9		-8.2		5.3		-7.8		8.5		-2.7		-5.3		1.8		3.2		-0.8		7.1		0.5		2.7		4.3		-6.5		4.8		-1.1		-2.2		2.0

								% residents feel own health not good Change 2002-2008		7.1		0.1		-0.0		-0.4		-3.8		-3.5		4.4		0.8		-3.3		2.6		-3.6		0.5		0.6		6.6		3.3		3.1		6.7		-1.6		1.7		1.6		5.4		4.2		1.3		-0.4		-0.2		7.8		5.5		-1.0		-0.0		-6.6		2.3		-6.7		-1.3		-1.2		-1.3		-3.8		0.6		1.9		-0.6		0.7

								SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002-2008		4.1		4.5		5.6		6.0		12.5		5.1		1.6		1.7		3.2		13.1		-2.1		1.7		5.8		-1.1		5.1		2.9		1.1		0.5		1.4		2.3		5.7		5.5		0.2		2.7		-1.6		0.2		5.6		-3.1		1.8		0.8		3.0		1.8		8.6		-2.0		-2.7		0.4		4.9		0.5		2.9		2.9

								Health is worse than a year ago 2002-2008		10.6		3.3		1.7		3.9		4.8		2.5		4.9		-0.4		-0.6		8.0		-0.5		-1.8		7.4		4.9		9.5		-0.4		3.9		0.1		4.1		4.8		4.5		3.6		8.3		0.1		3.4		3.1		11.1		-0.0		-2.8		-4.3		2.7		-0.5		0.2		2.5		-1.0		-5.6		9.2		-0.8		3.3		2.8

								Satisfied with doctor 2002-2008		-7.7		6.9		0.3		2.0		7.7		4.7		2.5		7.3		6.2		-1.7		-3.7		1.0		-2.3		-13.7		1.3		-3.1		-15.6		3.8		-2.2		-2.7		0.8		-11.2		6.7		-6.7		2.9		-17.8		8.3		0.9		0.1		-8.2		4.5		2.2		8.8		-6.8		-4.9		-7.0		2.2		-12.8		-2.7		-1.3

						Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark Change 2002-2008		5.3		11.9		11.3		10.2		25.3		7.7		10.9		14.5		4.8		4.1		5.1		4.3		-4.0		-5.6		-4.7		8.3		-4.1		11.0		2.4		6.0		-8.5		9.3		-1.0		-9.4		7.3		-5.8		11.6		-4.0		-0.8		-3.2		5.1		-4.4		15.1		-0.2		4.8		-4.3		6.7		-8.6		-5.6		3.3

								Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		48.4		91.6		45.9		2.8		13.1		-26.6		-19.2		85.9		-40.9		99.6		66.5		41.0		-16.7		17.8		51.3		22.7		12.4		6.7		55.1		5.2		-44.6		22.8		11.6		64.0		-3.0		12.8		-158.3		-59.9		61.5		10.0		-14.3		15.1		-5.2		-13.6		-0.9		18.9		-10.3		-136.3		-68.4		6.8

								Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		-153.1		68.5		-26.3		139.0		132.8		73.9		-119.8		119.5		-135.7		98.3		371.7		-178.8		90.3		-197.3		-318.5		-44.2		51.2		170.1		-117.3		242.2		72.2		-161.9		-58.9		255.5		7.3		-431.6		-64.9		96.0		214.3		94.6		49.3		-120.1		186.0		46.2		-49.6		212.2		-232.7		-229.8		-138.1		0.3

								Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		-380.5		653.9		-28.4		487.6		199.0		-55.0		-934.4		588.4		-209.9		802.7		347.7		-232.7		92.2		31.9		-58.8		130.5		-13.1		65.5		-353.9		-85.6		151.4		-687.2		502.5		116.7		-1,041.7		-764.0		161.2		-48.3		106.5		-108.3		194.2		-163.6		237.2		-1,356.6		-250.3		-556.7		-314.1		-802.0		-958.0		-116.8

								Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002-2008		6.9		10.2		7.0		7.0		12.5		6.6		8.4		9.7		-0.4		9.6		9.9		5.7		-1.8		-1.0		5.1		13.6		0.7		8.5		2.6		12.4		4.8		9.0		7.1		2.2		10.4		-5.5		5.7		1.9		-0.2		-5.3		-3.0		-0.3		6.0		3.6		9.1		5.0		-3.7		-5.0		-3.2		4.7

