


2001 Census - Social Profile
Thomas Alleynes CLP

i ount Percent Index i ount Percent Index
Population Count P Ind  Ethnic Group Count P Ind
Resident Population 27037 White 26628 98.5% 108
People living in Households 26477 97.9% 100 Pakistani 146 0.5% 38
People Living in Communal 558 2 1% 114 Bagladeshi 3 0.0% 2
Establishment - Other Asian 9 0.0% 7
- Black 33 0.1% 5
Count Percent Index
Age Profile Chinese 60 0.2% 49
0-4 1510 5.6% 94 Other Ethnic Groups 22 0.1% 19
5-14 3552 13.1% 102
15 375  1.4% 109 Religion Count Percent Index
16-19 1318 4.9% 99
20-29 2582 9.5% 75 Christian 22848 845% 118
30-44 6004 22.2% 98 Buddhist 33 0.1% 43
45-59 5934 21.9% 116 Hindu 16 0.1% 5
60-74 3801 14.1% 106 Jewish 28 0.1% 20
75-84 1456 5.4% 96 Muslim 150 0.6% 18
85+ 505 1.9% 96 Sikh 14 0.1% 8
Other Religion 40 0.1% 51
Households Count Percent  Index No Religion 2430  9.0% 62
Religion not Stated 1472 5.4% 71
Total Household Spaces 11193 9 0
Occupied Household Spaces 10814 96.6% 100 3
Count Percent Index
Vacant Household Spaces 323 2.9% 91 Dwelllng Type
S d Resid 56 0.5% 79
econd mesicences ’ Detached 5040 45.1% 193
Average household size 2.45 104 .
All Single Person Households 2600 24.0% 80 Semi-detached 3788 33.9% 103
i ’ Terraced 1678 15.0% 56
All lone pensioner households 1395 12.9% 94 Purpose built flat 469 4,20 29
All pensioner households 2510 23.2% 98 . P e
. . Flat in converted / shared house 95 0.8% 18
Single Parent Housholds with 477 4.4% 69 Flat | ial buildi o1 0.8% 68
dependent children A% atin cpmmerma uilding .8%
) ) Caravan/Mobile home/Temporary 25 0.2% 51
Single Parent Households with 307 2.8% 93
B . 0
non-dependent children Tenure e ——r—
All households with dependent
children 3333 30.8% 105
Owner Occupied 8491 785% 115
Households with no employed sh ; o
: 283 2.6% 54 ared Ownership 40  0.4% 57
adult and dependent children Local Authority rented 724 6.7% 51
All households with 1 or more ; inti
> e Housing Association /
persons with Limiting Long;ltlerm 3303 30.5% 91 Registered Social Landlord 550 5.1% 84
ness
Privately rented 591 5.5% 62
Health and Caring Count Percent Index Other rented 420 39% 121
i Count Percent Index
People not in good health 1905 7.0% 78 Car Ownershlp
People with a Limiting Long-
P rorme oo 4374 162% 90 Households with no car 1774 164% 61
People of working age with Households with 1 car 4536  41.9% 96
Limiting Long-term lliness 1836 6.8% 83 Hous§holds with 2 cars 3470 32.1% 136
. . Households with 3 or more cars 1035 9.6% 162
People who provide unpaid care 2773 10.3% 103
People who provide more than Total number of cars in the area 14913
- 498 1.8% 91
50 hours of unpaid care Average no of cars per household 1.38 125
Amenity Count Percent Index
As aresult of rounding some figures may not always equal the
Overcrowded households 351 32% 46 total for this area.
No central heating 1199 11.1% 130
No WC and bath/shower 21 0.2% 40

Census output is Crown Copyright and is reproduced with the permission of the Controller of HMSO and the Queen's Printer for Scotland
Source: 2001 Census Key Statistics

An Index has been created to compare the above area with England. The scores for England always equals 100, therefore a score of less than
100 indicates fewer people or households in that category for the area compared with England. A score over 100 indicates more people or

households in that category for the area compared with England.

