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Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2007 Rother 
Source : East Sussex in Figures
www.eastsussexinfigures.org.uk
Summary of Comments

The data suggests that there is an overall increase in deprivation in Rother and that this is particularly noticeable in large parts of Bexhill and Eastern Rother (Rye).
Rother contains a number of prosperous areas and communities, particularly in the north of the District where access to London is much better and west Bexhill. However there appears to be a deepening and widening of deprivation in large parts of Central, Northern and Eastern Bexhill with indices that are now on a par with those in Hastings. Rye and Eastern Rother are experiencing a similar trend. The majority of Super Output Areas in Rother have seen a decline in their overall index of multiple deprivation ranking and where deprivation was already known the situation appears to have worsened considerably.
There is confirmation that the demographic imbalance in Rother is impacting services for other parts of the community and the local economy. The increase in numbers of low income older people would appear to be diverting attention away from issues of child poverty and education deprivation, job and wealth creation.
Child poverty and educational deprivation is present in more areas than in 2004 and appears to becoming worse in parts of Bexhill and Eastern Rother

The local economy reflects these issues. Jobs are predominantly low paid low skill in nature, often in retail, public services or the health economy,  or in small firms and micro businesses. There are few opportunities for younger or professional people to remain, and a high cost of house ownership. This contributes to a migration of younger people and their associated spending, skills and energy leaving a higher proportion of the population with specific needs and problems. A rapid increase in road traffic may indicate issues around the availability and /or affordability of public transport and the difficulties of travelling on an obsolete road network.
· An overall decline of an average of 9% in the multiple index of deprivation indicates a deepening of the socio-economic issues facing Bexhill. Worse there are indications that the original “pockets” of deprivation are widening and encompassing larger parts of the town and that this is happening relatively quickly, whilst more affluent parts of the town maintain a status quo. (Red = Worsening) Sidley, St Michaels, Old Town and parts of Central have experienced a large decline in their ranking.

· Rural Rother has shown an average 7% decline in its ranking in overall deprivation indices. Rye and eastern Rother have a particularly large decline in their ranking.

· Sidley contains child poverty indices equalling or exceeding those in Hastings. Child poverty is also a serious issue in Central Bexhill, Sackville, St Michaels (Pebsham), areas which are experiencing a socio-economic decline

· Activities for teenagers are identified by communities in Rother as the number one priority area and are significantly higher than the second priority area for Rother. 

· 3 SOA’s are in the worst 10% nationally in the education deprivation index and 6 are in the worst 20%. Sidley, Central Eastern Rother and Rye have significant issues around education deprivation. In Bexhill the areas od education deprivation mirror the areas with significant other social and economic deprivation issues.

· Almost the entire District has a higher than national average elderly population, with a third of SOA’s having double or treble the national average.

· Rother has the highest proportion in the county of its own residents in the 65+ age group, the lowest in all categories under 44. Rother has a third less in the 25-44 category than the regional or national average. This imbalance has implications for the configuration of local services to serve an elderly population. The danger of providing services for older people at the expense of other age groups is that it will perpetuate the demographic imbalance in the District. When coupled with an aging population nationally, low local income levels plus other socio-economic statistics we can see the continued intensification of areas of the District inhabited by older people on low incomes with the knock on effects in the local economy, service provision and community issues.

· Anti-social behaviours and teenagers hanging around reinforces the view of communities that there are not enough things to do or places to go for teenagers.

· Rother has a higher than national average number of jobs in personal service or sales (retail)  and significantly lower numbers of jobs in the Managers and Senior Officials category. This most likely relates to the fact that Rother does not have many large organisations that can need or can support senior professional staff

· Rother has significantly higher proportions of jobs in agriculture, public administration and health and significantly less  in banking, finance and manufacturing 

· Rother has the lowest number of high value jobs in East Sussex as a proportion of it workforce and almost a third lower than the South East average.

· Rother has a significantly higher than national average of residence based earnings but a significantly lower than national and county average of workplace based earnings. This would reflect a divide between those who can commute to much better paid jobs outside Rother (typically in London and Brighton) as opposed to those who are employed within the district. This has a knock on effect for the configuration of transport infrastructure as well as quality of life issues for individuals and families that commute to work. 

· When taken with the table below we can see that the average earnings figure for the District masks a clear divide between income levels in the commuter belt in the north of the District and those on the Coast in Bexhill and Rye
· the combination of low income levels and high house prices has made Rother the least affordable district in East Sussex to purchase a house and in excess of the regional and national average. The knock on effects of low paying jobs and unaffordable housing is to drive economically active younger people out of the District.
· Rother is displaying a steeper increase in births outside marriage than the county or national average.

· The Hastings Travel to Work Area (including Bexhill and large parts of rural Rother) is experiencing a rapid increase in road traffic growth

Bexhill Multiple index of Deprivation - Ranking change by SOA 

	Deprivation domain, Index of Multiple Deprivation
	 
	 

	National rank (of 32,482)
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	 

	Rankings
	2004 ranking
	2007 ranking
	Change in ranking

2004-2007
	%

Worsening in Rank

	Bexhill Central
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 011A
	10785
	9340
	-1445
	13%

	Rother 011B
	8886
	8894
	8
	0%

	Rother 011C
	6512
	5934
	-578
	9%

	Bexhill Collington
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 009A
	19038
	20869
	1831
	-10%

	Rother 010A
	22590
	20149
	-2441
	11%

	Rother 009B
	28179
	28579
	400
	-1%

	Bexhill Kewhurst
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 010B
	24913
	21511
	-3402
	14%