								Fear of crime index 2002-2008		0.0		2.0		7.5		-4.5		5.4		4.7		-7.6		-6.2		-2.2		0.7		3.9		3.7		-9.5		-0.4		-3.2		2.2		-1.2		-6.5		-9.0		-4.0		-10.6		1.4		-5.2		-0.4		0.5		4.8		-2.8		-15.7		-11.5		-10.3		-3.0		0.0		5.6		-7.2		-6.4		-2.1		-13.9		-10.1		-7.6		-2.9

						Housing and Physical environment		% Trapped Change 2002-2008		-1.2		9.6		2.9		7.5		-3.1		3.1		4.2		2.4		-0.9		-2.5		4.5		7.3		0.7		-1.9		-0.5		4.7		-2.7		-4.3		-9.9		0.3		4.9		-3.8		-2.5		6.4		6.4		3.0		-8.3		1.6		-1.3		0.7		-5.1		-3.5		1.7		3.6		0.6		2.3		1.5		0.7		-2.6		0.7

								% satisfied with area as a place to live Change 2002-2008		5.4		18.3		9.7		6.7		16.7		3.5		7.1		9.8		8.8		2.5		8.6		6.0		4.6		8.2		-0.4		14.5		4.1		7.0		-5.4		13.4		7.1		7.6		-0.3		2.0		17.9		-5.0		1.5		3.3		12.9		-7.7		7.1		4.9		0.5		3.0		3.0		13.0		-1.0		-0.2		-0.2		5.6

								% want to move Change 2002-2008		1.7		-2.5		5.0		-0.2		2.3		7.0		-1.7		-0.1		-4.4		-13.8		4.4		1.6		-3.0		5.5		3.8		5.6		-3.5		-8.7		-5.0		0.6		2.0		-9.0		-7.1		3.0		-4.9		1.3		-7.5		0.7		-1.4		-2.8		-1.2		3.1		-10.1		4.8		4.5		-4.0		-1.5		-5.2		-10.4		-1.3

								% satisfied with accommodation 2002-2008		0.0		4.2		3.8		6.0		0.4		-1.1		1.4		2.9		1.1		8.7		-1.2		5.9		-2.1		4.7		2.6		2.6		-0.3		0.2		-1.4		-4.3		5.0		-6.2		-1.2		-8.7		-8.5		1.0		-8.6		-0.7		1.7		4.2		6.1		3.2		-2.2		-3.3		0.6		-4.4		0.3		-0.7		-7.5		0.1

								area improved over past 2 years 2002-2008		17.5		12.5		8.9		11.6		18.1		8.4		19.8		-4.6		9.2		-4.8		24.5		-14.7		-3.1		19.6		-2.2		20.1		6.3		-1.7		-1.3		23.2		-11.7		20.9		10.3		4.5		17.4		5.9		3.9		14.2		12.5		2.0		-10.5		5.7		-14.7		12.5		7.6		10.7		-7.3		0.1		-0.5		6.5

								Problems with local Environment Index 2002-2008		3.8		-0.6		4.1		5.0		11.5		5.0		8.9		4.6		-1.7		4.2		7.2		8.4		-4.3		3.6		-0.4		3.0		-3.5		3.5		1.6		0.3		-2.5		-1.7		-2.5		5.7		4.7		-10.1		-0.8		-2.1		-1.2		-1.5		-5.4		-5.5		3.6		2.1		3.8		-2.1		-2.4		1.0		1.3		1.3

						Community		% feel part of the community Change 2002-2008		6.3		2.3		12.8		-7.8		3.7		6.7		-0.5		-14.1		9.2		0.8		-3.2		1.3		-11.8		15.1		-0.3		-6.5		4.8		-11.0		5.6		-1.4		-17.1		-3.9		2.4		1.2		-12.8		4.3		2.3		-4.5		7.3		1.0		-9.2		16.3		-8.3		0.6		-11.3		-2.4		-20.4		-2.9		-15.5		-1.6

								% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other Change 2002-2008		7.2		-7.7		3.3		-3.1		1.5		3.3		7.0		-2.5		-0.8		6.4		4.2		-9.4		1.9		5.5		1.6		4.6		-5.3		3.3		4.5		0.7		-0.6		6.8		-1.3		4.8		-2.0		-2.2		-3.2		9.5		-5.7		5.7		-2.4		-3.4		-3.9		-2.1		4.4		-0.0		-7.0		-3.0		-1.6		0.5

								% think NDC has improved the area Change 2002-2008		39.7		29.2		22.1		53.4		41.4		26.9		51.9		19.4		35.2		16.0		54.8		12.3		30.3		32.7		21.6		21.8		30.5		26.3		27.9		24.7		19.6		25.1		28.1		41.0		43.7		21.3		23.8		43.5		39.9		6.9		25.3		15.1		8.1		16.4		11.0		27.6		17.6		14.1		20.4		27.1

								% quality of life good 2002-2008		-5.9		3.6		5.8		0.1		4.1		7.6		0.3		3.7		2.5		2.8		-3.0		-1.0		-1.8		-9.5		-2.6		1.3		-7.5		1.7		-1.1		-2.1		-3.9		-6.8		-13.6		-7.5		-5.0		-9.3		4.7		10.0		5.0		-6.5		3.8		-2.0		-4.4		-1.9		-4.8		-3.2		-3.4		-4.7		-3.9		-1.5

								% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002-2008		-1.4		-0.4		1.5		-1.7		-7.5		-2.8		3.4		-1.0		-0.5		5.0		7.4		-4.5		2.7		-8.2		3.8		-3.6		-0.6		-4.8		11.5		-2.8		-1.3		5.6		1.6		2.9		-5.5		-0.1		-0.1		5.7		-1.6		-2.5		-12.0		-2.2		-6.1		3.2		3.5		-3.7		-1.6		2.1		2.5		-0.4

								% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002-2008		2.4		14.6		16.4		12.3		3.5		23.0		6.9		1.9		-3.8		3.6		8.6		-5.0		7.6		7.5		0.9		-0.8		2.2		1.4		6.1		11.5		8.1		4.3		-5.1		8.7		9.2		0.2		1.9		7.9		4.1		2.2		10.6		7.8		-4.7		19.0		-0.3		-1.3		-1.2		1.9		8.6		5.6

										RANKS ON BENCHMARKED CHANGE

								SDRC NDC ID		NDC39		NDC04		NDC22		NDC30		NDC33		NDC24		NDC18		NDC38		NDC09		NDC02		NDC25		NDC17		NDC27		NDC19		NDC28		NDC08		NDC13		NDC07		NDC37		NDC16		NDC06		NDC36		NDC01		NDC31		NDC23		NDC15		NDC35		NDC21		NDC10		NDC14		NDC29		NDC20		NDC05		NDC26		NDC11		NDC32		NDC34		NDC03		NDC12

								NDC Name		Aston NDC		Shoreditch Our Way NDC		Burngreave NDC		Finsbury NDC		Seven Sisters NDC		Devonport NDC		Blakenall NDC		Clapham Park NDC		West Gate NDC		Radford NDC		Hathershaw and Fitton Hill NDC		Beswick & Openshaw NDC		New Cross Gate NDC		ABCD NDC		North Huyton NDC		West Middlesbrough NDC		Little Horton NDC		Aylesbury NDC		WEHM NDC		Barton Hill NDC		West Ham & Plaistow NDC		Derwent NDC		Kensington NDC		Heart of Heywood NDC		Charlestown and Lower Kersal NDC		Greets Green NDC		Doncaster Central NDC		Thornhill NDC		Braunstone NDC		Preston Road NDC		South Kilburn NDC		East End and Hendon NDC		Ocean Estate NDC		Marsh Farm NDC		East Brighton NDC		West Central Hartlepool NDC		North Fulham NDC		NELM NDC		Kings Norton NDC

								Local Authority		Birmingham		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle upon Tyne		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Kingston upon Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton and Hove		Hartlepool		Hammersmith and Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham

								NDC Short Name		Birmingham - Aston		Hackney		Sheffield		Islington		Haringey		Plymouth		Walsall		Lambeth		Newcastle		Nottingham		Oldham		Manchester		Lewisham		Wolverhampton		Knowsley		Middlesbrough		Bradford		Southwark		Coventry		Bristol		Newham		Derby		Liverpool		Rochdale		Salford		Sandwell		Doncaster		Southampton		Leicester		Hull		Brent		Sunderland		Tower Hamlets		Luton		Brighton		Hartlepool		Fulham		Norwich		Birmingham - Kings Norton

						43		Overall sum of scores		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		23		24		25		26		27		28		29		30		31		32		33		34		35		36		37		38		39

						40		Crime		16		3		7		10		1		12		27		5		30		4		2		14		31		29		26		8		23		11		25		9		32		17		15		13		18		37		24		35		19		33		22		28		6		34		21		20		36		39		38

						27		% want to move Change 2002-2008		13		24		4		19		11		1		23		18		29		39		7		14		26		3		8		2		27		35		31		17		12		36		33		10		30		15		34		16		21		25		20		9		37		5		6		28		22		32		38

						37		Education		1		5		8		18		21		13		9		12		2		35		34		3		6		30		16		37		4		11		10		29		33		14		17		28		22		7		19		23		26		15		31		32		27		20		24		36		39		25		38

						1		Key Stage 2 - KS2 English % reaching level 4 Change 2002-2007		4		6		25		13		26		5		22		17		3		35		11		36		18		33		15		32		24		9		7		1		10		31		2		29		8		23		12		14		26		30		19		34		28		20		16		37		39		21		38

						20		Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		9		2		10		24		17		33		32		3		34		1		4		11		31		15		8		13		19		22		7		23		35		12		20		5		26		18		39		36		6		21		30		16		27		29		25		14		28		38		37

						22		Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		31		2		19		5		8		21		36		3		26		1		6		27		15		17		22		12		18		16		30		23		11		33		4		13		38		34		10		20		14		24		9		25		7		39		28		32		29		35		37

						41		Housing and Physical environment		13		4		7		5		3		10		6		14		22		25		2		9		34		8		23		1		29		28		38		12		18		32		35		19		11		33		39		20		17		26		30		24		36		16		15		21		31		27		37

						31		% feel part of the community Change 2002-2008		7		14		3		29		11		6		21		36		4		18		25		15		34		2		20		28		9		32		8		22		38		26		12		16		35		10		13		27		5		17		31		1		30		19		33		23		39		24		37

						9		Employment rate Working age Change 2002-2008		7		4		38		15		22		36		12		6		27		5		34		11		13		26		3		16		2		10		8		29		9		31		1		24		28		25		14		18		20		21		19		33		17		35		39		32		30		23		37

						6		% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002-2008		31		6		4		2		11		10		35		13		5		17		27		1		3		7		16		18		21		32		12		24		9		22		19		8		14		26		38		39		37		33		25		15		23		29		30		28		20		34		36

						28		% satisfied with accommodation 2002-2008		22		8		9		3		19		26		15		11		16		1		27		4		30		6		13		12		23		21		29		33		5		35		28		39		37		17		38		25		14		7		2		10		31		32		18		34		20		24		36

						4		% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002-2008		1		8		6		9		30		17		5		19		25		38		31		16		13		7		26		24		3		33		21		28		12		11		39		32		35		2		37		22		18		4		20		23		27		15		14		34		29		10		36

						23		Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002-2008		16		5		15		14		2		17		12		7		31		8		6		19		33		32		21		1		28		11		25		3		23		10		13		26		4		39		20		27		29		38		34		30		18		24		9		22		36		37		35

						38		Worklessness and Finance		1		17		16		13		21		23		26		12		2		24		30		8		7		9		6		15		5		14		19		38		10		33		3		34		20		11		18		29		31		4		25		22		28		36		39		37		32		27		35

						19		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark Change 2002-2008		16		4		6		9		1		12		8		3		19		22		17		21		29		35		33		11		30		7		23		15		37		10		26		39		13		36		5		28		25		27		18		32		2		24		20		31		14		38		34

						14		% residents who smoke Change 2002-2008		16		1		13		24		20		6		25		8		10		18		23		15		9		3		32		28		5		21		29		7		31		26		39		11		38		2		35		36		22		17		30		4		27		19		14		37		12		33		34

