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1. Summary 
 
1.1. The Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (SIMD) presents a picture of multiple 

deprivation across Scotland. The Scottish Government has used this method to track 
multiple deprivation since the development of the first Index of Multiple Deprivation in 
2004. Taken together the three indices (2004, 2006 and 2009) provide a series of 
snapshots in time of the concentrations of multiple deprivation across the country.  
Although the SIMD as it currently stands has only been in existence since 2004 there is 
a long history of indices being produced and used both in central and local government. 
The benefits over previous approaches that the SIMD provides include regular updates, 
the opportunity to incorporate the most recent and appropriate data into these updates 
and a stable base geography so that change can be measured over time. 

 
1.2. The picture painted in this most recent update to the Index is based mainly around 

data from 2008 and while the economic situation has changed since then it is still a valid 
picture of the distribution of deprivation.  Whilst the recession will have had a rapid 
impact on employment and incomes, some of these changes may be relatively short 
term.  Investigations were carried out to look at the impact of including more recent 
unemployment data in the Index but the effect on the overall distribution was negligible. 
Full details of this analysis is available on the SIMD web pages. The Index also looks 
beyond the economic situation and covers a range of other life circumstances of the 
people of Scotland including health, education, access to services, housing and crime 
which take longer to change. 

 
1.3. The picture of multiple deprivation across Scotland has changed since 2004. There 

have been real changes in people’s lives, both positive and negative but there have also 
been changes in how well we are able to measure and monitor these changes. 
Sometimes an improvement in measurement makes it look as if the situation for an area 
is actually worsening but this is not always the case. It can be that the improvement 
means that we are now getting a better picture of what was previously being obscured by 
less effective measurement. 
 

Overall SIMD 
 
1.4. SIMD 2009 shows some changes in the areas of Scotland which have the highest 

concentrations of multiple deprivation but four in every five datazones that were in the 
15% most deprived on SIMD 2004 are still in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009. 
Glasgow continues to have the highest concentrations of multiple deprivation in Scotland 
by some considerable amount but it has seen a fall between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006 
and again to SIMD 2009.  This fall has meant increases in other Local Authorities partly 
due to the relative nature of the SIMD, however the concentrations of deprivation are 
becoming more spread out across the country.  The five local authorities with the most 
datazones in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2004 contained two thirds of the 15% most 
deprived datazones in Scotland.  By SIMD 2009, the five local authorities with the 
highest numbers of deprived datazones contained only 57% of the deprived datazones in 
Scotland, with the 7 highest containing two thirds of the deprived datazones. 

 
1.5. The five Local Authorities with the largest proportion of their datazones in the 15% 

most deprived are Glasgow, Inverclyde, Dundee City, West Dunbartonshire and North 
Ayrshire all with more than a quarter of their datazones in the 15% most deprived.  North 
Ayrshire has replaced Clackmannanshire which has seen a fall in the proportion of its 
datazones in the 15% most deprived since SIMD 2006.   North Ayrshire, along with Fife, 
South Ayrshire and Renfrewshire have seen the biggest increases in the proportion of 
datazones within the Local Authority in the 15% most deprived. 
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1.6. Of the datazones moving into the 15% most deprived, over 90% were in the 15-20% 
band in SIMD 2006, so were just outside the cut off and the majority have seen a 
worsening on a number of the domains, demonstrating that it is concentrations of 
multiple deprivation driving the changes and not just one aspect of deprivation. 

 
1.7. In 2009, Glasgow has fewer datazones in the 15% most deprived and a third fewer 

datazones in the 5% most deprived in Scotland since 2004.  So although Glasgow still 
has the majority of datazones in the 5% most deprived, the distribution has changed 
slightly to be spread over other local authorities.  North Lanarkshire, Inverclyde, Dundee 
City, and Fife all have at least 7 more datazones in the 5% most deprived in Scotland, 
and 4 other local authorities have increases of 5 datazones.  South Ayrshire, Inverclyde, 
North Ayrshire, Dundee City, and Fife all had increasing numbers of datazones in the 
5%, 10%, 15% most deprived, making them relatively worse off between 2004 and 2009.  
Only Glasgow’s number of datazones has decreased in this manner.  Other local 
authorities have fluctuated, or maintained numbers in each category. 

 
SIMD Domains 
 
1.8. Looking at the individual domains can tell a slightly different story to the overall  

SIMD rankings as each of these focus on different aspects of deprivation. So these can 
show what the biggest issues are for specific areas. Almost all of the most deprived 
datazones in the overall SIMD 2009 were also classed as deprived in at least three 
individual domains or topic areas.  Approximately three quarters were deprived in four or 
more domains showing concentrations of multiple deprivation. 

 
1.9. In the income domain we are seeing an overall increase across Scotland in that there 

are now more people classed as income deprived than in either of the two previous 
versions of the Index. This is because we are now able to use tax credit data to identify 
individuals in work with low incomes – this gives us a better picture of income deprivation 
than we have been able to get before. Across Scotland as a whole one in six people are 
income deprived but in the most deprived areas this rises to almost one in two. 

 
1.10. The employment domain shows that approximately one in eight of the working age 

population in Scotland are employment deprived and of these roughly one third live in 
the most employment deprived areas of the country. Overall the number of employment 
deprived people in Scotland has been falling steadily over the past few years and this is 
reflected in the different versions of the SIMD. It should be noted however that the data 
used in the employment domain covers a period before the recession and if you are 
specifically interested in employment deprivation more recent data is available, though 
the relative picture will not necessarily change. 

 
1.11. In both the income and employment domains a similar pattern to the overall SIMD is 

evident with Glasgow having the largest share of the most deprived but improving over 
time. 

 
1.12. There is an east – west divide in relation to the health domain. The most health 

deprived datazones are concentrated in three health boards – Ayrshire & Arran, 
Lanarkshire and Greater Glasgow & Clyde. This was the same in 2006. Over two thirds 
of the datazones classed as most deprived in 2009 have been in the most health 
deprived for all three versions of the Index which is to be expected as the causes of ill 
health have built up over time and in many cases changes made now will only show 
many years down the line. 

 
1.13. In the education domain only three of the indicators are directly comparable with the 

previous version of the SIMD. All the datazones moving into the most deprived rankings 
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have deteriorated in at least one of these indicators. Roughly half got worse on two and 
a similar number got worse on three. Of the datazones that moved out approximately 
half improved on at least three indicators. This suggests that there have been real 
changes within these areas. 