	Rother 010C
	27385
	28466
	1081
	-4%

	Rother 010D
	17439
	19821
	2382
	-14%

	Bexhill Old Town
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 007A
	14399
	11510
	-2889
	20%

	Rother 008A
	23222
	23070
	-152
	1%

	Rother 007B
	16247
	14103
	-2144
	13%

	Bexhill Sackville
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 008B
	19972
	16988
	-2984
	15%

	Rother 011D
	12859
	13618
	759
	-6%

	Rother 011E
	6705
	6919
	214
	-3%

	Bexhill St Marks
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 009C
	28331
	29235
	904
	-3%

	Rother 009D
	29826
	26339
	-3487
	12%

	Rother 009E
	26234
	24710
	-1524
	6%

	Bexhill St Michaels
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 008C
	11416
	10095
	-1321
	12%

	Rother 008D
	13935
	10753
	-3182
	23%

	Rother 008E
	20969
	17150
	-3819
	18%

	Bexhill St Stephens
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 009F
	25158
	24402
	-756
	3%

	Rother 010E
	19029
	18758
	-271
	1%

	Rother 007C
	11612
	10724
	-888
	8%

	Bexhill Sidley
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 007D
	7179
	4990
	-2189
	30%

	Rother 007E
	4883
	3367
	-1516
	31%

	Rother 007F
	12219
	9422
	-2797
	23%

	Rother 009G
	14071
	11478
	-2593
	18%

	 
	
	
	
	 

	 
	 
	Town Average
	9% (worse)


Comment :  An overall decline of an average of 9% in the multiple index of deprivation indicates a deepening of the socio-economic issues facing Bexhill. Worse there are indications that the original “pockets” of deprivation are widening and encompassing larger parts of the town and that this is happening relatively quickly, whilst more affluent parts of the town maintain a status quo. (Red = Worsening) Sidley, St Michaels, Old Town and parts of Central have experienced a large decline in their ranking.
Rural Rother Multiple index of Deprivation - Ranking change by SOA
	ID 2007, Change in ranks since 2004 - super output areas
	 

	Deprivation domain, Index of Multiple Deprivation
	 

	National rank (of 32,482)
	
	
	 

	Rankings
	2004 ranking
	2007 ranking
	Change in ranking, 2004-2007
	%Worsening in Rank

	Rother
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Battle Town
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 006A
	14347
	12656
	-1691
	12%

	Rother 006B
	30294
	28929
	-1365
	5%

	Rother 006C
	22097
	21910
	-187
	1%

	Brede Valley
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 005A
	18713
	17908
	-805
	4%

	Rother 005B
	20121
	17550
	-2571
	13%

	Rother 005C
	18663
	16867
	-1796
	10%

	Crowhurst
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 006D
	14200
	12870
	-1330
	9%

	Rother 006E
	20916
	18337
	-2579
	12%

	Darwell
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 003A
	19086
	21905
	2819
	-15%

	Rother 003C
	19112
	15553
	-3559
	19%

	Eastern Rother
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 004A
	16397
	14528
	-1869
	11%

	Rother 004B
	8381
	8243
	-138
	2%

	Rother 002A
	12064
	8708
	-3356
	28%

	Ewhurst and Sedlescombe
	 
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 003D
	20991
	19583
	-1408
	7%

	Rother 003E
	21952
	19794
	-2158
	10%

	Marsham
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 005D
	18329
	19324
	995
	-5%

	Rother 005E
	18340
	18608
	268
	-1%

	Rother Levels
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 002B
	18812
	16500
	-2312
	12%

	Rother 002C
	29204
	27753
	-1451
	5%

	Rother 002D
	17764
	17248
	-516
	3%

	Rye
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 004C
	15000
	12770
	-2230
	15%

	Rother 004D
	17003
	16773
	-230
	1%

	Rother 004E
	8493
	6582
	-1911
	23%

	Salehurst
	-
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 001A
	29203
	26419
	-2784
	10%

	Rother 001B
	16756
	13839
	-2917
	17%

	Rother 001C
	20032
	21043
	1011
	-5%

	Ticehurst and Etchingham
	 
	-
	-
	 

	Rother 001D
	18895
	18246
	-649
	3%

	Rother 001E
	24131
	25307
	1176
	-5%

	Rother 001F
	24615
	22697
	-1918
	8%

	 
	 
	Rural Average 
	7% (Worse)


Comment: rural Rother has shown an average 7% decline in its ranking in overall deprivation indices. Rye and eastern Rother have a particularly large decline in their ranking.

Description

This dataset shows results from the Indices of Deprivation. Details are given of the rankings for super output areas (SOAs) in East Sussex from the indices for both 2004 and 2007, and how these changed over that period. This information is given for the Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) and for each of the seven separate 'domains' of deprivation from which it is constructed. 

The rankings for each SOA indicate conditions in that area relative to all the other SOAs in England. In ESiF, we have also included information on rankings within the South East region and within East Sussex. The rankings for SOAs are shown grouped under their parent districts and wards (for which there are no equivalent data).

Detailed definitions

Measures

The measures provided for this dataset are: 
- national ranking (out of 32,482 super output areas in England) for 2004 and 2007 
- regional ranking (out of 5,319 super output areas in the South East) for 2004 and 2007 
- county ranking (out of 327 super output areas in East Sussex) for 2004 and 2007 
- change in ranking, 2004-2007.

Geography

Super output areas (lower layer).

Time periods

Most indicators used to construct the ID 2007 relate to 2005. However, a few indicators draw on 2001 Census data and others to average data for a number of years, e.g. 2003-2005.