						26		% satisfied with area as a place to live Change 2002-2008		20		1		9		18		3		24		16		8		10		28		11		19		22		12		35		4		23		17		38		5		14		13		34		29		2		37		30		25		7		39		15		21		31		27		26		6		36		33		32

						21		Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002 to 2008		32		17		22		8		9		15		28		10		30		11		1		34		14		35		38		23		18		7		27		3		16		33		25		2		21		39		26		12		4		13		19		29		6		20		24		5		37		36		31

						11		Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2002-2008		1		6		33		4		24		19		39		2		14		35		28		8		10		7		13		23		15		9		32		34		5		11		12		29		20		3		38		27		16		18		21		17		22		36		37		30		25		26		31

						2		Key Stage 3 - KS3 English % reaching level 5 Change 2002-2007		1		14		7		37		28		24		13		9		18		19		27		22		30		36		15		39		4		11		32		38		35		8		26		2		17		10		29		23		5		6		16		25		3		33		12		34		20		21		31

						25		% Trapped Change 2002-2008		26		1		13		2		33		11		9		14		25		29		8		3		21		28		24		7		32		36		39		23		6		35		30		4		5		12		38		17		27		20		37		34		16		10		22		15		18		19		31

						24		Fear of crime index 2002-2008		13		9		1		24		3		5		31		26		19		11		6		7		33		16		22		8		17		28		32		23		36		10		25		15		12		4		20		39		37		35		21		14		2		29		27		18		38		34		30

						12		Workless households (all of working age) 2002-2008		12		17		5		21		26		15		19		20		1		9		36		3		18		23		25		11		2		10		6		38		8		22		13		35		31		14		27		28		24		4		32		7		16		34		33		39		37		30		29

						33		% think NDC has improved the area Change 2002-2008		9		14		24		2		6		18		3		30		10		33		1		36		13		11		26		25		12		19		16		22		29		21		15		7		4		27		23		5		8		39		20		34		38		32		37		17		31		35		28

						29		area improved over past 2 years 2002-2008		8		13		18		14		7		19		5		33		17		34		1		39		32		6		31		4		21		30		29		2		37		3		16		24		9		22		25		10		12		26		36		23		38		11		20		15		35		27		28

						8		% work limiting illness WPLS  -1999 - 2008		3		27		2		10		16		29		22		12		14		31		8		17		11		5		9		15		21		19		34		30		13		38		4		36		1		6		7		24		35		25		23		33		37		32		26		39		20		18		28

						15		% residents feel own health not good Change 2002-2008		2		21		23		26		37		34		7		17		33		11		35		20		19		4		9		10		3		32		14		15		6		8		16		25		24		1		5		28		22		38		12		39		31		29		30		36		18		13		27

						39		Health		2		3		22		7		15		18		10		13		14		1		37		24		4		16		12		29		23		27		20		9		8		11		28		25		32		17		5		36		31		38		19		30		21		33		35		39		6		34		26

						10		% of households with income less than £200 per week Change 2002-2008		4		24		13		20		3		8		23		19		2		39		35		7		16		18		5		27		21		14		12		36		9		29		17		31		15		10		25		33		38		1		22		6		11		37		32		28		30		34		26

						42		Community		9		13		3		10		14		2		4		32		16		8		5		37		18		17		22		23		27		24		6		19		35		15		36		7		25		34		21		1		12		28		31		20		39		11		30		29		38		33		26

						34		% quality of life good 2002-2008		32		9		3		15		6		2		14		8		11		10		23		16		18		38		22		13		36		12		17		21		27		34		39		35		31		37		5		1		4		33		7		20		28		19		30		24		25		29		26

						7		% unemployed WPLS Change - 1999 - 2008		18		34		11		23		35		9		17		31		5		7		16		20		1		4		10		6		14		28		22		38		27		36		8		13		33		21		2		19		32		3		15		25		37		29		39		30		24		12		26

						18		Satisfied with doctor 2002-2008		33		5		20		15		3		8		12		4		7		22		28		17		24		37		16		27		38		10		23		26		19		35		6		30		11		39		2		18		21		34		9		14		1		31		29		32		13		36		25

