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Supplementary data: graphs to support text
1. CHAPTER 1: Overarching indicators
1.1.1.Life expectancy from birth in males, 2005 to 2015

Male Life Expectancy from birth in Merton 2011-2015
Source: Public Health England - Local Health
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GAP (2011-2015 data)
TREND IN Between 2005 and 2015, the difference in male life expectancy
INEQUALITY between the most and least deprived wards remained the same
GAP
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1.1.2.Life expectancy from birth in females, 2005 to 2015

Female Life Expectancy from birth in Merton 2011-2015
Source: Local Health, Public Health England
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INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 2.7 years
GAP (2011-2015 data)
TREND IN Between 2005 and 2015, the difference in female life expectancy
INEQUALITY between the most deprived and least deprived wards reduced (from
GAP 4.51t02.7).
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1.1.3.Slope index of inequality in males, 2005-07 to 2014-16

Life expectancy and slope index of inequality in Males in Merton
Source: Office for National Statistics
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INEQUALITY Current gap between 10% most and 10% least deprived: 6.2 years
GAP (2014-16 data)
TREND IN Between 2005-07 and 2014-16, the difference in male life expectancy
INEQUALITY between the most and least deprived wards remained the same
GAP
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1.1.4.Slope Index of inequality in females, 2005-07 to 2014-16

Life expectancy and slope index of inequality in females in Merton
Source: Office for National Statistics
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INEQUALITY Current gap between 10% most and 10% least deprived: 3.4 years
GAP (2014-16 data)
TREND IN Between 2005-07 and 2014-16, the difference in female life
INEQUALITY expectancy between the most deprived and least deprived wards
GAP reduced (from 5.2 to 3.4). However, it is not yet a statistically
significant reduction.

Page d&&




1.1.5.Healthy Life Expectancy (males), 2009-2013

Healthy life expectancy from birth by ward, Merton wards
Males, 2009-2013
Source: Office for National Statistics
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Males Healthy LE from birth 2009-2013 | Years

Average for East of borough 61.9

Average for West of borough 69

Merton 65.3

Males Healthy LE from birth 2009-2013 | Years

Least deprived 70.5

Most deprived 61.1

Merton 65.4

INEQUALITY Difference in healthy life expectancy between the 30% most and least

GAP deprived is 9.4 years (61.1 years in the 30% most deprived compared
to 70.5 in the 30% least deprived wards).

TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE

INEQUALITY

GAP
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1.1.6.Healthy Life Expectancy (females), 2009-2013

Healthy life expectancy from birth by ward, Merton
Females, 2009-2013
Source: Office for National Statistics
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Females Healthy LE from birth 2009-2013 | Years

Least deprived 71.2

Most deprived 61.9

Merton 66.3

INEQUALITY Difference in healthy life expectancy (females) between the 30% most

GAP and least deprived is 9.3 years (61.9 years in the 30% most deprived
compared to 71.2 in the 30% least deprived wards).

TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE

INEQUALITY

GAP
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1.1.7.Disability Free Life Expectancy at birth, 2009-2013

Disability free life expectancy at birth in Merton
By gender and deprivation, 2009-2013
Source: ONS, Census
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INEQUALITY Difference in disability free life expectancy at birth between the 30%

GAP most and least deprived is 7.8 years in males and 7.1 years in females
(2009-2013 data). Confidence intervals show that these differences
are statistically significant.

TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE

INEQUALITY

GAP
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1.1.8.Disability Free Life Expectancy at age 65, 2009-2013

Disability free life expectancy at 65 in Merton
By gender and deprivation, 2009-2013

Source: ONS, Census
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INEQUALITY Difference in disability free life expectancy at age 65 between the 30%

GAP most and least deprived is 3.1 years in males and 2.7 years in females
(2009-2013 data). Confidence intervals show that these differences
are statistically significant.

TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE

INEQUALITY

GAP
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1.1.9.Proportion of life spent without a disability at birth, 2009-2013

Proportion of life spent without a disability at birth in Merton

By gender and deprivation, 2009-2013
Source: ONS, Census
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INEQUALITY Difference in proportion of life spent without a disability at birth
GAP between the 30% most and least deprived is 4.7 percentage points in
males and 4.5 percentage points in females (2009-2013 data).
Confidence intervals cannot be calculated to look at statistical
significance, as the metric provided is ‘percentage’ (hnumerator and
denominator not available)
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE
INEQUALITY
GAP
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1.1.10. Proportion of life spent without a disability at age 65, 2009-
2013
Proportion of life spent without a disability at age 65 in Merton
By gender and deprivation , 2009-2013
Source: ONS, Census
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INEQUALITY Difference in proportion of life spent without a disability at age 65
GAP between the 30% most and least deprived is 8.7 percentage points in
males and 7.0 percentage points in females (2009-2013 data).
Confidence intervals cannot be calculated to look at statistical
significance, as the metric provided is ‘percentage’ (numerator and
denominator not available)
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE
INEQUALITY
GAP
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1.1.11. Proportion of life spent in good health at birth, 2009-2013

Proportion of life spent in good health at birth in Merton

By gender and deprivation, 2009-2013
Source: ONS, Census
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INEQUALITY Difference in proportion of life spent in good health between the 30%
GAP most and least deprived is 6.7 percentage points in males and 7.2
percentage points in females (2009-2013 data).
Confidence intervals cannot be calculated to look at statistical
significance, as the metric provided is ‘percentage’ (numerator and
denominator not available)
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE
INEQUALITY
GAP
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1.1.12. Proportion of life spent in good health at age 65, 2009-2013

Proportion of life spent in good health at age 65 in Merton
By gender and deprivation, 2009-2013
Source: ONS, Census
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INEQUALITY Difference in proportion of life spent in good health at age 65 between
GAP the 30% most and least deprived is 13.4 percentage points in males
and 11.8 percentage points in females (2009-2013 data).
Confidence intervals cannot be calculated to look at statistical
significance, as the metric provided is ‘percentage’ (numerator and
denominator not available)
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE
INEQUALITY
GAP
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1.1.13.

Premature mortality (under 75), 2011-2015 to 2013-2017

Premature mortality (under 75) by 30% most and least deprived wards in Merton,
as a % of all deaths in the respective 30%

Source: Primary Care Mortality Dota
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2. CHAPTER 2: Best start in life

2.1.1.Child poverty, 2010 to 2015

Child Poverty indicator definition: “Proportion of children aged 0-15 years living in income
deprived households as a proportion of all children aged 0-15 years”

30%

Child Poverty in Merton showing 30% most and least deprived wards

Source: Her Majesty's Revenue & Customs via Greater London Authority
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INEQUALITY | Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 21 percentage

GAP

points (27% of children living in low income households in the most

deprived 30% of wards compared to 6% of children in the least deprived,
2015 data) Statistically extrapolated data suggests that the current 2018
gap is likely to be smaller than this, at 6 percentage points (19% v 13%).

TREND IN Although most recent 2015 data appears to show that gap has remained
INEQUALITY | the same as 2010, extrapolated regression analysis suggests the gap is

GAP

reducing, from 21 % points in 2010 to 6 % points in 2018.However, the
underlying picture is mixed: the trend in child poverty in the most deprived
areas appears to be downwards (27% in 2015 to an estimated 19% in
2018) which is positive, where as child poverty in least deprived areas
appears to be increasing (from 6% to an estimated 13% in 2018) which is
worrying, and accounts for some of the narrowing inequality gap. This
needs to be monitored over time.
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2.1.2.Child development at age 5: school readiness, 2012/13 to 2016/17

There is a lack of ward level data over a number of years that would enable us to show
trend, but we can make some comparisons between the total data set, and the subset of
those who have Free School Meal status.