Other information

This dataset  contains information on rankings from the ID 2004 and ID 2007. Scores have not been included because the indices measure the extent of deprivation in relative terms. The scores from 2007 cannot be compared with those from 2004 to measure absolute change over time because the results for one area are affected by the scores of every other area. It is therefore impossible to tell whether a change in score is a real change in the level of deprivation in an area or whether it is due to the scores for other areas going up or down. 

The ID 2007 measure deprivation at small-area level for super output areas (SOAs) - a statistical geography designed for the collection and publication of data for areas smaller than local authority wards. SOAs are based on 2001 Census output areas and contain, on average, around 1,500 people.  

Further results from the ID 2007 are available in this section of ESiF. This includes details of:  
- the Index of Multiple Deprivation and each of the seven main deprivation domains 
- summary results at county and district level  
- sub-domain scores (for Education, skills and training, Barriers to housing and services and the Living environment domains)  
- the indices of income deprivation affecting children and older people.  

A summary analysis of the ID 2007 results for East Sussex is available as a briefing note in the 'Publications' section of ESiF (under 'Other publications').  



Child Poverty Index 
	Poverty indexes – worst 10 SOA in East Sussex (out of 327 SOA’s)
	Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDAC) 

Rank in East Sussex 
(out of 327)
	Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDAC)
Rank in South East (out of  5,319) 

	Geography
	
	

	Hastings 005A
	1
	4

	Hastings 005D
	2
	9

	Hastings 011B
	3
	30

	Hastings 003C
	4
	47

	Hastings 008E
	5
	51

	Hastings 011C
	6
	72

	Rother 007E (Sidley)
	7
	73

	Hastings 004B
	8
	78

	Hastings 011A
	9
	96

	Rother 007D (Sidley)
	10
	113


	ROTHER
	Child Poverty Index – SOA’s in worst 20% in East Sussex
	Child Poverty Index – SOA’s in worst 20% in the South East

	
	(out of 327)
	(out of 5,319)

	
	
	

	Rother 007E - Sidley
	7
	73

	Rother 007D - Sidley
	10
	113

	Rother 008D - St Michaels
	28
	329

	Rother 004E - Rye
	43
	518

	Rother 011B - Central
	44
	525

	Rother 007C - St Stephens
	48
	597

	Rother 011E - Sackville
	53
	631

	Rother 007F - Sidley
	54
	662

	Rother 004C - Rye
	67
	843

	Rother 007A - Old Town
	70
	873

	Rother 002A - Eastern Rother
	74
	901

	Rother 009G - Sidley
	75
	911

	Rother 011C - Central
	81
	988

	Rother 006A - Battle Town
	83
	1017


Comment : (Red – worst 10%) Sidley contains child poverty indices equalling or exceeding those in Hastings. Child poverty is also a serious issue in Central Bexhill, Sackville, St Michaels (Pebsham), areas which are experiencing a socio-economic decline

Detailed definitions

The Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index measures the proportion of children aged under 16 years living in families in receipt of income support and other means tested benefit

Priorities for improvement in the local area, by district
	Year, 2006/07
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Percentage of respondents
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Geography
	East Sussex
	Eastbourne
	Hastings
	Lewes
	Rother
	Wealden

	Characteristics
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Activities for teenagers
	46.2
	41.2
	30.4
	52.3
	51.6
	49.3

	Level of traffic congestion
	38.3
	43.4
	23.6
	49.6
	33.8
	36.7

	Road and pavement repairs
	35.3
	39.6
	29.3
	35
	39.2
	33.3

	Public transport
	32.8
	24
	31.3
	26.5
	44
	36.9

	Level of crime
	32.3
	34.2
	56
	24.8
	34.8
	23.5

	Job prospects
	27.5
	25.5
	47.5
	19.4
	35.5
	19.8

	Affordable decent housing
	27.4
	17.5
	24.6
	31.1
	29.9
	30.7

	Health services
	22.7
	28.1
	36
	17.6
	15
	21.5

	Wage levels and local cost of living
	20.3
	19.9
	43.5
	12
	12.7
	20.1

	Clean streets
	19.2
	20.3
	38.1
	18.1
	12
	14.2

	Shopping facilities
	18.5
	14.4
	9.9
	21.2
	17.4
	23.9

	Cultural facilities
	13.2
	7.7
	7.1
	17.2
	12.9
	17

	Facilities for young children
	11.6
	13.6
	6.1
	11.3
	10.4
	13.9

	Community activities
	9.9
	13.8
	10
	6.9
	7.1
	11.5

	Sports and leisure facilities
	9.1
	8.1
	6.1
	9.3
	7.3
	12.5

	Other
	8.2
	11.8
	7.1
	5.5
	11.3
	6.5

	Level of pollution
	8.1
	6.7
	7.6
	10.9
	9.9
	5.8

	Education provision
	6.4
	8.1
	2.1
	8
	7.4
	5.7

	Parks and open spaces
	5.4
	5.1
	1.2
	6.3
	4.5
	7.5

	Access to nature
	3.9
	2.7
	5.7
	3.9
	5.5
	2.8

	Race relations
	1.8
	2.1
	4.9
	0.3
	2.1
	1

	Don't know
	0.6
	2.7
	0
	0.2
	0.3
	0.2

	None of these
	0.5
	0
	2.3
	0.5
	0
	0.2

	Total respondents
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100


Comment : Activities for teenagers are identified by communities in Rother as the number one priority area and are significantly higher than the second priority area for Rother. 