						32		% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other Change 2002-2008		2		38		15		31		18		14		3		29		22		5		12		39		16		7		17		9		35		13		10		19		21		4		23		8		25		27		32		1		36		6		28		33		34		26		11		20		37		30		24

						3		Key Stage 4 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level) Change 2002-2007		27		30		9		20		8		25		2		28		1		21		33		4		5		37		15		16		17		10		7		14		39		6		24		36		13		3		12		29		26		18		23		34		19		11		35		32		38		31		22

						13		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time Change 2002-2008		4		2		30		5		39		27		9		19		6		14		31		11		3		12		36		37		24		29		7		8		13		1		38		22		23		10		26		21		35		16		18		32		33		28		34		15		17		25		20

						30		Problems with local Environment Index 2002-2008		13		24		11		7		1		6		2		9		28		10		4		3		36		14		23		17		35		16		19		22		33		29		34		5		8		39		25		31		26		27		37		38		15		18		12		30		32		21		20

						17		Health is worse than a year ago 2002-2008		2		19		24		14		11		23		8		29		33		6		31		36		7		9		3		30		15		27		13		10		12		16		5		26		17		20		1		28		37		38		21		32		25		22		35		39		4		34		18

						16		SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002-2008		14		13		8		4		2		11		25		24		15		1		37		23		5		34		10		18		27		29		26		20		6		9		32		19		35		33		7		39		22		28		16		21		3		36		38		31		12		30		17

						5		% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002-2008		2		10		21		31		20		23		11		13		19		26		32		4		17		14		16		30		3		8		9		34		38		29		7		33		36		28		1		6		25		27		39		24		37		12		18		5		35		22		15

						35		% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002-2008		23		18		15		26		37		29		8		21		19		5		2		33		11		38		6		31		20		34		1		30		22		4		14		10		35		16		17		3		25		28		39		27		36		9		7		32		24		13		12

						36		% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002-2008		23		4		3		5		22		1		17		26		36		21		10		38		15		16		30		33		25		29		18		6		12		19		39		9		8		31		28		13		20		24		7		14		37		2		32		35		34		27		11





		

								SDRC NDC ID		NDC04		NDC12

								NDC Name		Shoreditch Our Way NDC		Kings Norton NDC

								Local Authority		Hackney		Birmingham

								NDC Short Name		Hackney		Birmingham - Kings Norton

		pos		Rank position for each indicator		Education Indicators		Key Stage 2 2002 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		18		6

		pos						Key Stage 2 2007 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		7		30

		pos						Key stage 3 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		25		11

		pos						Key stage 3 2007 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		8		19

		pos						Key Stage 4 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		5		24

		pos						Key Stage 4 2007 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		9		18