School readiness - all pupils and those with Free School Meal status
Source: Fingertips, Public Health England

an

80

70 677 /YA

—{-10 pp
599 W \-.___,_,-/
60

/ 559
58.5
50

33

%

A
a0 +-13.1pp a-r-""""f Fr .

30

529 pp = percentage points, the gap between

20 the 2 valuesinoneyear. —

10

2012713 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17
Year

Merton (all pupils) Merton with FSM Linear (Merton (all pupils)) Linear (Merton with FSM)

The gap between all children and those with free school meal status for school readiness in
London between 2012/13 and 2016/17 rises from 9.7 pp to 10.3 pp whereas Merton
values reduce from 13.1 pp to 10 pp.

INEQUALITY Current gap between all children and those with FSM status: 10.0
GAP percentage points (73.9% of all children in Merton achieve a good
level of development, where as only 63.9% of children with FSM
status achieve a good level of development) (2016/17 data)

TREND IN Between 2012/13 and 2016/17, the difference in school readiness
INEQUALITY between all children and those with FSM status reduced (from 13.1
GAP percentage points to 10.0 percentage points).
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2.1.3.Child excess weight: Reception age, 2010/11-2012/13 to 2014/15-
2016/17

Excess weight in Reception Children (aged 4-5 years) in Merton
Source: Gov.UK
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INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 9.6
GAP percentage points (24.3% compared to 14.7%), 14/15 — 16/17 data.
The difference is statistically significant.

TREND IN Between 10/11-12/13 and 14/15-16/17, the difference between the
INEQUALITY most deprived and least deprived wards increased (from 9.1 to 9.6
GAP percentage points).
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2.1.4.Child excess weight: Year 6 (age 10-11), 2010/11-2012/13 to
2014/15-2016/17

Excess weight in Year 6 Children (aged 10-11 years) in Merton
Source: Gov.UK
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INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 14.5
GAP percentage points (40.2% compared to 25.7%), 14/15 — 16/17 data.
The difference is statistically significant.

TREND IN Between 10/11-12/13and 14/15-16/17, the difference between the
INEQUALITY most deprived and least deprived wards increased (from 11.5 to 14.5
GAP percentage points).
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2.1.5.Childhood obesity, 2013/14 — 2015/16

PHE’s recent Health Inequalities Briefing, based on the Global Burden of Disease study,
highlights the social gradient in childhood obesity in Merton (N.B. this shows obese children,
not those with excess weight (=‘overweight + obese’) as the previous graphs):

Percentage of children classified as obese (Year 6) for Merton wards by percentage income
deprived (2013/14 — 2015/16) (Source: PHE Health Inequalities Briefing Merton, 2018)
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PHE Health Inequalities Briefing Merton, 2018)
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2.1.6.GCSE attainment, 2013/14
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Source: Department for Education
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INEQUALITY Difference in GCSE attainment (% young people achieving 5A*-C

GAP including English & Maths) between the 30% most and least deprived
is 15.4 percentage points (2013/14 data). 30% most deprived wards:
61.1%; 30% least deprived wards: 76.5%.
Confidence intervals cannot be calculated to look at statistical
significance, as the metric provided is ‘percentage’ (numerator and
denominator not available)

TREND IN Trend data not available due to change in indicator definition, but

INEQUALITY future trend should be possible to track.

GAP
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3. CHAPTER 3: Prevention of ill health
3.1.1.Smoking prevalence from GP QOF, 2012/13 to 2015-16

Recent trends in smoking prevalence and the gap between East and West Merton
Source: GP Profiles
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pp=percentage point difference between twovalues
5
0
2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16
=#—East Merton ~-West Merton — Linear (East Merton) — Linear (West Merton)
INEQUALITY Current gap between East Merton and West Merton: 6.2 percentage
GAP points (2015/16 data).
TREND IN
INEQUALITY
GAP
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3.1.2.Alcohol-related harm (hospital admissions), 2011/12-2015/16

The PHE Marmot indicator for alcohol related harm is directly standardised rate per 100,000
(e.g. the 2016/17 figure for Merton is 495); however, this is only available at borough level
whereas PHE Local Health shows standardised admission ratios at ward level, enabling us
to look at the difference between the 30% most and 30% least deprived wards.