Produced by Research Unit, Development Services Department, Staffordshire County Council

Further details available by telephoning 01785 277359 or email mark.sproston@staffordshire.gov.uk




2001 Census - Economic Profile
Thomas Alleynes High CLP

ion ? Count Percent Index ion Gr 2 Count Percent Index
opulatio ccupatio oups
All people aged 16-74 19639 Managers and Senior Officials 2300 17.3% 113
All males aged 16-74 9714 49.5% 100 Professional 1439 10.8% 97
All females aged 16-74 9927 50.5% 100 Assoc Professional and technical 1411  10.6% 77
All people in employment 13300 67.7% 107 Administrative and Secretarial 1324  10.0% 74
All males in employment 7272 74.9% 108 Skilled Trade 1957 14.7% 127
All females in employment 6029  60.7% 107 Personal Services 827 6.2% 90
5 5 Sales and Customer Service 757 5.7% 74
1 Count Percent Index
‘ Economic ACtIVIty Process, plant and machine
} } operatives 1467 11.0% 131
All people economically active 13750 70.0% 105
All people economically inactive 5889  30.0% 90 Elementary occupations 1817 13.7% 116
| All People Economically Active 1 Socio-Economic Class Count Percent Index
Employees - FuII-time 7954  57.8% 95 Large Employers and Highgr 838 4.3% 122
Employees - Part-time 2680  19.5% 110 Managerial
Self Employed 2282  166% 133 Higher Professional 801  4.1% 80
L.Jnemployed 419 3.0% 61 Lower Managerial and Professional 3643 18.5% 99
Full-time Student 415 3.0% 78 Intermiediate 1411 7.2% 76
All People Economically Inactive Small Employers and own 0
" account workers 2063 10.5% 151
Retired 2830 48.1% 118 Lower Supervisory and Technical 1594 8.1% 114
Full-time student 644  10.9% 78 P y Semi.routine 2440 12'40/0 107
Looking after family or home 1137  19.3% 98 Routine 2089 10.60/0 118
Permanently sick or disabled 639 10.9% 68 Never worked 263 1'30/0 49
Other 639 10.9% 116 =
Long-term unemployed 123 0.6% 62
|ndustry of Emp|0yment2 Count Percent Index Full-time Student 1045  5.3% 76
" . Not Classified 3330 17.0% 96
Agriculture, Hunting, Forestry and 619 47% 315
Fishing R Hours Worked (Week) 2 Count Percent Index
Mining and Quarryin 73 0.5% 222
9 Maanfactuyring 2996 2 50/0 152 Males part-time < 15 hours 210 2.9% 83
Electricity, gas and water su Ig 61 0.50/0 64 Males part-time 16-30 hours 379 5-2% 84
v 9 Constru;ﬁ’o{] s 1 106 Males full-time 31-48 hours 4204 57.8% 87
. 0
. Males full-time > 49 hours 2479  34.1% 141
Wholesale and Retail trade 1991 15.0% 89 )
Hotels and Catering 695 5.204 110 Females partjtlme < 15 hours 971 16.1% 115
Transport, storage and ; Females part-time 16-30 hours 1872  31.0% 110
communication 802  60% 85 Females full-time 31-48 hours 2656  44.1% 87
Financial, Rea_ll Estate e_m_d 1577 11.9% 66 Females full-time >49 hours 530 8.8% 127
Business Activity T | Work 2 = -~ -
oun ercen ndex
Public Administration and Defence 535 4.0% 71 ravel to or
Education 1242 9.3% 121 Work mainly from home 1799 13.5% 148
Health and Social Work 1106 8.3% 78 Train, Light Rail, Tram, Metro
Other 658  49% 95 Underground 0  07% 9
ifi i Bus 267 2.0% 27
ualifications Count Percent Index
‘ Q Motorcycle 80 0.6% 54
No Qualifications 5925  30.2% 105 Car (as driver or passenger) 9230 69.4% 114
Level 1 Qualfications 3295 16.8% 101 Taxi 13 0.1% 19
Level 2 Qualifications 4047  20.6% 106 Bicycle 270 2.0% 72
Level 3 Qualifications 1228 6.3% 75 Walk 1460 11.0% 110
Level 4 or 5 Qualifications 3616 18.4% 93 Other 69 0.5% 112
Other Qualfication / Level Unknown 1528 7.8% 112 Note: 1= People aged 16-74
2 = People Aged 16-74 in employment
Unemployed * Count Percent Index
All unemployed 419 As aresult of rounding some figures may not always equal the total
Aged 16-24 100  23.9% 93 for this area.
Aged 50+ 102 24.3% 131
Long-term Unemployed 120  28.6% 95

Census output is Crown Copyright and is reproduced with the permission of the Controller of HMSO and the Queen's Printer for Scotland

Source: 2001 Census Key Statistics

An Index has been created to compare the above area with England. The scores for England always equals 100, therefore a score of less than
100 indicates fewer people in that category for the area compared with England. A score over 100 indicates more people in that category for the
area compared with England.