Education Deprivation Indices
	ID 2007, Education, skills and training domain - super output areas

	Index of Education Deprivation from Multiple Index of Deprivation
	
	

	
	In the worst 20% in the South east (out of 5,319)
	National ranking out of  32,482

	Rother
	-
	

	Rother 007E -Sidley
	174
	1725

	Rother 004E - Rye
	205
	1952

	Rother 004B - Eastern Rother
	381
	3343

	Rother 004C - Rye
	531
	4691

	Rother 011A - Central
	680
	5932

	Rother 007D - Sidley
	695
	6103

	Rother 007F - Sidley
	858
	7343

	Rother 002A - Eastern Rother
	936
	7911

	Rother 007C -  St Stephens
	1080
	9089


Comment : (Red = worst 10%) 3 SOA’s are in the worst 10% nationally,  and 6 in the worst 20%. Sidley, Central Eastern Rother and Rye have significant issues around education deprivation. In Bexhill the areas mirror the areas with significant other social and economic deprivation issues.
The 'Children/young people' sub-domain is made up of 6 indicators relating to education attainment (at Key Stages 2, 3 and 4), absences and the proportions not staying in education (above the age 16) or entering higher education.
Age Structure - Rother

	Age structure in 2001 - super output areas
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Variables in layers
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Percentage
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Age group
	All people
	0 - 4
	5 -14
	15 - 19
	20 - 44
	45 - 64
	65 +

	Geography
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Rother 008B
	100
	2.7
	6.5
	2.5
	15.2
	17.9
	55.2