Hospital stays due to alcohol related harm 2011/12 to 2015/16

Source: Hospital Episode Statistics, Local Health

Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
represent 30% least deprived wards
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N.B. These are standardised admission ratios SAR and cannot be compared to each other,
only the comparator, in this case England. Therefore benchmark data not included in the

chart.

INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores for Standardised Admission Ratios (SAR)

GAP between the 30% most and least deprived is 38.2 SAR points
(2011/12 to 2015/16) — 99.4 SAR in the 30% most deprived and 61.2
SAR in the 30% least deprived).
An SAR of 100 is the average for England (the comparator).

TREND IN TREND DATA NOT ROBUST (For indicators such as this, PHE Local

INEQUALITY Health amalgamate years together to provide robust figures when

GAP data is at ward level, therefore no yearly trend data available, only two
data points: 2010/11-2014/15 and 2011/12-2015/16)
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PHE’s recent Health Inequalities Briefing, based on the Global Burden of Disease study,
demonstrates this social gradient in alcohol related harm in Merton further:

Hospital stays for alcohol related harm for Merton wards by percentage income deprived
(2011/12-2015/16) (Source: PHE Health Inequalities Briefing Merton, 2018)

Standardised admission ratio (SAR)
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Hospital stays for alcohol related harm for Merton wards (2011/12-2015/16) (Source: PHE
Health Inequalities Briefing Merton, 2018)
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3.1.3.Hypertension prevalence (all ages) from GP QOF, 2011/12 to 16/17

Hypertension prevalence in Merton, all ages 2016/17
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework

Locality
Recent trends in hypertension prevalence and the gap between East and West Merton
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework
14
L 11.22 11.42 11.65 11.64 11.59
123 T T E——
T == . E ) UT‘r”'___x‘
10 - Sl T = 10.151 = :‘J’I\"ES—pf/
9.95 9.82 10.00 10.18 10.06
® 8
6
a4
2
pp=percentage points difference between two values
0
2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 yo,, 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17
——East Merton West Merton ——Linear (East Merton)  —— Linear (West Merton)
INEQUALITY | Current gap between East and West: 1.5 percentage points (11.59 compared
GAP to 10.06) in 2016/17. This difference appears statistically significant.
TREND IN Between 2011/12 and 2016/17 there was a slight increase in the gap (1.3 to
INEQUALITY | 1.5). However, the increase is not likely to be statistically significant.
GAP
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3.1.4.Diabetes prevalence (age 17+) from GP QOF, 2011/12 to 2016/17

Diabetes prevalence age 17 and over 2016/17
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework

Locality

Recent trends in diabetes prevalence and the gap between East and West Merton
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework
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pp=percentage pointdifference between 2 values
2
1
0
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——East Merton West Merton ——Linear (East Merton) ——Linear (West Merton)
INEQUALITY Current gap between East and West: 3.1 percentage points (8.0
GAP compared to 4.85) in 2016/17. This difference is statistically significant.
TREND IN Between 2011/12 and 2016/17, the difference between East and West
INEQUALITY increased (from 2.5 to 3.1); this increase appears statistically significant.
GAP
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3.1.5.Tuberculosis (TB) incidence, 2011-13 to 2014/16

Gap =

25.6
INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 25.6 (35.0
GAP per 100,000 in the 30% most deprived compared to 9.4 per 100,000 in

the 30% least deprived) (2014-16 data

TREND IN
INEQUALITY
GAP
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3.1.6.Mental health prevalence (all ages) from GP QOF, 2012/13 to
2016/17