		neg						% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002		20		19

		neg						% No qualifications, working age respondents 2008		17		25

		pos						% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002		28		30

		pos						% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2008		20		23

		neg						% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002		25		7

		neg						% Needs to improve basic skills? 2008		10		20

		neg				Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS  - 1999		17		26

		neg						% unemployed WPLS  - 2008		11		35

		neg						% work limiting illness WPLS  - 1999		12		20

		neg						% work limiting illness WPLS  - 2008		17		28

		pos						Employment rate Working age all hh 2002		25		24

		pos						Employment rate Working age all hh 2008		11		34

		neg						% of households with income less than £200 per week 2002		15		24

		neg						% of households with income less than £200 per week 2008		29		22

		neg						Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence) 2002		12		33

		neg						Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2008		16		36

		neg						Workless households (all of working age) 2002		27		31

		neg						Workless households (all of working age) 2008		25		32

		neg				Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2002		16		11

		neg						% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2008		3		10

		neg						% residents who smoke 2002		19		23

		neg						% residents who smoke 2008		10		30

		neg						% residents feel own health not good 2002		15		28

		neg						% residents feel own health not good 2008		20		35

		pos						SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002		25		39

		pos						SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2008		32		34

		neg						Heath is worse than a year ago 2002		25		38

		neg						Heath is worse than a year ago 2008		24		38

		pos						Satisfied with doctor 2002		26		12

		pos						Satisfied with doctor 2008		5		9

		neg				Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2002		22		33

		neg						% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2008		18		37

		neg						Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		32		11

		neg						Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		9		32

		neg						Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		2		15

		neg						Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		4		22

		neg						Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		17		11

		neg						Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		4		27

		neg						Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002		28		20

		neg						Lawlessness and dereliction score 2008		18		36

		neg						Fear of crime index 2002		27		35

		neg						Fear of crime index 2008		14		35

		neg				Housing and Physical environment		% trapped 2002		36		9

		neg						% trapped 2008		7		28

		pos						% satisfied with area as a place to live 2002		23		20

		pos						% satisfied with area as a place to live 2008		5		33

		neg						% want to move 2002		25		15

		neg						% want to move 2008		20		34

		pos						% satisfied with accommodation 2002		35		20

		pos						% satisfied with accommodation 2008		35		33

		pos						area improved over past 2 years 2002		16		28

		pos						area improved over past 2 years 2008		6		39

		neg						Problems with local Environment Index 2002		13		32

		neg						Problems with local Environment Index 2008		14		35

		pos				Community		% feel part of the community 2002		38		20

		pos						% feel part of the community 2008		8		39

		pos						% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2002		30		15

		pos						% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2008		35		21

		pos						% think NDC has improved the area 2002		16		8

		pos						% think NDC has improved the area 2008		11		21

		pos						% quality of life good 2002		33		20

		pos						% quality of life good 2008		26		30

		pos						% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002		32		19

		pos						% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2008		25		13

		pos						% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002		27		28

		pos						% involved in activities organised by NDC 2008		5		15

				Rankings based on expanded 36 core indicators				sum of rank in base year		807		765

								sum of rank in final year		538		1008

								sum of rank education base		121		97

								sum of rank education final		71		135

								sum of rank Worklessness and Finance base		108		158

								sum of rank Worklessness and Finance end		109		187

								sum of rank Health base		126		151

								sum of rank Health end		94		156

								sum of rank Crime base		128		125

								sum of rank Crime end		67		189

								sum of rank Housing and Physical environment base		148		124

								sum of rank Housing and Physical environment end		87		202

								sum of rank Community base		176		110

								sum of rank Community end		110		139

				CHANGE IN RANKS from beginning point to end point		Education Indicators		Key Stage 2  - 5 KS2 English % reaching level 4		11		-24

								Key stage 3  - 05 KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		17		-8

								Key Stage 4  - 05 KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		-4		6

								% No qualifications, working age respondents		3		-6

								% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp.		8		7

								% Needs to improve basic skills?		15		-13

						Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS		6		-9

								% work limiting illness WPLS		-5		-8

								Employment rate Working age all hh		14		-10

								% of households with income less than £100 per week		-14		2

								Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence)		-4		-3

								Workless households (all of working age)		2		-1

						Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time		13		1

								% residents who smoke		9		-7

								% residents feel own health not good		-5		-7

								SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index		-7		5

								Heath is worse than a year ago		1		0

								Satisfied with doctor		21		3

						Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark		4		-4

								Recorded Burglary per 1000 properties		23		-21

								Recorded Theft per 1000 population		-2		-7

								Recorded total crime rate per 1000 population		13		-16

								Lawlessness and dereliction score		10		-16

								Fear of crime index		13		0

						Housing and Physical environment		% satisfied with  state of repair of home		29		-19

								% satisfied with area as a place to live		18		-13

								% want to move		5		-19

								% satisfied with accommodation		0		-13

								area improved over past 2 years		10		-11

								Problems with local Environment Index		-1		-3

						Community		% feel part of the community		30		-19

								% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other		-5		-6

								% think NDC has improved the area		5		-13

								% quality of life good		7		-10

								% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area		7		6

								% involved in activities organised by NDC		22		13

								DOWN		9		26

								SAME		1		2

								UP		26		8

								TOT		36		36

								DOWN		0.25		0.7222222222

								SAME		0.0277777778		0.0555555556

								UP		0.7222222222		0.2222222222

								TOT		1		1

								NDC Short Name		Hackney		Birmingham - Kings Norton

		Linked version of ranks separated into blocks of beginning and end		Rank position for each indicator - start period		Education Indicators		Key Stage 2 2002 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		18		6