 
1.14. The access domain highlights one of the major issues for the more rural areas of 

Scotland. The island local authorities Argyll & Bute, Eilean Siar, Orkney and Shetland 
show high levels of deprivation on this domain compared to the other domains. Over half 
of the remote rural datazones are classed as the most access deprived in Scotland and 
this has remained the same over all three versions of the Index. 

 
1.15. The crime domain has seen approximately two thirds of deprived datazones remain 

in the most deprived between 2006 and 2009. The police force area with the highest 
proportion of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the crime domain is Strathclyde 
followed by Fife and Lothian & Borders. There is also a strong urban rural split with the 
higher levels visible in more urban areas. The relationship between the crime domains 
from both years is not as strong as that between some of the other domains across time. 
At a very small area level such as datazone, crime can be highly mobile and be ‘pushed’ 
from one area to another by increases in police or other action. 

 
Key Facts 
 
SIMD 2009 (Chapter 3) 
 

o The most deprived datazone in SIMD 2009 is S01003279 in the Parkhead / 
Barrowfield area in the East of Glasgow. 

o 743,218 people live in the 15% most deprived datazones in SIMD 2009.  Of these, 
312,865 (42%) are income deprived. 

o 478,420 working age people live in the 15% most deprived datazones in SIMD 2009, 
of these 126,495 (26%) are employment deprived. 

o Glasgow has seen a fall in the proportion of its datazones in the 15% most deprived 
from 48% to 43% from 2006. 

o The five Local Authorities with the largest proportion of their datazones in the 15% 
most deprived are Glasgow (43.1%), Inverclyde (39.1%), Dundee (30.7%), West 
Dunbartonshire (26.3%) and North Ayrshire (25.1%).  North Ayrshire has replaced 
Clackmannanshire which has seen a fall in the proportion of its datazones in the 15% 
most deprived since SIMD 2006. 

o 31% of the 15% most deprived datazones in Scotland are within Glasgow City, this is 
a fall from 34% in SIMD 2006 and 38% in SIMD 2004. 

o The 5 Local Authorities with the highest proportion of the most deprived datazones 
nationally contain 57% of the 15% most deprived datazones in Scotland.  This is a 
fall from 67% in SIMD 2004. 

o The Local Authorities with the largest numbers of the 15% most deprived datazones 
in Scotland are Glasgow City (30.6%) North Lanarkshire (9.2%), City of Edinburgh 
(5.9%), Dundee City (5.6%) and Fife (5.6%).  

o The Health Boards with the largest proportion of their datazones in the 15% most 
deprived are Greater Glasgow & Clyde (30.0%), Ayrshire & Arran (19.6%), 
Lanarkshire (16.9%), Tayside (13.7%) and Fife (12.1%). 

o The Health Boards with the largest proportions of the 15% most deprived datazones 
in Scotland are Greater Glasgow & Clyde (45.3%), Lanarkshire (12.6%), Ayrshire & 
Arran (9.6%), Lothian (8.4%) and Tayside (7.0%). 

o Between them, these 5 Health Boards with the largest proportions of the most 
deprived datazones nationally contain 83% of the 15% most deprived datazones in 
Scotland. 
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o The datazones in the 5% most deprived contain the highest concentration of multiple 
deprivation.  Glasgow City has 21% of its datazones in the 5% most deprived, 
followed by Inverclyde with 13.5% and Dundee with 10.6%. 

o 45% of the datazones in the most deprived 5% according to SIMD 2009 are in 
Glasgow City, down from 52% in SIMD 2006.  Edinburgh has the second highest 
proportion (7.4%) followed by North Lanarkshire (6.8%), though Edinburgh has also 
seen a fall since SIMD 2006.  This shows that even in areas with the highest 
concentrations of deprivation there has been movement, some of which is due to 
demolition and new build. 

o The proportion of the 15% most deprived datazones in Large Urban Areas has fallen 
from 64% in SIMD 2006 to 61% in SIMD 2009.  Increases have been seen in Other 
Urban Areas and Small Towns.  This demonstrates that levels of relative deprivation 
are being seen in other parts of Scotland as improvements are seen in Glasgow. 

 
Change over time 
 

o 81% of datazones in the most deprived 15% in SIMD 2009 were in the most deprived 
in the two previous versions of the SIMD so whilst there has been movement in and 
out of the 15% most deprived, four datazones in five have remained in the most 
deprived. 

o The majority of areas that moved out of the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2006 have 
remained out, demonstrating maintained improvement. Of the datazones that moved 
out of the 15% most deprived between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006, 98 (82%) have 
remained out of the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009 

o Of the 120 datazones that moved into the 15% between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006, 
69% have remained in the 15% most deprived.  

o 93% of datazones in the 15% most deprived were in the 15% most deprived in 3 or 
more domains on SIMD 2009.  75% were in the 15% most deprived on four or more 
domains.  This shows that the areas are experiencing concentrations of multiple 
deprivation and that it’s not just one aspect of the index pushing them into the most 
deprived. 

o The majority of datazones in the 5% most deprived in SIMD 2009 have been in the 
most deprived on all versions of the SIMD.  Those in the 10-15% band are more 
likely to have moved in.  Of the 325 datazones in the 5% most deprived in SIMD 
2009, all except 1 were in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2004.  Only 60% of the 
datazones in the 10-15% most deprived in SIMD 2009 were in the most deprived in 
SIMD 2004.   

o The areas with the most concentrated multiple deprivation have remained in the 15% 
most deprived whereas datazones nearer the cut off are more likely to have moved 
out. 95% of datazones in the 5% most deprived in SIMD 2004 are still in the 15% 
most deprived in SIMD 2009.  Only two thirds of the datazones in the 10-15% most 
deprived in SIMD 2004 remain in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2009.  

 
Employment Domain (Chapter 4) 
 

o The 2009 employment domain shows that 12% of the working age population are 
employment deprived. Of these, 33% live in one of the 15% most employment 
deprived datazones in Scotland.   

o Glasgow City has the highest proportion of its working age population experiencing 
employment deprivation at 18%.  Of these, almost two thirds live in the 15% most 
deprived datazones on the overall SIMD.  In contrast, Aberdeenshire has the 
smallest percentage of its working age population employment deprived at 6%. 

o Of the datazones in the 15% most deprived in the employment domain of SIMD 
2009, 59% have remained in this category for all three versions of the SIMD.  
Glasgow City has the highest proportion (37%) of its datazones remaining in the 15% 
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most deprived across the three SIMDs, showing concentrations of employment 
deprivation changing little since SIMD 2004. 

o East Lothian and Moray saw datazones entering the 15% most employment deprived 
for the first time with 2 and 3 datazones respectively.  North Lanarkshire gained the 
most at 22 new datazones, while Glasgow lost the most at 38 datazones.  This 
shows some increases in other areas as Glasgow sees a fall.  This is due to the 
relative nature of the SIMD. 