	Rother 010A
	100
	1.8
	6.4
	4.7
	14.1
	18.7
	54.4

	Rother 010B
	100
	2
	6.6
	3.3
	12.4
	22.1
	53.7

	Rother 007A
	100
	4.5
	7.2
	2.9
	16.8
	16.9
	51.8

	Rother 011E
	100
	3.5
	3.9
	1.9
	20.8
	20.3
	49.6

	Rother 009D
	100
	2.5
	6.2
	3.5
	14.4
	25.2
	48.2

	Rother 010C
	100
	2.6
	8
	3.6
	15
	26.5
	44.3

	Rother 009B
	100
	2.7
	8.5
	4.1
	14
	26.9
	43.8

	Rother 009A
	100
	2.3
	7.9
	3.8
	16.9
	27.7
	41.3

	Rother 008C
	100
	3.4
	9
	3.9
	22.6
	21.4
	39.9

	Rother 011C
	100
	4.5
	6.5
	3.4
	25.3
	20.5
	39.8

	Rother 011D
	100
	3.2
	6.3
	4.3
	22.1
	25
	39

	Rother 010E
	100
	4.3
	7.8
	3.9
	21.5
	23.9
	38.5

	Rother 009F
	100
	2.6
	8.9
	3.8
	17.6
	30.6
	36.5

	Rother 009C
	100
	3.9
	10.2
	4.5
	18.2
	26.8
	36.3

	Rother 005E
	100
	2.5
	7.3
	3.3
	16.1
	34.8
	36

	Rother 011B
	100
	3.6
	6.9
	4.6
	28.5
	21.9
	34.5

	Rother 009G
	100
	3.4
	10.9
	3.4
	19.6
	28.3
	34.3

	Rother 008E
	100
	3.5
	11.6
	3.6
	23.7
	24.5
	33.2

	Rother 009E
	100
	3
	7.7
	6.8
	30
	20.3
	32.3

	Rother 008A
	100
	3.5
	12.1
	7.2
	20.2
	25.1
	31.8

	Rother 004A
	100
	4.7
	10.8
	4.8
	21.8
	28.6
	29.3

	Rother 006C
	100
	4.7
	11.8
	5
	23.1
	26.4
	29.1

	Rother 006A
	100
	5.6
	12.3
	7.4
	24.5
	22.4
	27.9

	Rother 004C
	100
	4
	9.2
	5.6
	27.1
	27.8
	26.2

	Rother 002C
	100
	4
	11.8
	5.2
	21.8
	31.3
	25.9

	Rother 005B
	100
	3
	11.6
	4.9
	21.6
	33.3
	25.7

	Rother 004D
	100
	3.3
	9
	7.2
	26.5
	28.7
	25.3

	Rother 010D
	100
	5.5
	13.5
	5.4
	27.2
	23.3
	25.1

	Rother 006E
	100
	5.2
	12.3
	4.3
	22.8
	31.3
	24.1

	Rother 008D
	100
	5.3
	13.8
	5.9
	26.9
	24.2
	23.9

	Rother 003E
	100
	4.2
	12.4
	7.9
	24.9
	26.8
	23.8

	Rother 004E
	100
	4.6
	13.5
	5.1
	27.3
	26
	23.6

	Rother 002B
	100
	5.4
	12.7
	5.2
	23.2
	30.4
	23.1

	Rother 005A
	100
	3.9
	12
	4.6
	23.3
	33.6
	22.6

	Rother 006B
	100
	5.6
	13.4
	5.4
	26.6
	26.4
	22.5

	Rother 002A
	100
	5.3
	8.3
	6.6
	26.1
	31.4
	22.2

	Rother 005D
	100
	3.3
	11
	4.9
	20.9
	38.3
	21.7

	Rother 003A
	100
	5.7
	11.2
	4.9
	27.9
	28.6
	21.6

	Rother 002D
	100
	7.9
	12.5
	4.6
	28.2
	25.6
	21.2

	Rother 005C
	100
	5
	15.3
	6.2
	24.8
	27.6
	21.1

	Rother 003D
	100
	5.7
	12.7
	3.8
	24.6
	32.4
	20.8

	Rother 003B
	100
	4.7
	11
	5.2
	24.3
	34.2
	20.6

	Rother 007B
	100
	6.1
	14.1
	6.4
	29.8
	23
	20.5

	Rother 007E
	100
	8.4
	15.4
	6.5
	29.1
	20.9
	19.7

	Rother 004B
	100
	5.2
	12.2
	6.4
	27.7
	29.1
	19.4

	Rother 001E
	100
	5.5
	12.2
	4.1
	28.9
	30.1
	19.2

	Rother 007F
	100
	7.8
	14.3
	6.3
	28.5
	24.1
	19.1

	Rother 006D
	100
	4.6
	12.9
	5.5
	25.8
	32.8
	18.5

	Rother 001D
	100
	8.1
	16.2
	5.5
	30.6
	21.2
	18.4

	Rother 001A
	100
	6.3
	16.7
	7.3
	26.1
	25.9
	17.7

	Rother 011A
	100
	7.2
	11.8
	6.3
	35.3
	21.8
	17.6

	Rother 001F
	100
	5.4
	13.9
	6.7
	27.3
	29.7
	17

	Rother 007D
	100
	6.6
	16.6
	5.9
	31.8
	22.3
	16.7

	Rother 003C
	100
	4.8
	20.7
	6.1
	26.7
	26.3
	15.5

	Rother 001C
	100
	6.4
	14.5
	7
	29.9
	27.7
	14.5

	Rother 001B
	100
	7.2
	14.1
	4.5
	34.9
	25.3
	14.1

	Rother 007C
	100
	7.9
	20.2
	7.4
	33.7
	20.1
	10.8


Comment : Red indicates higher than national average. Almost the entire District has a higher than national average elderly population, with a third of SOA having double or treble the national average.
	Age structure in 2001 - super output areas
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Variables in layers
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Percentage
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Age group
	All people
	0 - 4
	5 -14
	15 - 19
	20 - 44
	45 - 64
	65 +

	Geography
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	England and Wales
	100
	5.9
	12.9
	6.2
	35.1
	23.8
	16

	South East
	100
	5.9
	12.8
	6
	34.6
	24.3
	16.4

	East Sussex
	100
	5.4
	12.3
	5.6
	28.5
	25.4
	22.8

	Eastbourne
	100
	5.3
	11.5
	5.5
	30.5
	22.5
	24.7

	Hastings
	100
	6.3
	13.5
	6
	32.1
	24
	18

	Lewes
	100
	5.3
	12.3
	5.7
	28.1
	26.1
	22.6

	Rother
	100
	4.6
	11.3
	5.1
	24.1
	26.4
	28.5

	Wealden
	100
	5.4
	12.7
	5.6
	28
	27.3
	21.1


Comment.: Rother has the highest proportion in the county of its own residents in the 65+ age group, the lowest in all categories under 44. Rother has a third less in the 25-44 category than the regional or national average. This imbalance has implications for the configuration of local services to serve an elderly population. The danger of providing services for older people at the expense of other age groups is that it will perpetuate the demographic imbalance in the District. When coupled with an aging population nationally, low local income levels plus other socio-economic statistics we can see the continued intensification of areas of the District inhabited by older people on low incomes with the knock on effects in the local economy, service provision and community issues.

Antisocial Behaviour

	Problems with anti-social behaviour, 2006/07 – East Sussex
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Variables in layers
	
	
	
	
	 

	Percentage
	
	
	
	
	 

	Extent of problem
	Very big or fairly big problem
	Not a very big problem
	Not a problem at all
	Don't know
	Total valid cases

	Anti-social behaviours
	
	
	
	
	 

	Parents not taking responsibility for the behaviour of their children
	59.3
	28.5
	7.8
	4.4
	100

	Teenagers hanging around on the streets
	52.1
	31.5
	13.4
	3
	100

	People not treating other people with respect and consideration
	43.6
	40.3
	14.1
	1.9
	100

	Rubbish and litter lying around
	38.7
	43
	17.9
	0.4
	100

	Vandalism graffiti and other deliberate damage to property or vehicles
	37.1
	38.2
	20.3
	4.4
	100

	People using or dealing drugs
	32.9
	24.3
	20.2
	22.6
	100

	People being drunk or rowdy in public spaces
	27.5
	40.9
	26.5
	5.1
	100

	Noisy neighbours or loud parties
	13.6
	37.7
	46.8
	2
	100

	Abandoned or burnt out cars
	8.9
	34.7
	50.7
	5.7
	100

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Comment: Anti-social behaviours and teenagers hanging around reinforces the view of communities that there are not enough things to do or places to go for teenagers.

Employment

	Employment by occupation (workplace based), 2004/05 - 2005/06 - districts

	Variables in layers
	
	
	
	
	 

	Year, 2005/06
	
	
	
	
	 

	Percent of employees
	
	
	
	
	 

	Occupational group
	Total
	Managers/Senior officials/ Technical
	Admin/Skilled trades
	Personal service/ Sales
	Process plant and machine operatives/Elementary

	Geography
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Great Britain
	100
	42
	23
	16
	19

	South East
	100
	45
	24
	16
	16

	East Sussex
	100
	42
	21
	19
	18

	Eastbourne
	100
	36
	26
	25
	13

	Hastings
	100
	45
	19
	17
	19

	Lewes
	100
	47
	17
	11
	24

	Rother
	100
	38
	22
	24
	15

	Wealden
	100
	43
	22
	16
	19


Comment : Rother has a higher than national average number of jobs in personal service or sales (retail)  and significantly lower numbers of jobs in the Managers and Senior officials category. This most likely relates to the fact that Rother does not have many large organisations that can need or can support senior professional staff.
	Employment by industry,  1995-2004 - districts
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Variables in layers
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Year, 2004
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Percentage persons employed
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Industry
	Agriculture and fishing & Energy and water
	Manuf-acturing
	Constr-uction
	Distribution hotels and restaurants
	Transport and commun-ications
	Banking, finance and insurance etc
	Public admin-istration, education & health
	Other services
	Total