								Key stage 3 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		25		11

								Key Stage 4 2002 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		5		24

								% No qualifications, working age respondents 2002		20		19

								% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2002		28		30

								% Needs to improve basic skills? 2002		25		7

						Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS  - 1999		17		26

								% work limiting illness WPLS - 1999		12		20

								Employment rate Working age all hh 2002		25		24

								% of households with income less than £100 per week 2002		15		24

								Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB not in existence) 2002		12		33

								Workless households (all of working age) 2002		27		31

						Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2002		16		11

								% residents who smoke 2002		19		23

								% residents feel own health not good 2002		15		28

								SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2002		25		39

								Heath is worse than a year ago 2002		25		38

								Satisfied with doctor 2002		26		12

						Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2002		22		33

								Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		32		11

								Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		2		15

								Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2002		17		11

								Lawlessness and dereliction score 2002		28		20

								Fear of crime index 2002		27		35

						Housing and Physical environment		% satisfied with  state of repair of home 2002		36		9

								% satisfied with area as a place to live 2002		23		20

								% want to move 2002		25		15

								% satisfied with accommodation 2002		35		20

								area improved over past 2 years 2002		16		28

								Problems with local Environment Index 2002		13		32

						Community		% feel part of the community 2002		38		20

								% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2002		30		15

								% think NDC has improved the area 2002		16		8

								% quality of life good 2002		33		20

								% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2002		32		19

								% involved in activities organised by NDC 2002		27		28

				Rank position for each indicator - end period		Education Indicators		Key Stage 2 2007 - KS2 English % reaching level 4		7		30

								Key stage 3 2007 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		8		19

								Key Stage 4 2007 - KS4 (% with 5 or more GCSE's at A*-C level)		9		18

								% No qualifications, working age respondents 2008		17		25

								% Taken part in education/training in past year (exc ft edu), working age resp. 2008		20		23

								% Needs to improve basic skills? 2008		10		20

						Worklessness and Finance		% unemployed WPLS  - 2005		11		35

								% work limiting illness WPLS - 2005		17		28

								Employment rate Working age all hh 2008		11		34

								% of households with income less than £100 per week 2008		29		22

								Receives means tested benefits (exc CB, Pension, CTB) 2008		16		36

								Workless households (all of working age) 2008		25		32

						Health		% that do no type of physical activity for at least 20 minutes at a time 2008		3		10

								% residents who smoke 2008		10		30

								% residents feel own health not good 2008		20		35

								SF36 Mental Health Well Being Index 2008		32		34

								Heath is worse than a year ago 2008		24		38

								Satisfied with doctor 2008		5		9

						Crime		% feel a bit/very unsafe after dark 2008		18		37

								Burglary rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		9		32

								Criminal damage rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		4		22

								Crime rate per 1,000 respondents from h/h survey 2008		4		27

								Lawlessness and dereliction score 2008		18		36

								Fear of crime index 2008		14		35

						Housing and Physical environment		% satisfied with  state of repair of home 2008		7		28

								% satisfied with area as a place to live 2008		5		33

								% want to move 2008		20		34

								% satisfied with accommodation 2008		35		33

								area improved over past 2 years 2008		6		39

								Problems with local Environment Index 2008		14		35

						Community		% feel part of the community 2008		8		39

								% feel it is a place where neighbours look out for each other 2008		35		21

								% think NDC has improved the area 2008		11		21

								% quality of life good 2008		26		30

								% feel can influence decisions that affect your local area 2008		25		13

								% involved in activities organised by NDC 2008		5		15

		No of indicators in top ten or bottom ten rankings				BEGINNING		TOP 10		2		4

								BOT 10		7		8

						END		TOP 10		15		2

								BOT 10		3		20

						CHANGE		TOP 10		13		-2

								BOT 10		-4		12



Christina Beatty:
Need to fix to ro-organise block into block of start positions and then block of end position .  Have to do this as count if needs a continuous range to count across , can't do it in alternate rows

Christina Beatty:
In 2002 Child Tax Credit was not available.  Therefore this variable is more directly comparable with the second 2004 variable here which excluded CTB.

Christina Beatty:
In 2002 Child Tax Credit was not available.  Therefore this variable is more directly comparable with the second 2004 variable here which excluded CTB.



		