 
Income Domain (Chapter 5) 
 

o The inclusion of tax credit data within the income domain has seen an overall 
increase in the number of individuals classed as income deprived by the SIMD, as a 
new subset of people are now being included in the count. 

o In the 2009 SIMD 43% of people living in the 15% most income deprived areas were 
income deprived compared to 13% in the rest of Scotland. Across Scotland as a 
whole approximately one in six people or 17% of the population are income deprived.  

o The largest concentration of income deprivation is in Glasgow with 31% of the 15% 
most deprived datazones, this was a fall from 34% in 2006. The next largest shares 
are in North Lanarkshire (8%) and Fife (6%). These were both small increases on 
2006. 

o Between the 2006 SIMD and the 2009 SIMD 123 datazones moved into the 15% 
most deprived and 123 moved out. Of the datazones that have moved in 74 (60%) 
have seen an increase in the proportion of the population that are income deprived. 
Of the datazones that have moved out of the 15% most deprived 111 (90%) have 
seen decreases in the proportion of income deprived people. 

o Of the 853 datazones that have remained in the 15% most income deprived between 
the 2006 SIMD and the 2009 SIMD 351 were also in the 15% most deprived of the 
income domain in 2004. 

 
Health Domain (Chapter 6) 
 

o Glasgow has seen a fall in the percentage of its datazones in the 15% most deprived 
on the health domain from 49% to 46%.  Inverclyde has the second highest local 
share of deprived datazones at 42%. 

o Of the datazones in the 15% most deprived in the health domain on SIMD 2009, 70% 
have been in the 15% most deprived in each of the three updates to the domain. 

o Over 90% of the datazones in the 15% most deprived on the health domain in 
Tayside, Forth Valley and Greater Glasgow & Clyde have been in the 15% most 
deprived on at least one previous update of the Health domain. 

o East Glasgow and North Glasgow Community Health Partnership had 2/3 of their 
datazones in the 15% most health deprived on SIMD 2006.  Both have seen a fall in 
the number of datazones in the 15% most health deprived in SIMD 2009 to 64% and 
59% respectively. 

o East Glasgow Community Health Partnership contains 10% of the most health 
deprived datazones in Scotland.   

 
Education Domain (Chapter 7) 
 

o Glasgow has the highest proportion (40%) of its datazones in the 15% most deprived 
on the education domain, followed by Dundee City (30%).  Both have seen small falls 
since SIMD 2006. 

o Aberdeen City and North Ayrshire have seen large increases in the percentage of 
datazones in the 15% most education deprived.  Aberdeen City increased from 11% 
to 15%, North Ayrshire increased from 16% to 21%. 
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o The datazones moving into the 15% most deprived on the education domain have all 
seen a worsening in performance on at least one of the three indicators that are 
comparable with SIMD 2006.  91% got worse on at least two indicators and 45% on 
three. 

o Of the datazones that moved out of the 15% most education deprived, 54% improved 
on two of the three indicators that are comparable with SIMD 2006 and 40% 
improved on all three.  This demonstrates that areas have seen real as well as 
relative improvements. 

o 10% of the datazones in Scotland have fallen in the 15% most education deprived on 
all three updates of the SIMD.  36% of the datazones in Glasgow and 19% of the 
datazones in Dundee City have appeared in the 15% most education deprived on the 
three updates to the SIMD. 

 
Access Domain (Chapter 8) 
 

o Over half of each of Scotland’s island Local Authorities (Argyll & Bute, Eilean Siar, 
Orkney Islands and Shetland Islands) are access deprived whilst the cities of 
Edinburgh and Glasgow show almost no signs of access deprivation in SIMD 2009. 

o Some local authorities, for example Argyll & Bute, Inverclyde and North Ayrshire, 
have relatively low drive times (a couple of minutes) but due to other areas having 
slightly quicker times, areas in these local authorities have been pushed into the 15% 
most deprived. 

o Overall, using the 6-Fold Urban Rural Classification (2008), classes 1 to 3 have 
shown movement away from the 15% most access deprived datazones, and classes 
4 to 6 have shown movement into the 15% most access deprived datazones. 

o Over half of all datazones in Remote Rural Areas have been in the 15% most access 
deprived across all three versions of the SIMD. Around 30% of the datazones in 
Accessible Rural Areas are in a similar situation. 

 
Crime Domain (Chapter 9) 
 

o Glasgow City Local Authority has the largest share of datazones in the 15% most 
deprived in the SIMD 2009 crime domain at 18%.  Edinburgh has 10%, North 
Lanarkshire 8%, Fife 7%, and Aberdeen 6%.  

o Strathclyde Police Force Area has the largest national share of the 15% most 
deprived datazones in relation to crime at 49.4%. Dumfries & Galloway Police Force 
Area have the smallest national share at 2.2%.   

o Despite having just under half the most deprived datazones in Scotland within the 
police force area, only 17.2% of datazones in Strathclyde are in the 15% most 
deprived.  Fife has the second highest proportion at 15.2% and Lothian & Borders 
15%. 

o Dumfries & Galloway and Northern have the lowest proportion of datazones in the 
police force area in the 15% most deprived on the SIMD 2009 crime domain.  
Dumfries & Galloway has seen a fall since SIMD 2006, Northern has seen an 
increase. 
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2. Introduction. 
 
The purpose of this report is to provide an overview of the background to and the 
results and analysis of the 2009 update to the Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation 
(SIMD) and its constituent domains.  
 
What is the SIMD? 
 
2.1. The SIMD is the Scottish Government’s official tool for identifying small area 

concentrations of multiple deprivation across Scotland. It is relevant for the targeting of 
policies and resources aimed at tackling areas where there are concentrations of 
multiple deprivation. The SIMD provides a relative ranking for each of 6,505 small areas, 
or datazones, across Scotland. It ranks these areas from one, being the most deprived, 
to 6,505, being the least deprived.  