Mental Health prevalence all ages 2016/17
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework
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Recent trends in mental health prevalence and the gap between East and West Merton
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework
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0.2
0.0
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=FEast Merton West Merton
INEQUALITY Current gap between East and West: 0.24 percentage points (1.01%
GAP compared to 0.77%) in 2016/7). This difference is statistically
significant.
TREND IN Between 2012/13 and 2016/17 there was a slight decrease in the gap
INEQUALITY (from 0.30 to 0.24), driven by a faster increasing prevalence in west
GAP Merton compared to east).
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3.1.7.Depression prevalence (age 18+), from GP QOF, 2011/12 to 2016/17

12

Recent trends in depression prevalence (18+) and the gap between East and West Merton
Source: Quality and Outcomes Framework

10

4 4.70
4,31
pp=percentage pointdifference between twovalues
2
0
2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014715 2015/16 2016/17
Year
East Merton West Merton Linear (East Merton)  ----- Linear (West Merton)

2011/1 | 2012/1 | 2013/1 | 2014/1 | 2015/1 | 2016/1
2 3 4 5 6 7
Gap between east and west
localities -1.81 -0.38 0.12 -0.25 -0.19 0.45
INEQUALITY Current gap between East and West Merton: 0.45 percentage points
GAP (7.14 in East Merton compared to 6.69 in West Merton, 2016/17 data).
The difference is statistically significant.
TREND IN Between 2011/12 and 2016/17 the inequality gap appears to have
INEQUALITY flipped, from higher rates of depression in West Merton (difference of -
GAP 1.81 percentage points) to higher rates in East Merton in 2016/17

(0.45 percentage points).

This is one of the only indicators we looked at where the rate of a
disease or risk factor was higher in less deprived areas than more
deprived areas at any point in the historical trend data.
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3.1.8. Self reported wellbeing scores (low life satisfaction), 2009 to 2013

Well-being scores for the 30% most and least deprived areas in Merton, 2009-2013
Source: Greater London Authority
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Year

— Most deprived Least deprived

These ward level well-being scores present a combined measure of well-being indicators
based on 12 different measures. Where possible each indicator score is compared with the
England and Wales average, which is zero. Scores over 0 indicate a higher probability that
the population on average experiences positive well-being according to these measures.

INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 11.7 points

GAP (a score of -2.3 in the 30% most deprived wards compared to a score
of 9.4 in the 30% least deprived), 2013 data

TREND IN Between 2009 and 2013, the difference between the most deprived

INEQUALITY and least deprived wards reduced (from 12.3 to 11.7). However, the

GAP wellbeing scores got worse in both the most and least deprived areas,
but with a steeper gradient in the least deprived areas, so this does
not represent a positive direction of travel.
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3.1.9.Emergency hospital admissions, 2011/12-2015/16

PHE’s recent Health Inequalities Briefing, based on the Global Burden of Disease study,
highlights the social gradient in emergency hospital admissions in Merton:

Emergency hospital admissions for all causes for Merton wards by percentage income
deprived (2011/12-2015/16) (Source: PHE Health Inequalities Briefing Merton, 2018)
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Emergency hospital admissions for all causes for Merton wards (2011/12-2015/16) (Source:
PHE Health Inequalities Briefing Merton, 2018)
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4. CHAPTER 4: Fair employment, good work

4.1.1.Economically active population claiming Job Seekers Allowance,
2011 to 2015

Jobseekers Allowance in Merton by 30% most and least deprived
Source: NOMIS from Office for National Statistics
g -
7 63 6.5
6 . — e 5.6
R 4.4
N (2500)
1.6 1.7 |
2 7 - 11 08
L !
0
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
—+—Most Deprived Year Least Deprived
INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived: 2.5
GAP percentage points (2015 data)
TREND IN Between 2011 and 2015, the difference in those claiming JSA
INEQUALITY between the most deprived and least deprived wards reduced (from
GAP 4.7 to 2.5), driven by general decrease across the borough and faster
decrease in the most deprived wards