Produced by Research Unit, Development Services Department, Staffordshire County Council

Further details available by telephoning 01785 277359 or email mark.sproston@staffordshire.gov.uk




Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2007

Understanding this information

Top 10% deprived in England
The colour shading highlights where the LSOA is in the top 10%, 20% or Top 10-20% deprived in England

30% most deprived areas in England for that measure of Deprivation. Top 20-30% deprived in England

The LSOAs are ranked here according to their overall multiple deprivation score: most deprived to least deprived. The national ranking (out of 32,482) is show in the top table,
where 1=most deprived and 32,482=least deprived. The bottom table replicates the information but putting the ranking into a percentage, so that it can be seen where the LSOA
falls within the whole country. The deprivation domain titles have been abbreviated.
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Heath E01029433 10791 10990 14344 12063 7861 11930 11068 6259
Heath E01029431 11790 12036 14426 12547 4534 21238 23133 5946
Churnet E01029423 14119 12372 16475 15615 5980 31189 17177 9117
Town E01029462 15849 17445 11402 15667 18556 24610 8197 14254
Town E01029461 16671 15674 17491 16081 15059 29341 12849 7112
Crown E01029424 19466 19637 26212 24064 22605 3827 24788 7173
Bagots E01029411 19741 25359 28399 26965 24233 920 28094 7981
Weaver E01029467 19749 21716 23660 25391 18374 4647 31133 6862
Abbey E01029405 20370 25764 29774 25306 24441 427 27239 16153
Crown E01029425 21196 24177 26946 18323 26543 3163 23907 12756
Abbey E01029406 21384 27427 28016 23981 26392 1635 29629 8890
Alton E01029761 22260 18372 20415 21941 25441 16724 17487 17369
Heath E01029432 23574 21847 22271 20684 14231 23923 27561 16989
Heath E01029430 24146 25116 25343 19905 15967 11509 22704 24501
Town E01029460 24318 23729 30719 26210 27022 10356 8233 17706
Checkley E01029788 24447 29654 21863 20236 25799 5279 28452 21406
Churnet E01029422 25548 20139 21147 18751 24256 30020 31702 17857
Town E01029459 30430 30418 30538 26485 25176 13371 29145 27708
Bagots E01029412 30590 30332 27818 26639 29364 21181 30249 18155
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Heath E01029433 33.2% 33.8% 44.2% 37.1% 34.1%
Heath E01029431 36.3% 37.1% 44.4% 38.6% 71.2%
Churnet E01029423 43.5% 38.1% 50.7% 48.1% 52.9%
Town E01029462 48.8% 53.7% 35.1% 48.2% 25.2% 43.9%
Town E01029461 51.3% 48.3% 53.8% 49.5% 39.6% 21.9%
Crown E01029424 59.9% 60.5% 80.7% 74.1% 76.3% 22.1%
Bagots E01029411 60.8% 78.1% 87.4% 83.0% 86.5% 24.6%
Weaver E01029467 60.8% 66.9% 72.8% 78.2% 95.8% 21.1%
Abbey E01029405 62.7% 79.3% 9M1.7% 77.9% 83.9% 49.7%
Crown E01029425 65.3% 74.4% 83.0% 56.4% 73.6% 39.3%
Abbey E01029406 65.8% 84.4% 86.3% 73.8% 91.2% 27.4%
Alton E01029761 68.5% 56.6% 62.9% 67.5% 53.8% 53.5%
Heath E01029432 72.6% 67.3% 68.6% 63.7% 84.9% 52.3%
Heath E01029430 74.3% 77.3% 78.0% 61.3% 69.9% 75.4%
Town E01029460 74.9% 73.1% 94.6% 80.7% 25.3% 54.5%
Checkley E01029788 75.3% 91.3% 67.3% 62.3% 87.6% 65.9%
Churnet E01029422 78.7% 62.0% 65.1% 57.7% 97.6% 55.0%
Town E01029459 93.7% 93.6% 94.0% 81.5% 89.7% 85.3%
Bagots E01029412 94.2% 93.4% 85.6% 82.0% 93.1% 55.9%

Background to the Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2007

The English Indices of Deprivation 2007 (ID 2007) are the Government’s official measure of multiple deprivation at small area level. The 2007 Indices
update information provided in the IMD 2004.

The IMD 2007 provides a relative ranking of areas across England according to their level of deprivation.
The Index of Multiple Deprivation 2007 (IMD 2007) is based on the small area geography known as Lower Super Output Areas (LSOAs). LSOAs have between 1000 and 3000
people living in them with an average population of 1500 people. In most cases, these are smaller than wards, thus allowing the identification of small pockets of deprivation.