 
Multiple Deprivation 
 
2.2. The terms deprivation and poverty are sometimes used interchangeably. In this 

context, deprivation is about the range of problems that arise due to lack of resources or 
opportunities, not just financial.  The income domain picks up the lack of money issue 
that could be perceived as actual poverty.  That said there are different definitions of 
both poverty and deprivation. The SIMD is one measure of deprivation and takes the 
approach that deprivation is multi-dimensional. As a result, it is necessary to use data 
relating to multiple aspects of life in order to gain the fullest picture possible of 
deprivation across Scotland. The SIMD therefore consists of data from seven different 
subject areas or domains. The data from these domains are combined to produce an 
index that shows how deprived an area is in relation to all the other areas in Scotland. 

 
Datazones 
 
2.3. As previously mentioned, the SIMD is based on small areas called datazones. 

Datazones are a statistical geography that were developed in 2004. Datazones are 
population based with an average of 750 people living in each one. Because they are 
population based, datazones can vary hugely in size. In urban areas where people live 
very closely together, they can contain a few streets, while in more rural areas that are 
sparsely populated, they can cover miles. The datazone boundaries have remained 
stable since their creation in 2004, but the populations living within each datazone may 
have changed.  For an analysis of the population drift please refer to the Scottish 
Neighbourhood Statistics User Forum (web link in Annex A).  

 
Methodology 
 
2.4. The methodology that is used to construct the SIMD 2009 is based on the approach 

developed by Oxford University for the Scottish Indices of Deprivation in 2003. This 
approach is widely accepted, with similar methodologies being used by England, Wales, 
and Northern Ireland. While similar methodologies are used across Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, there are fundamental differences in the geographies and data used 
that mean that the indices are not comparable. A link to further information on this is 
available in Annex A. A general description is given here but full details of the 
methodology to create the 2009 SIMD are available in SIMD 2009 Technical Report. 
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Domains and Indicators 
 
2.5. The domains used in the 2009 SIMD have remained the same as in the 2006 update 

(Income, Employment, Health, Education, Access to Services, Housing and Crime). 
Within each of these domains there are between two and eight indicators which were 
chosen for a number of reasons: (1) because of their ability to explain an aspect of 
deprivation, (2) because they are statistically robust, and (3) because of their availability 
at datazone level for the whole of Scotland.  

 
Changes to the SIMD 
 
2.6. The SIMD has National Statistics accreditation and as such, there is no political 

involvement in the choice of indicators or methodology used to construct the SIMD. Any 
changes that have been made have been done in conjunction with the SCOTSTAT 
Measuring Deprivation Advisory Group (MDAG). The MDAG consists of users and 
analysts in Local Authority areas, police forces, experts in particular issues and analysts 
from within the Scottish Government. The MDAG provides the Scottish Government with 
advice on a number of aspects relating to measuring deprivation. The advice covers the 
needs of users, development priorities, methodological options, quality and range of 
outputs and guidance. All minutes and papers from meetings of the MDAG are published 
on the Scottish Government website. 

 
2.7. There have been some changes to the data used between 2006 and 2009.  In the 

Income Domain for example, Tax Credit data has been included. These changes have 
been kept to a minimum.  However, care should be taken when interpreting results 
where these changes have occurred. There is a summary of any changes at the 
beginning of each domain chapter and full details of the indicators and any changes are 
available in the Technical Report.  

 
2.8. In total, there are 38 indicators in SIMD 2009. This is one more than in 2006. As well 

as providing an overall rank for each datazone, the SIMD also provides a rank for each 
datazone for each domain. Therefore, it is possible to look at the Health Domain in 
isolation for example and to see how each datazone ranks. A list of the indicators used in 
the SIMD is included in Annex B with full details available in the SIMD 2009 Technical 
Report on the Scottish Government website, (see Annex A for links).      

 
Constructing the index 
 
2.9. The domains included in the SIMD 2009 are: 

Income  
Employment  
Health  
Education, Skills and Training  

Access to Services  
Housing 
Crime 

 
Each domain is made up of individual indicators which are listed in Annex B. The 
domains are calculated differently depending on the type of data used in each one. 

 
2.10. The income, employment, housing and crime domains are created by summing 

counts of people and dividing by the appropriate population denominator taken from the 
Census or Small Area Population Estimates (SAPEs). For the 2009 SIMD, the income 
and employment domains are constructed by counting the number of people claiming 
relevant benefits, and dividing by the total and working age population respectively. The 
populations are taken from the 2007 SAPE. Thus, the domain scores are a simple 
percentage. 

 

	



 

 

2.11. The housing domain is the sum of people in households that are overcrowded or 
have no central heating, divided by the total household population from the 2001 
Census. The crime domain is a count of selected recorded crimes, called SIMD crimes, 
divided by the 2007 SAPE total population, but is shown as a rate of SIMD crime per 
10,000 population rather than a percentage of the population. 

 
2.12. The health, education and access domains are constructed using factor analysis, 

which is a statistical technique that calculates weights for each indicator before they are 
added together to create the domain score. The indicators in these domains cannot 
simply be summed as they are not all counts and use different denominators. This 
means that the scores for these three domains are relative rather than absolute values 
and, as such, can not be used to measure absolute differences or absolute change. 

 
2.13. The overall index is a weighted sum of the seven domain scores. Prior to weighting, 

the domains are standardised by ranking the scores. The ranks then undergo 
exponential transformation to avoid high ranks in one domain 'cancelling out' low ranks in 
another. The weights are applied to each of the domains, which are then combined to 
create the overall index. The weights are provided in Annex B. The resulting SIMD 
scores for each datazone are then ranked from one (most deprived) to 6,505 (least 
deprived). 

 
2.14. A flow diagram summarising the SIMD 2009 methodology is available inside the back 

cover of this report.  
 
Change over time 
 
2.15. Due to the stable nature of datazones, it is possible to look at change over time from 

the 2004 SIMD to the 2006 update, through to the 2009 SIMD. As a result, this report 
contains not only the results and analysis of the 2009 SIMD, but also includes some 
analysis on the changes that have occurred since the SIMD was first published in 2004. 
It is important to bear in mind that not all change that has occurred will be considered 
real change, some of the change will be due to methodological change and some due to 
changes in the data. Also because of the relative nature of the SIMD some of the change 
seen will simply be to due to change in some datazones pushing others up or down the 
rankings. The report also contains guidance on how individuals can carry out their own 
analysis on change over time. 

 
What is the SIMD for? 
 