	Geography
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Great Britain
	1.5
	11.9
	4.5
	24.7
	5.9
	20
	26.4
	5.1
	100

	South East
	1.6
	9.4
	4.1
	26.3
	5.8
	23.2
	24.5
	5
	100

	East Sussex
	0.5
	10.4
	4.1
	29.8
	3.4
	13.5
	33.4
	4.9
	100

	Eastbourne
	0
	7.4
	2.4
	34.5
	2.6
	14.2
	34.7
	4.2
	100

	Hastings
	0
	11.7
	2.7
	24.7
	2.7
	11
	43
	4.3
	100

	Lewes
	1.3
	12.7
	4.1
	25.9
	4.7
	13.3
	32.9
	5.1
	100

	Rother
	3.4
	7.7
	3.4
	30
	4.3
	14.6
	32.2
	4.3
	100

	Wealden
	2.9
	11.6
	6.8
	30.7
	2.9
	13.8
	25.4
	6
	100

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Comment : Rother has significantly higher proportions of jobs in agriculture, public administration and health and significantly less  in banking, finance and manufacturing 

	Employment in growth and high value added sectors, 1999-2005, districts

	Percent of jobs in growth and high value sectors
	
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Year
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005

	Geography
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Great Britain
	22.2
	23
	23.6
	23.7
	23.5
	23.4
	23.4
	23.9

	South East
	26.4
	28.2
	28.8
	29
	28.6
	28.3
	28.7
	28.8

	East Sussex
	16
	18.1
	16.6
	18.8
	16.8
	15.8
	18.8
	20.6

	Eastbourne
	15.2
	17
	13.9
	15.2
	15.2
	14.5
	18.4
	19.5

	Hastings
	17.9
	19.2
	18.6
	21.1
	17.8
	16.6
	18.7
	20.6

	Lewes
	14.9
	17.4
	15.2
	15.5
	14.4
	14
	18.4
	19.1

	Rother
	15.2
	17.9
	17.3
	19.7
	17
	16.8
	18
	19

	Wealden
	15.4
	17.9
	17.8
	21.6
	18.3
	16.5
	19.4
	23.1


Comment : Rother has the lowest number of high value jobs in East Sussex as a proportion of it workforce and almost a third lower than the South East average.
Income
	Average (mean) earnings, residence-based, 2004-2006 - districts

	Gross weekly earnings (£s)
	
	 

	 
	
	
	 

	Year
	2004
	2005
	2006

	Employees
	All employees
	All employees
	All employees

	Geography
	
	
	 

	Great Britain
	501
	520
	541

	South East
	561
	576
	599

	East Sussex
	488
	507
	539

	Eastbourne
	449
	447
	465

	Hastings
	373
	391
	415

	Lewes
	509
	522
	539

	Rother
	488
	554
	656

	Wealden
	571
	575
	607

	Average (mean) earnings, workplace-based, 2004-2006 - districts

	Gross weekly earnings (£s)
	
	 

	 
	
	
	 

	Year
	2004
	2005
	2006

	Employees
	All employees
	All employees
	All employees

	Geography
	
	
	 

	Great Britain
	500
	518
	539

	South East
	529
	539
	567

	East Sussex
	437
	436
	473

	Eastbourne
	455
	459
	475

	Hastings
	399
	399
	433

	Lewes
	466
	469
	519

	Rother
	405
	427
	444

	Wealden
	435
	412
	479


Comment : Rother has a significantly higher than national average of residence based earnings but a significantly lower than national and county average of workplace based earnings. This would reflect a divide between those who can commute to much better paid jobs outside Rother (typically in London and Brighton) as opposed to those who are employed within the district. This has a knock on effect for the configuration of transport infrastructure as well as quality of life issues for individuals and families that commute to work. 

When taken with the table below we can see that the average earnings figure for the District masks a clear divide between income levels in the commuter belt in the north of the District and those on the Coast in Bexhill and Rye

	Household income, 2004-2007 - wards
	 
	 
	 

	Variable
	Mean Household income (£)
	Percent of households earning less than 60% national median income
	Number of households earning less than 60% of national median income
	Total households