Regression analysis appears to show that gap in 2018 likely to be just under 1 percentage
point difference between the most deprived wards (1.2%) compared to the least deprived
(0.2%):

Jobseekers Allowance in Merton by 30% most and least deprived,
projected to 2018
8 Source: NOMIS from Office for National Statistics

pp=percentage point difference between 2 values

1.0 pp
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Year
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4.1.2.Benefit claimants - employment and support allowance (ESA),
2014 to 2017

Recent trends in recipients of employment and support benefit (ill or disabled)
Source: NOMIS from Office for National Statistics

6.0 557
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4.0 Gap 3.2 Gap 3.4 pp
3.0 J
2.0 _
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0.0
2014 2015 2016 2017
—l— 30% most deprived 30% least deprived
INEQUALITY Current gap between 30% most and 30% least deprived:3.4
GAP percentage points (2017). This gap is statistically significant.
TREND IN Between 2014 and 2017, the difference in ESA claimants between the
INEQUALITY most and least deprived wards remained similar.
GAP
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5. CHAPTER 5: Ensure healthy standard of living for all

5.1.1.Index of Deprivation 2015: ward scores

Index of multiple deprivation 2015 ward scores
30.0
Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
25.0
represent 30% least deprived wards
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INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores between the 30% most and least deprived is
GAP 17.01 (24.24 in the 30% most deprived compared to 7.23 in the 30%
least deprived wards). The higher the score the more deprived the
area
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE (Year on year comparisons not
INEQUALITY possible as the weighting of indicators has been changed over time)
GAP
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5.1.2.Index of Deprivation 2015: GP practice scores

Index of multiple deprivation score 2015
Source: Department for Communities and Local Government
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Locality and GP Practice
INEQUALITY Difference between the average score of GP practices in east and
GAP those in west Merton is11.74 (23.01 compared to 11.28). The higher
the score the more deprived the area.
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE (Year on year comparisons not
INEQUALITY possible as the weighting of indicators has been changed over time)
GAP
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5.1.3.0vercrowded households, 2011

Overcrowded households%
Source: Census 2011
30 Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
represent 30% least deprived wards
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INEQUALITY Current gap in proportion of overcrowded households between 30%
GAP most and 30% least deprived: 10.2 percentage points (21.2%
compared to 11.0%, with a borough average of 16.1%)
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE (Census data)
INEQUALITY
GAP
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5.1.4.Fuel poverty, 2015
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Fuel Poverty in Merton, 2015
Source : GOV.UK
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INEQUALITY Difference between the 30% most deprived and 30% least deprived
GAP wards is 1.4 percentage points (10.5% compared to 9.1%).
This difference appears to be statistically significant
TREND IN HISTORIC TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE AT WARD LEVEL.
INEQUALITY This is a new indicator on PHE Local Health, and trend data may be
GAP available going forward in future years.
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6. CHAPTER 6: Healthy, sustainable communities
6.1.1.Burglary in Merton, 2017

Burglary in Merton, 2017 Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
Source: Metropolitan Police Data represent 30% least deprived wards
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INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores for burglary between the 30% most and
GAP least deprived is -3.4 per 1000 population rate difference (5.3 per
1000 in the 30% most deprived compared to 8.7 in the 30% least
deprived wards).
TREND IN Both historic and future trend data is available, but has not been
INEQUALITY calculated for this report as it is available by month and so
GAP amalgamating the data is time consuming but possible.
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6.1.2.Theft in Merton, 2017

Theft in Merton, 2017

45 Source: Metropolitan Police Data Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
represent 30% least deprived wards
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INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores for theft between the 30% most and least
GAP deprived is -8.5 per 1000 population rate difference (18.0 per 100,000
in the 30% most deprived compared to 26.5 in the 30% least deprived
wards).
TREND IN Both historic and future trend data is available, but has not been
INEQUALITY calculated for this report as it is available by month and so
GAP amalgamating the data is time consuming but possible.
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6.1.3.Criminal damage in Merton, 2017