2.16. It is important to note that while the SIMD is the Scottish Government’s official tool for 

measuring small area concentrations of multiple deprivation, it is not the only method of 
measuring deprivation. The SIMD has been developed for a specific purpose which is to 
identify small area concentrations of multiple deprivation. In attempting to use the SIMD, 
it is necessary to be clear about what exactly it is that is trying to be achieved. If the 
focus is on areas with high levels of multiple deprivation, then the SIMD can be used. If 
however, the focus is on all deprived people, then a different approach needs to be 
taken. In this case, it may be possible to use the underlying data from one of the 
domains rather than the overall index. However, as can be seen from Table 2.1 below of 
the Income Domain, not everyone living in a deprived area is deprived and not all 
deprived people live in deprived areas even when looking at individual domains.  






 

 

Table 2.1: Levels of income deprivation in the most income deprived areas 

  
No. of Income 

Deprived People 
Total 

Population 
% Income 
Deprived 

15% most income deprived 204,100 747,373 27%
Rest of Scotland 367030 4,396,828 8%

 
2.17. Of the 747,373 people living in the 15% most income deprived areas in Scotland 

27% of them are income deprived while in the rest of Scotland only 8% of the population 
are income deprived. This suggests that income deprivation is concentrated in certain 
areas but also shows that not all people living in deprived areas are deprived and not all 
deprived people live in deprived areas. The is further borne out by looking at the column 
titled ‘No of Income Deprived People’. Here it can be seen that more income deprived 
people live outside the 15% most income deprived areas than live in them. 

   
Uses of the SIMD 
 
2.18. The SIMD can be used for : 
 

� Identifying areas with high levels of deprivation. 
� Identifying areas with specific issues e.g. health, that may not be considered 

deprived on the overall index.  
� Comparing all the datazones in Scotland so the most/least deprived can be 

identified. 
� Comparing Local Authorities or other larger geographical areas by looking at the 

proportion of the 15% most deprived datazones contained within each of the 
areas.  Cut offs other than the 15% most deprived may also be appropriate. 
 

Limitations of the SIMD 
 
2.19. The SIMD cannot: 
 

� Say how much more deprived one area is than another. The datazone ranked 50 
is not twice as deprived as the one ranked 100 – in the same way as you cannot 
tell how much better the winner in a race performed than the person who came 
second. You need to look at the race times i.e. the underlying data to get an idea 
of the size of the difference between the two. 

� Tell you if an area is affluent. The SIMD measures deprivation so at the lower 
end of the rankings (i.e. closer to 6505) all that can be said is that there is less 
deprivation. As mentioned earlier not all deprived people live in deprived areas 
and all people living in deprived areas are deprived. The SIMD only counts those 
classed as deprived. 

� As the SIMD does not measure affluence it is also not possible to say that one 
area is more affluent than another or even relatively so. 

� Be used to compare areas across the United Kingdom. While it is true that the 
indices for all the countries are based on the same methodology they all have a 
different base geography and use different indicators within the domains. The 
different indicators reflect things like different education systems and different 
availability of data. 
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3. SIMD 2009 results 
 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 
3.1. The following changes in methodology have been made in the calculation of SIMD 

2009 which will impact on the results: 
� Income domain – inclusion of tax credits data to pick up low income in work 

families. 
� Health domain – change in codes used in alcohol and drug use indicators. 
� Education domain – new indicator of Not in Education, Employment or 

Training to replace previous proxy. 
� Access domain – new methodology for calculating travel times and change to 

weighting of sub-domains. 
� Housing domain – no new data is available so census data is used as in 

previous updates. 
 

3.2. The impact of each of these changes are covered in detail in the technical report. 
 
3.3. The correlation between the SIMD 2009 and SIMD 2006 domains are shown in 

Annex C.  This shows that the overall index is very strongly correlated against SIMD 
2006 with a Pearson’s correlation of 0.98.  The correlation between the individual 
domains is also strong, particularly for the four domains with the highest weights.  This 
suggests that despite the methodological changes the SIMD 2009 is still comparable 
with SIMD 2006. 

 
Overall results 
 
3.4. Analysis of the SIMD tends to focus on the 15% most deprived but other cut offs, for 

example the 5% most deprived or the 20% most deprived may be more appropriate for 
particular policies or uses of the SIMD and these cut offs are included in the publication.  
Analysis using the SIMD needs to consider the purpose for which the SIMD has been 
designed ie to identify small area concentrations of multiple deprivation and not 
individuals living in deprivation.  Some analysis in this report is by vigintile.  Vigintiles are 
bands of 5%, ie vigintile 1 is the 5% most deprived and combining the first three vigintiles 
is the 15% most deprived datazones in Scotland. 

 
3.5. The areas identified by the SIMD 2009 as multiply deprived are similar to those 

identified by the SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2004.  81% of datazones in the 15% most 
deprived on SIMD 2009 were in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2004.  
Only 8% of the datazones in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009 have never 
appeared in the 15% most deprived before. 

 
3.6. The most deprived datazone in Scotland in the SIMD 2009 is S01003279 in the 

Parkhead / Barrowfield area in the East of Glasgow.  Whilst this datazone contains a 
football stadium and it ranks highly on the crime domain as is expected in datazones with 
high influxes of people at particular times of the day, week or year, this domain carries a 
relatively low weight and it is the levels of income, employment, health and education 
deprivation that are driving the rank. 

 
3.7. The most deprived area in SIMD 2006 in the Ferguslie Park area of Paisley is now 

ranked 2.  The other datazones in the five most deprived areas are in Keppochhill and 
Possilpark in North Glasgow and in Glenwood North in South East Glasgow.  
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3.8. One datazone S01003031 in the Glenwood South area of Glasgow contained a 
number of tower blocks which have been demolished and will be replaced with new 
housing.  This datazone has zero population in 2006 and 2007.  As some indicators use 
data over a number of years, some data exists for this datazone and has been used to 
allocate a rank for it.  This datazone was in the fifth decile in SIMD 2006 and is in the 
sixth decile for SIMD 2009. 

 
Most deprived datazones by Local Authority 
 
3.9. As the SIMD ranks cannot be averaged or aggregated to give scores for larger areas 

we look at the local and national share of deprived datazones.  The local share is the 
proportion of deprived datazones in the Local Authority or other area of interest that fall 
in the 15% most deprived, or other cut off.  The national share is the proportion of 
datazones in the 15% most deprived in Scotland that fall in a particular Local Authority 
area.  For example in a Local Authority with 20 datazones, 10 of which are in the 15% 
most deprived, the local share of deprived datazones would be 50% ie half the 
datazones in the Local Authority are in the 15% most deprived, however the national 
share would be 1% as it has only 10 of the 976 datazones in the 15% most deprived.  
The local and national share of deprived datazones by Local Authority for a number of 
cut offs are shown in Tables  3.1 and 3.2. 