	Uckfield Ridgewood
	46383
	11
	121
	1093

	Crowborough St. Johns
	46120
	10
	94
	926

	Newick
	44049
	12
	120
	975

	Plumpton, Streat, East Chiltington
	42804
	13
	115
	899

	Chailey and Wivelsfield
	42438
	14
	258
	1831

	Frant/Withyham
	41922
	14
	273
	1992

	Crowborough West
	41806
	15
	303
	2031

	Heathfield East
	41776
	15
	143
	970

	Rotherfield
	41745
	15
	150
	1027

	Barcombe and Hamsey
	41319
	14
	117
	843

	Buxted and Maresfield
	41224
	15
	320
	2082

	Ditchling and Westmeston
	41007
	15
	141
	947

	Wadhurst
	40727
	15
	324
	2127

	Mayfield
	40701
	14
	153
	1067

	Cross in Hand/Five Ashes
	40477
	15
	139
	928

	Danehill/Fletching/Nutley
	40242
	16
	308
	1944

	Hartfield
	40209
	15
	161
	1087

	Crowborough North
	39620
	16
	325
	2050

	Ticehurst and Etchingham
	39582
	16
	274
	1741

	Salehurst
	39578
	16
	273
	1730

	Uckfield Central
	38993
	17
	209
	1237

	Forest Row
	38962
	16
	336
	2089

	East Dean
	38894
	16
	164
	1023

	Horam
	38884
	17
	188
	1077

	Chiddingly and East Hoathly
	38701
	16
	192
	1177

	Ashdown
	38400
	19
	437
	2264

	Kingston
	38193
	17
	145
	875

	Framfield
	37856
	18
	191
	1076

	Crowhurst
	37545
	17
	175
	1011

	St Marks (Bexhill)
	37427
	18
	374
	2067

	Lewes Priory
	37320
	19
	576
	3057

	Darwell
	37107
	18
	357
	1993

	Ninfield and Hooe with Wartling
	37073
	17
	171
	979

	Ewhurst and Sedlescombe
	36635
	20
	205
	1039

	Heathfield North and Central
	35904
	20
	677
	3398

	Crowborough East
	35710
	21
	425
	1980

	Uckfield North
	35216
	20
	454
	2226

	Old Town
	35180
	21
	914
	4431

	Pevensey and Westham
	35165
	21
	865
	4079

	Conquest
	35117
	21
	459
	2188

	Peacehaven North
	35076
	21
	406
	1907

	Crowborough Jarvis Brook
	35004
	20
	221
	1096

	Ouse Valley and Ringmer
	34969
	21
	586
	2847

	Seaford South
	34899
	22
	430
	1976

	Sovereign
	34747
	21
	1131
	5406

	Lewes Castle
	34628
	23
	473
	2070

	Seaford West
	34410
	21
	449
	2094

	Herstmonceux
	34365
	21
	271
	1273

	Uckfield New Town
	34311
	22
	252
	1169

	Hellingly
	33770
	22
	469
	2146

	Brede Valley
	33483
	22
	451
	2010

	Rother Levels
	33388
	22
	446
	2016

	Newhaven Denton and Meeching
	33292
	23
	822
	3543

	East Saltdean and Telscombe Cliffs
	32721
	23
	732
	3145

	Braybrooke
	32613
	23
	551
	2385

	Ratton
	32537
	24
	1050
	4416

	Battle Town
	32516
	24
	551
	2256

	Silverhill
	32486
	24
	465
	1919

	Lewes Bridge
	32418
	23
	485
	2096

	Collington (Bexhill)
	32046
	25
	511
	2045

	Maze Hill
	32017
	23
	524
	2241

	St Helens
	31966
	25
	562
	2251

	Seaford Central
	31737
	25
	596
	2395

	Willingdon
	31541
	25
	868
	3455

	Marsham
	31470
	25
	433
	1756

	Hailsham South and West
	31454
	26
	896
	3505

	Seaford North
	31182
	25
	529
	2106

	West St Leonards
	30776
	26
	548
	2124

	Langney
	30628
	26
	1146
	4329

	Hailsham Central and North
	30473
	26
	657
	2494

	Peacehaven West
	30456
	26
	548
	2091

	Peacehaven East
	30238
	26
	507
	1930

	Old Town (Bexhill)
	30135
	26
	449
	1711

	Newhaven Valley
	29976
	26
	429
	1629

	St Anthony's
	29847
	28
	1302
	4686

	Seaford East
	29846
	27
	564
	2119

	Alfriston
	29643
	34
	405
	1204

	Meads
	29475
	28
	1593
	5704

	Upperton
	29374
	29
	1482
	5186

	Gensing
	29371
	27
	765
	2792

	Old Hastings
	29080
	28
	768
	2712

	Kewhurst (Bexhill)
	29041
	29
	630
	2204

	Polegate South
	28829
	29
	319
	1114

	Ore
	28650
	30
	646
	2135

	St Stephens (Bexhill)
	28632
	30
	584
	1957

	St Michaels (Bexhill)
	28519
	28
	567
	2010

	Eastern Rother
	28183
	30
	673
	2261

	Hampden Park
	28044
	29
	1266
	4302

	Devonshire
	28040
	30
	1760
	5965

	Baird
	28014
	31
	611
	1981

	Rye
	27859
	30
	612
	2026

	Tressell
	27746
	30
	667
	2204

	Hollington
	27570
	32
	794
	2514

	Polegate North
	27359
	31
	746
	2437

	Castle
	27303
	32
	1110
	3517

	Wishing Tree
	26919
	33
	769
	2319

	Sidley (Bexhill)
	26410
	33
	767
	2350

	Central (Bexhill)
	26239
	33
	911
	2787

	Hailsham East
	25599
	36
	410
	1156

	Central St Leonards
	25598
	35
	1273
	3656

	Sackville (Bexhill)
	25552
	34
	859
	2519


	Median affordability ratio 1997-2007 - districts
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	House price to income ratio
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Year
	1997
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	England
	3.5
	3.7
	3.9
	4.2
	4.5
	5.1
	5.8
	6.6
	6.8
	6.9
	7.2