Criminal damage in Merton, 2017
Source: Metropolitan Police Data

14
Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
Tars represent 30% teast deprived—wards
c
.0
K
>
Q.
o
Q. | | | | |
(=]
(=}
S HE B BN NN | |
@
o H B BH H B | | | | ] | | | | | | | | |
(]
<
% T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
= s > (%) > > 4 > %] 4 4 = Q Q
5 §fE B g5 B¥EEE5E8E 5o
S8 29I 8y 3" £<8:S8 Efh55 85 %
g2 ¢ 2 28 §T 3 S6 T g B88F ¢ g
G 3] c = 4 < %3
ge¥s g s 5 % 3> 3§ =°
- =
INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores for criminal damage between the 30% most
GAP and least deprived is 4.2 per 1000 population rate difference (8.5 per
100,000 in the 30% most deprived compared to 4.3 in the 30% least
deprived wards).
TREND IN Both historic and future trend data is available, but has not been
INEQUALITY calculated for this report as it is available by month and so
GAP amalgamating the data is time consuming but possible.
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6.1.4.Antisocial behaviour in Merton, 2017

Antisocial Behaviour in Merton, 2017
Source: Metropolitan Police Data

Purple bars represent 30% most deprived wards
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INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores for antisocial behaviour between the 30%
GAP most and least deprived is 7.0 per 1000 population rate difference
(19.5 per 100,000 in the 30% most deprived compared to 12.5 in the
30% least deprived wards).
TREND IN Both historic and future trend data is available, but has not been
INEQUALITY calculated for this report as it is available by month and so
GAP amalgamating the data is time consuming but possible.
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6.1.5.

Violence against the person in Merton, 2017

Violence against the person in Merton, 2017
Source: Metropolitan Police Data
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INEQUALITY Difference in ward scores for violence against the person between the
GAP 30% most and least deprived is 14.5 per 1000 population rate
difference (28.9 per 100,000 in the 30% most deprived compared to
14.5 in the 30% least deprived wards).
TREND IN Both historic and future trend data is available, but has not been
INEQUALITY calculated for this report as it is available by month and so
GAP amalgamating the data is time consuming but possible.
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6.1.6.0Ider people (65+) living alone, 2011

People aged 65 and over living alone, 2011
Source: ONS Census 2011
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INEQUALITY Current gap in proportion of older people living alone, between 30%
GAP most and 30% least deprived: 0.5 percentage points (34.2%
compared to 33.7%
TREND IN TREND DATA NOT AVAILABLE (Census data)
INEQUALITY
GAP
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Overview of PHE Marmot indicators for Merton
NB these are at borough level not looking at inequality gap.

Compared to England

Compared with benchmark @ Betler @ Similar @ Worse @ Lower @ Similar @ Higher O Not Compared | ow D @ @ @ @ High

[ ———
rsts Lo s 25th Percentile 75th Percentile

Merton Region England England

Indicator Period  cecent Count Value Value Value Worst/ Rande
Trend Lowest 9
Healthy life expectancy at birth (Female) — 2014-16 - - 667 644 639 516 o
Healthy life expectancy at birth (Male) 2014-16 - . 632 635 633 543 e |
Life expectancy at birth (Female) 2014-16 - - 842 842 831 794 o
Life expectancy at birh (Male) 2014-16 - . 808 804 795 742 mo
Inequality in life expectancy at birth _
(Female) 2014 - 16 - 34 - - - -
Inequality in life expectancy at bith (Male) 2014-16 - - 62 - - - -
People reporting low life satisfaction 201617 - - * 43% 45% - Insufficient number of values for a spine chart
School readiness: Good level of
% % 70.7% %