 
3.10. Whilst the highest concentrations of the 15% most deprived areas are in Glasgow, 

the Local Authority has seen a fall in the number and proportion of its datazones that are 
in the 15% most deprived on the overall SIMD (Table 3.1) from 34% to 31% of the 976 
datazones in the 15% most deprived in Scotland (the national share).  This represents a 
fall from 48% to 43% of the datazones in Glasgow appearing in the 15% most deprived, 
the local share, (Table 3.2). 

 
3.11. North Lanarkshire has seen a small increase in the number of datazones in the 15% 

most deprived meaning it now has 9% of the most 15% deprived datazones in Scotland.  
This is 22% of the datazones in the Local Authority but several other local authorities 
have a higher proportion of their datazones in the 15% most deprived, the second 
highest local share behind Glasgow is Inverclyde with 39% of its datazones in the 15% 
most deprived in Scotland. 

 
3.12. The five Local Authorities with the largest proportion of their datazones in the 15% 

most deprived are Glasgow (43.1%), Inverclyde (39.1%), Dundee (30.7%), West 
Dunbartonshire (26.3%) and North Ayrshire (25.1%).  North Ayrshire has replaced 
Clackmannanshire which has seen a fall in the proportion of its datazones in the 15% 
most deprived since SIMD 2006. 
 

3.13. The 5 Local Authorities with the highest proportion of the most deprived datazones 
nationally contain 57% of the 15% most deprived datazones in Scotland.  This is a fall 
from 67% in SIMD 2004 showing that concentrations of deprivation are becoming more 
spread out across the country.  67% of deprived datazones are now contained in the 
seven local authorities with the highest national share of deprived datazones.  These are 
Glasgow City (30.6%) North Lanarkshire (9.2%), City of Edinburgh (5.9%), Dundee City 
(5.6%) and Fife (5.6%), South Lanarkshire (5.3%) and North Ayrshire (4.6%). 

 
3.14. As with SIMD 2006, some Local Authorities have no datazones in the 15% most 

deprived.  Moray now has one datazone but Eilean Siar, Orkney and Shetland still have 
none.  This does not mean there is no deprivation in these Local Authorities, just that 
there are no concentrations of multiple deprivation in the 15% most deprived in Scotland.  
Eilean Siar has three datazones in the 30% most deprived in Scotland and Shetland has 
one.   
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3.15. Table 3.3 shows the proportion of income and employment deprived people in each 
Local Authority who live in the 15% most deprived datazones on SIMD 2009.  The 
percentage of income deprived individuals ranges from 65% in Glasgow to zero and 
single figures in Local Authorities with fewer datazones in the 15% most deprived.  A 
similar pattern is seen for employment deprivation.  In Glasgow, the proportion of income 
and employment deprived individuals who live in the 15% most deprived datazones is 
very similar where as in other areas the difference is more marked.  Where the figures 
are low, deprivation is less concentrated in particular datazones and deprived individuals 
and households will be spread across the Local Authority area. 

 
Table 3.3: Levels of income and employment deprivation in the 15% most deprived 
datazones by Local Authority 
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3.16. Table 3.4 shows the percentage of people living in the 15% most deprived datazones 
in SIMD 2009 who are income and employment deprived.  Across Scotland, 42% of 
those living in the 15% most deprived are income deprived.  This ranges from 26% in the 
Moray datazone in the 15% most deprived to 45% in Glasgow and 47% in Dumfries & 
Galloway. 

 
3.17. The concentrations of employment deprivation range from 28% in Glasgow, 

Inverclyde and Stirling to 21% in East Lothian, Midlothian, Moray, Perth & Kinross and 
Scottish Borders.  The last column of the table shows that this figure has fallen since 
SIMD 2006 for all Local Authorities except for East Lothian, which reflects the fall seen 
across Scotland.  This shows a reduction in the concentrations of employment 
deprivation, though levels will have changed in recent months.  Further analysis of the 
impact of the economic downturn on the SIMD is available on the SIMD website.  The 
percentage of income deprived individuals has increased across Scotland due to the 
inclusion of tax credit data in SIMD 2009. 

 
Table 3.4: Percentage of the population living in the most deprived datazones who are 
income and employment deprived 

 
 
Most deprived datazones by Health Board and Community Health Partnership 
 
3.18. The table in Annex D shows the local and national share of the 15% most deprived 

datazones by Health Board and Community Health Partnership.  The Health Boards with 
the largest proportion of their datazones in the 15% most deprived are Greater Glasgow 
& Clyde (30.0%), Ayrshire & Arran (19.6%), Lanarkshire (16.9%), Tayside (13.7%) and 
Fife (12.1%). 

 
3.19. The Health Boards with the largest proportions of the 15% most deprived datazones 

in Scotland are Greater Glasgow & Clyde (45.3%), Lanarkshire (12.6%), Ayrshire & 
Arran (9.6%), Lothian (8.4%) and Tayside (7.0%).  Between them these 5 Health Boards 
with the largest proportions of the most deprived datazones nationally contain 83% of the 
15% most deprived datazones in Scotland, with two thirds contained in the first three. 
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3.20. The Community Health Partnership with the highest concentrations of multiple 
deprivation are the North Glasgow and East Glasgow Community Health Partnerships, 
both with almost 60% of datazones in the area in the 15% most deprived, though both 
have seen a fall since SIMD 2006. 

 
Most deprived datazones by Urban Rural Classification 
 
3.21. Of the datazones in the 15% most deprived, 92% are in Urban Areas.  2% are in 

Rural Areas, 0.6% are in Remote Rural Areas.  This is because populations in rural 
areas tend to be more mixed than in urban areas so the concentrations of population 
with similar characteristics are less likely to occur.  These figures are shown in more 
detail in Table 3.5. 

 
Table 3.5: Datazones in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009 by Urban Rural Classification 

 
 
3.22. Whilst there is a low proportion of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the overall 

SIMD in rural areas, there is still deprivation in these datazones.  It is possible to look at 
the numbers of people who are income and employment deprived in the 15% most 
deprived on the overall SIMD by the Urban Rural Classification. 
 