The IMD brings together 37 different indicators which cover specific aspects or dimensions of deprivation: Income, Employment, Health and Disability, Education, Skills and
Training, Barriers to Housing and Services, Living Environment and Crime. These are weighted and combined to create the overall IMD 2007.

The majority of the data underpinning the IMD 2007 represents 2005 although some data covers a number of years, for example an average of
2003-2005.

This is taken from the Guidance for Using the English Indices of Deprivation 2007 produced by Communities and Local Government:
http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/communities/doc/615986

Source: Produced by Educational Research Analysis using data and reports produced by DSD Research.












Understanding this information graphic

The dots which make up this graphic show the @ high level of deprivation

level of deprivation in a Lower Super Output o
Area (LSOA) compared to the whole of o
Staffordshire County. The basic rule is; o

more ink = higher deprivation. O low level of deprivation
The colour shading highlights where the LSOA
is in the top 10% or 20% most deprived areas
in England for that measure of deprivation.

...& in top 10% deprived in England

...& in top 10-20% deprived in England

The LSOAs are ranked here according to their overall, multiple deprivation score;
most deprived to least deprived. The national ranking (out of 32,482) is shown in grey
italics next to the symbol (where |=most deprived and 32,482=least deprived). The
deprivation domain titles have been abbreviated.
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Eton Park EO1029427 2,028

Shobnall E01029445 2,983
Stapenhill EO1 029450 3374
Stapenhill EO1 029453 3,468
Shobnall E01029447 4,290
Winshill EO1 029468 4614
Horninglow E01029437 4,693
Eton Park E01029426 4,862
Anglesey E01029408 4916
Anglesey E01029409 5373
Burton E01029421 5,406
Horninglow E01029436 6411
Eton Park EO1029429 7,150
Shobnall E01029448 7,399
Anglesey E01029410 8544
Winshill EO1 029472 9,145
Stapenhill EO1 029452 9,244
Anglesey E01029407 9715
Heath E01029433 10,791
Horninglow E01029434 11,465
Stapenhill EO1029451 11,705
Heath E01029431 11,790
Winshill EO1 029470 12,889
Churnet E01029423 14,119
Tutbury and Outwoods EO 1029464 14,355
Stapenhill EO1 029449 14,929
Town E01029462 15,849
Town E01029461 16,671

Shobnall EO1029446 16,957
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What does this information graphic tell us about deprivation in East Staffordshire District?

Several general trends can be observed from this graphic of deprivation in East Staffordshire District. Firstly,
deprivation across all domains often, but by no means always, occurs in the same LSOA. This is evident in the fact
that the solid dots and coloured backgrounds cluster at the top of the list of LSOAs.
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It is also evident that, overall, deprivation around environment is
relatively higher in East Staffordshire District than for other types
of deprivation. There are 14 LSOA:s in East Staffordshire District
which are in the 10% most deprived in England for environment
(represent by this symbol: @ ). In contrast the other domains
have between one and seven LSOAs in the top 10% deprived,
with crime and income deprivation affection children having one
LSOA and housing having seven LSOAs.

East Staffordshire has eight LSOAs that are in the 10% most
deprived in England for more than one domain. The most
deprived LSOA in East Staffordshire District is in the top 10%
most deprived in England for three domains as well as the overall
IMD. This LSOA is found in the ward of Eton Park.

There is a cluster of LSOAs identified as experiencing high levels
of deprivation across a number of domains in and around Burton-
upon-Trent. The map on the back of this card shows the LSOA
boundary for East Staffordshire District and highlights some of
the key LSOAs discussed here and shown in the graphic (left).

There is one LSOA:s in East Staffordshire District which is in the
0% most deprived in England for the measure of Income
Deprivation Affecting Children. There are two LSOAs which fall
into the 10% most deprived in England for the equivalent measure
of Income Deprivation Affecting Older People. All the LSOAs
which are in the top 10% most deprived in England for income
deprivation affecting children or income deprivation affecting
older people have relatively high levels of deprivation for other
domains.

All seven LSOAs that fall into the most deprived 10% in England
for the measure of housing deprivation score fairly low for other
measures of deprivation. This is also the case for four LSOAs that
fall into the most deprived 10% in England for the measure of
environment deprivation.

It is worth noting that some areas in East Staffordshire District
are not in the most deprived in England but are amongst the
most deprived in Staffordshire. Where this happens the symbol
looks like this: @

Interestingly, the opposite also holds true in some cases where
areas are not amongst the most deprived in Staffordshire but are
amongst the (20%) most deprived in England. Where this happens
the symbol looks like this: ©

This demonstrates the value in using both county and national
comparators.