development at age 5 201617 4 1,883 73.9% 74.0% 70.7% 60.9 o
School readiness: Good level of
development at age & with free school 201617 4 207 63.9% 63.6% 56.0% 43.9% B o
meal status
GCSE achieved 5A°-C including English & B . . . .
Maths 2016116 1,169 69.2% 61.3% 657.8% 44.8% [ o
GCSE achieved 5A°-C including English & B . . ., N
Maths with free schoor meal status 201415 120 43.8% 458% 383.3% 20.5% e o
19-24 year olds not in education, _ . ol -
employment or fraining 2017 - - 12.7% 13.2% Insufficiant number of values for a spine chart
Unemployment 2016 - 5400 47% 57% 48% 9.0% n
Long term claimants of Jobseeker's i o i
ABoanoe 2016 & 488 36*  41% 3T 138 [ @ |
Individuals not reaching the Minimum 2013/14 - _ . o .
Income Standard 15116 - - 356% 303% - Insufficient number of values for a spine chart
‘Work-related iliness 2011 ;;;1_“,5 B - - - 3590 3980 - Insufficient number of values for a spine chart
Fuel poverty 2015 = 8151 102% 10.1% 11.0% 18.2% o]
Utilisation of outdoor space for Mar 2015 - o : N B
exercise/health reasons Feb 2016 - |185%] 18.0% 17S5% S54% u

Compared to London

Compared with benchmark @ Betler @ Similar @ Worse @ Lower @ Similar @ Higher O Not Compared  |ow© @ @ @ @ High

Merton Region England London region

Indicator Period  cecent Count Value Value Value Worst! Range

Trend Lowest
Healthy life expectancy at birth (Female) — 2014-16 - - 667 644 639 556 | @)
Healthy life expectancy at birth (Male) 2014-16 - . 632 635 633 582 Kl
Life expectancy at bith (Female) 2014-16 - . 842 842 831 819 | e |
Life expectancy at birth (Male) 2014-16 - . 808 804 795 775 o
;r;.:?‘:;;l? in life expectancy at birth a01-16| - ) ad . ) ) ]
Inequality in life expectancy at birth (Male) 2014-16 - . 62 - - - -
People reporting low life satisfaction 201617 - - * 43% 45% - Insufficient number of values for a spine chart

School readiness: Good level of
% % 70.7% %%

development at age 5 201617 4 1,883 73.9% 73.0% 70.7% 66.4 e
School readiness: Good level of
development at age & with free school 201617 ¢ 207 63.9% 636% 656.0% 53.7% | e |
meal status
GCSE achieved 5A*-C including English &

- % 3% B% 8%
Miaths 2015116 1,169 692% 61.3% 57.8% 54.8 B o
GCSE achieved 5A*-C including English & _ . . B N
Miaths with free schoor meal status 2014115 120 43.8% 45.8% 33.3% 34.7% el
19-24 year olds not in education, _ . ol o
employment or training 2017 - - 12.7% 13.2% insufficiant number of values for a spine chart
Unemployment 2016 - 5400 47% 57% 48% T7.9% ‘
Long term claimants of Jobseeker's " o " —
Allowance 2016 4 488 36 41 ar 6.8
Individuals not reaching the Minimum 2013/14 - _ . o .
Income Standard 15116 - - 35.6% 30.3% - Insufficient number of values for a spine chart
Worlk-related iliness 2011 ;;;1_“,5 B - - - 3590 3980 - Insufficient number of values for a spine chart
Fuel poverty 2015 « 8151 102% 10.1% 11.0% 157% @
Utilisation of outdoor space for Mar 2015 - o : N .
exercise/health reasons Feb 2016 - |165%] 18.0% 17.5% 9.8% m
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Best/
Highest

711
69.9
86.8
837

78.9%

T0.7%

74.6%

60.0%

2.3%

Q7

B6.7%

36.9%

Best/
Highest

70.0
69.9
86.8
837

78.9%

T0.7%

74.6%

60.0%

3.8%

6.9%

27.5%
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