3.23. Table 3.6 shows employment deprivation by 15% most deprived across the Urban 
Rural Classification.  The deprived datazones with the highest percentage of 
employment deprived individuals are in Large Urban Areas and Remote Rural Areas, 
though each category of the Urban Rural Classification 2008 has around a quarter of the 
population in the 15% most employment deprived.  Concentrations are lowest in Small 
Towns and Accessible Rural Areas.  The percentage of the Scotland population who are 
employment deprived does vary by Urban Rural Classification, ranging from 13% in 
Large Urban Areas to 7% in Accessible Rural Areas. 

 
3.24. As there are fewer concentrations of multiple deprivation in rural areas, the 

proportion of employment deprived individuals who live in the 15% most deprived areas 
is highest in Large Urban Areas with almost half of employment deprived individuals 
living in the 15% most deprived areas.  This proportion falls to 5% in Rural Areas, 
meaning that 95% of individuals who are employment deprived live in datazones out with 
the 15% most deprived. 
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Table 3.6: Number and percentage of people employment deprived by Urban Rural 
Classification and 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009 

 
 

3.25. Similar patterns as with employment deprivation are seen with income deprived 
individuals as shown in Table 3.7.  The only difference being higher percentages, with 
around 40% of the population income deprived in the 15% most deprived areas.  20% of 
the population in Large Urban Areas are income deprived compared with 11% in 
Accessible Rural Areas.  As with employment deprivation, the proportion of income 
deprived people living within the 15% most deprived in each category of the Urban Rural 
Classification is highest in Large Urban Areas at 50% and lowest in Rural Areas at 5%. 
 
Table 3.7: Percentage of income and employment deprived people in the 15% Most 
deprived datazones on SIMD 2009 by Urban Rural Classification. 

 
 
Change over time 
 
3.26. Whilst there have been changes to the SIMD methodology and indicators used over 

the three SIMDs it is still possible to look at change over time though care needs to be 
taken because of the changes. 

 
How to do change over time analysis 

 
3.27. The version or versions of the index to use will depend on the purpose of the analysis 

being carried out. Five possible scenarios looked at are: 
 

Analysis at a point in time 
 

The most deprived areas at the current point in time.  Use SIMD 2009 as this highlights 
the most deprived areas based on the data available at the time of calculation (see 
technical note for details of data sources) 
The most deprived areas in the past eg using survey data from 2005.  Use the SIMD that 
uses data closest to the time period of the data source you are using, eg SIMD 2006 
used 2004-05 data and 2004 population estimates. 
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Analysis over time 
 

What has happened to the most deprived areas since 2004.  Use the most deprived 
datazones highlighted in SIMD 2004 to see if there has been improvement in these 
areas, possibly in comparison with the 85% least deprived. 
What has happened in the most deprived areas in the past. Use the datazones 
highlighted in the most recent SIMD and look back through time to see whether these 
areas have worsened, possibly in comparison with the 85% least deprived. 
What has happened to the most deprived areas over time.  In this case analysis needs to 
focus on the most deprived areas as a group within Scotland as defined by each update 
of the index, eg how do the most deprived areas in SIMD 2009 differ from those 
highlighted in SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006. 

 
3.28. When looking at change over time, changes in population need to be considered as 

datazone populations will increase and decrease over time due to new build housing and 
demolition.  Population characteristics may also change eg an increase or decrease in 
school age children. 
 

3.29. Table 3.8 below shows the change in populations since SIMD 2006.  Just over two 
thirds of datazones have seen very little change in population.  Only 4% of datazones 
have seen a population increase or decrease of greater than 20%.  Three quarters of 
those seeing a large change in population have remained in the 85% least deprived 
compared to SIMD 2006.  Annex E contains a table showing population by SIMD vigintile 
for SIMD 2004, SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  Vigintiles are five percent bands ie vigintile 
1 is the 5% most deprived datazones. 

 
Table 3.8: Datazone movement between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 compared to 
population changes 
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3.30. More details regarding use of the index for change over time analysis can be found 
on the SIMD website, link in Annex A. 

 
Change over time analysis results 
 
Datazones remaining in the 15% most deprived 
 
3.31. Chart 3.1 shows that of the datazones in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2004, 81% 

have remained in the 15% most deprived on all three updates to the index.  In seven 
Local Authorities, all the datazones in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2004 have 
remained in the 15% most deprived on both SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  So the majority 
of the deprived areas have remained the same over the updates.  East Renfrewshire is 
the Local Authority with the smallest proportion of its datazones remaining in the 15% 
most deprived though it only had 5 in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2004 
 
Chart 3.1: Movement of datazones appearing in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2004 
by Local Authority* 
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*The number of datazones in the 15% most deprived for each Local Authority is shown in 
brackets after the name. 
 
Datazone movement between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 
 
3.32. Table 3.9 shows the movement of datazones by vigintile between SIMD 2006 and 

SIMD 2009.  101 datazones moved out of the 15% most deprived with 101 moving in.  
Of the datazones moving out,  76% moved to the 15-20% band and another 18% moved 
to the 20-25% band, so they haven’t moved a long way up the distribution.  Of the 
datazones moving in, 91% moved in from the 15-20% band so were still relatively 
deprived in SIMD 2006.  The datazone moving from vigintile 4 to vigintile 13 is a result of 
demolition and new build. 
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Table 3.9 Movement of datazones between vigintiles, SIMD 2006 to SIMD 2009 

 
Vigintile 1 = the most deprived 5% of datazones. 
 

Datazones moving into the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009 
 

3.33. Table 3.10 shows the datazones moving into the 15% most deprived datazones in 
SIMD 2009 and their vigintile in SIMD 2006.  91% of the datazones that moved into the 
15% most deprived moved from the 15-20% band.  Only North Ayrshire had more than 
one datazone moving in from the fifth vigintile.  Fife and North Lanarkshire also saw 
large numbers of datazones moving into the 15% most deprived.   
 

3.34. Of the datazones moving into the 15% most deprived in North Ayrshire, all 13 saw a 
worsening in rank on both the employment and education domains.  Eleven of the 13 
datazones got worse on the income domain and 10 of the 13 got worse on both Health 
and Access.  Ten of the thirteen saw a reduction in rank on at least five of the six 
domains that have changed between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  12 of the 13 saw an 
increase in the proportion of people income deprived which will be in part caused by the 
inclusion of tax credit data in the income domain.  Only five datazones saw an increase 
in the percentage employment deprived, though of the rest the reduction in the 
percentage was very small, whereas Scotland overall saw a reduction in the number and 
percentage employment deprived meaning the small improvements in these datazones 
is a relative worsening.   This means that the areas are experiencing multiple deprivation 
and are experiencing deprivation at relatively higher levels than before. 