	South East
	4.1
	4.4
	4.6
	5.4
	5.8
	6.3
	7.2
	7.7
	8.1
	8
	8.4

	East Sussex
	4.1
	4.3
	4.6
	5
	5.3
	5.2
	7.6
	8.1
	8.6
	8.5
	8.6

	Eastbourne
	3.3
	3.3
	3.5
	4.8
	4.7
	5.7
	7.3
	7.2
	7.6
	7.5
	7

	Hastings
	3.4
	3
	3.5
	3.7
	4.2
	5.4
	5.8
	6.7
	6.8
	7
	6.9

	Lewes
	3.8
	4.3
	4.6
	5
	6
	6.9
	7.9
	8.5
	8.7
	8.5
	9.3

	Rother
	5.9
	5.3
	5.4
	6.5
	5.7
	6.9
	8.8
	9.6
	10.7
	10
	10.8

	Wealden
	5.2
	5.6
	5.7
	6.5
	7
	7.9
	9.2
	9.2
	11.1
	9.8
	9.9


Comment : the combination of low income levels and high house prices has made Rother the least affordable district in East Sussex to purchase a house and in excess of the regional and national average. The knock on effects of low paying jobs and unaffordable housing is to drive economically active younger people out of the Distrcit.
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Dataset: Proportion of births outside marriage, 1991-2006 -

districts

Comment: Rother is displaying a steeper increase in births outside marriage than the county or national average.

[image: image2.emf]
Road traffic growth, 1998-2006 - selected areas
Comment : The Hastings Travel to Work Area (including Bexhill and large parts of rural Rother) is experiencing a rapid increase in road traffic growth
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This map shows the results of the Index of Multiple Deprivation 2007 (IMD 2007) for super output areas (SOAs) in Rother. 

The IMD 2007 forms part of the Indices of Deprivation 2007 (ID 2007) and is created by combining data for seven separate 'domains' of deprivation relating to low income, lack of work, poor health or disability, poor education and training, barriers to housing and services, crime and poor living environment. 

As well as providing an overall score reflecting the extent of mutiple deprivation, the IMD 2007 also ranks the scores for all of the 32,482 lower layer SOAs in England. A rank of 1 represents the most deprived SOA, and a rank of 32,482 the least deprived area. 

This map shows the rankings for SOAs in Rother by grouping them into deciles. Nationally, each decile contains 10% of the SOAs in England. Policy making and special assistance often focuses on providing extra support to areas that fall within the lowest deciles - to SOAs that are amongst the worst 10% or worst 20% in the country. 

Lower layer super output areas (SOAs) are a statistical geography designed for the collection and publication of data for areas smaller than local authority wards. They are based on 2001 Census output areas and contain, on average, around 1,500 people.

[image: image4.emf]
This map shows the results of the Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index 2007 (IDACI 2007) for super output areas (SOAs) in Rother. 

The IDACI 2007 forms part of the Indices of Deprivation 2007 (ID 2007) and reflects the proportion of children aged under 16 years living in families in receipt of income support and other means-tested benefits.   

As well as providing an overall score reflecting the proportion of children living in poverty, the IDACI 2007 also ranks the scores for all of the 32,482 lower layer SOAs in England. A rank of 1 represents the worst affected SOA, and a rank of 32,482 the least affected area. 

This map shows the rankings for SOAs in Rother by grouping them into deciles. Nationally, each decile contains 10% of the SOAs in England. 

Lower layer super output areas (SOAs) are a statistical geography designed for the collection and publication of data for areas smaller than local authority wards. They are based on 2001 Census output areas and contain, on average, around 1,500 people
[image: image5.emf]
This map shows the results of the Income Deprivation Affecting Older People Index 2007 (IDAOPI 2007) for super output areas (SOAs) in Rother. 

The IDAOPI 2007 forms part of the Indices of Deprivation 2007 (ID 2007) and reflects the proportion of people aged 60 (and their partners if also aged 60+) receiving means-tested benefits.   

As well as providing an overall score reflecting the proportion of older people living in poverty, the IDAOPI 2007 also ranks the scores for all of the 32,482 lower layer SOAs in England. A rank of 1 represents the worst affected SOA, and a rank of 32,482 the least affected area. 

This map shows the rankings for SOAs in Rother by grouping them into deciles. Nationally, each decile contains 10% of the SOAs in England. 

Lower layer super output areas (SOAs) are a statistical geography designed for the collection and publication of data for areas smaller than local authority wards. They are based on 2001 Census output areas and contain, on average, around 1,500 people

Area Classification
Senior Communities:

Battle Town; Collington (Bexhill); Eastern Rother; Kewhurst (Bexhill); Marsham; Old Town (Bexhill); St Marks (Bexhill); St Michaels (Bexhill); St Stephens (Bexhill).

Senior communities have lots of detached houses.  The households often contain at least 1 pensioner and there are higher than average numbers of people aged over 65 and large numbers of single pensioner households.  There are significantly more people providing unpaid care than the national average.  Senior communities have few households with dependent children.  All other characteristics perform within the national average.

Commuter Suburbs:

Salehurst; Ticehurst and Etchingham

Commuter suburbs have the majority of the population with higher education qualifications and homes have two or more cars.  The remaining characteristics are all within the national average.

Countryside B

Rye; Sidley

Countryside B communities have the national average characteristics.

Built Up Areas

Central (Bexhill); Sackville (Bexhill)

The majority of homes in built up areas have either no car or only one car.  There are large numbers of households with dependent children.  Many households are made up of separated or divorced people.  Many homes have a low ratio of rooms per household member leading to over-crowding.  The majority of the housing is terrace, semi-detached with particularly high numbers of flats with comparatively few detached houses.   There is a lot of privately rented accommodation.  More than the average number of households contains at least one person who is a pensioner. 

Accessible Countryside

Brede: Crowhurst; Darwell; Ewehurst; Rother Levels.

Accessible Countryside communities have high numbers of households with 2 adults and no children and significantly high amounts of people are aged 45 to 64.   There are a lot of detached houses and homes with 2 or more cars.  The remaining characteristics are all within the national average.
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