 
3.35. In Fife, all the datazones moving in were in vigintile 4 or 5 on SIMD 2004, so over the 

3 SIMDs have remained at the most deprived end.  All 12 datazones saw a worsening on 
the income domain, eight saw a worsening in at least three of the income, employment, 
health and education domains, again showing higher levels of deprivation than in the 
previous update to the SIMD. 
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3.36. In North Lanarkshire, 8 of the 11 saw a reduction in rank on the employment domain 
and 7 on the income domain.  Eight of the 11 datazones got worse on at least four of the 
six domains that have changed since SIMD 2006.  Six datazones saw a change of less 
than 1% in the levels of employment deprivation.  As levels of employment deprivation 
across Scotland improved between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009, these areas will have 
got relatively worse. 

 
Table 3.10: Datazones moving into the most deprived 15% between SIMD 2006 and 
SIMD 2009 by SIMD 2006 Vigintile.  

 
 

Datazones moving out of the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009 
 

3.37. Table 3.11 shows the datazones moving out of the 15% most deprived by Local 
Authority.  85% moved from the 10-15% band and another 14% moved from the 5-10% 
band.  The datazone in Glasgow that moved from the most deprived 5% is due to 
demolition and new build in recent years. 

 
3.38. Of the 37 datazones in Glasgow moving out of the 15% most deprived, all but one 

have seen an improvement in rank on the income domain, all but three have seen an 
improvement in rank on the employment domain.  32 of the datazones have seen an 
improvement in health rank and 27 have seen an improvement in the education domain. 

 
3.39. Of the datazones moving out of the 15% most deprived 38% have seen a reduction 

in income deprivation since SIMD 2006, despite the addition of tax credit data to include 
low income in work families.  All except one of the 37 datazones has seen a decrease in 
the proportion of people employment deprived.  The one datazone that hasn’t seen a 
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decrease still has the same proportion as in SIMD 2006.  This shows improvement 
relative to the rest of Scotland. 

 
Table 3.11: Datazones moving out of the most deprived 15% between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 
2009 by SIMD 2006 Vigintile. 

 
 
Datazones moving out of the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2006 
 
3.40. Of the datazones that moved out of the 15% most deprived between SIMD 2004 and 

SIMD 2006, 98 (82%) have remained out of the 15% most deprived on SIMD 2009, 
showing maintained improvement. 

 
Datazones moving into the 15% Most deprived in SIMD 2006 
 
3.41. Of the 120 datazones that moved into the 15% between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006, 

69% have remained in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2009. 
 
Concentrations of deprivation in the 15% most deprived datazones 
 
3.42. A measure of levels of concentrations of deprivation is the number of domains where 

a datazone falls in the 15% most deprived ie how many aspects of deprivation is the 
population of a datazone experiencing.  Chart 3.2 shows, for the datazones in the 15% 
most deprived in SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009, how many of the individual domains the 
datazone was in the 15% most deprived for.  All datazones in the 15% most deprived 
were in the 15% most deprived on at least one domain.  Just over 90% of the datazones 
were in the 15% most deprived on three or more domains on both SIMD 2006 and 2009.  
The proportion of the most deprived datazones in the 15% most deprived on 6 or more 
domains has fallen slightly between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009, showing that 
concentrations of multiple deprivation have reduced slightly. 
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Chart 3.2: Datazones in the 15% most deprived in the overall SIMD which are also in the 
15% most deprived in individual domains 
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Have the areas moving out of the 15% most deprived got better? 
 
3.43. Table 3.12 shows that of the datazones that were in the 15% most deprived on SIMD 

2004, 814 (83%) are still in the most deprived on SIMD 2009.  Of the datazones in the 
most deprived 5% on SIMD 2004, 95% are still in the 15% in SIMD 2009 compared to 
only two thirds of those in the 10-15%. 
 

3.44. Of the datazones in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2009, almost all the datazones 
in the 5% most deprived have remained in the 15% most deprived since SIMD 2004.  
40% of the datazones in the 10-15% most deprived have moved into the 15% most 
deprived since SIMD 2004.  This suggests that the areas with the highest concentrations 
of deprivation are not improving but that there is movement in and out of the 15% from 
areas near the cut off.  This is backed up by Table 3.9 which shows that the majority of 
the 5% most deprived on SIMD 2006 remained in the 5% most deprived on SIMD 2009. 
However the exception to this is within Glasgow City where over a third of the 5% most 
deprived datazones in 2004 have moved out of that category but only 7% have moved 
out of the 15% most deprived. 
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Table 3.12: Datazone movement for datazones in the 15% most deprived in SIMD 2004 and 
SIMD 2009 

 
 
3.45. All the domains within the SIMD have changed between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2009 

except for the employment domain.  This domain is a percentage of the population 
claiming employment related benefits so can be used to look at levels of deprivation in 
the most deprived areas.  Table 3.13 groups the datazones in Scotland into four groups 
according to the movement between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2009. 
 

3.46. This table shows that between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2009, those datazones that 
moved into the 15% most deprived saw levels of employment deprivation remaining 
stable.  All other areas saw a reduction which means the areas moving in got relatively 
worse.  The areas that stayed in the 15% most deprived saw a small reduction in levels 
of employment deprivation over the four updates to the index but levels are still much 
higher than the rest of Scotland.  Unsurprisingly the largest improvement was seen in the 
areas that moved out of the 15% most deprived. 

 
 
Table 3.13: Levels of employment deprivation in datazones moving into and out of the 15% 
most deprived.   

 
 
3.47. It is also possible to look at indicators for individual datazones to see whether an 

area has improved.  The indicators used to calculate the SIMD are available on the 
SIMD and Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics web sites and an example of this is 
included as a case study at the end of the report. 
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4. Employment Domain 
 

4.1. The employment domain identifies the proportion of people from the resident working 
age population who are unemployed or who are not involved in the labour market due to 
ill-health or disability. Being out of work is acknowledged to be a key factor of 
deprivation.  As a result, the employment domain contributes significantly to the overall 
weighting of the SIMD. The indicators used in the employment domain have remained 
the same over the three versions of the SIMD and are listed in Annex B along with their 
relative weights. The SIMD 2009 Technical Report includes further information about the 
indicators used.   

4.2. The data used to calculate the domain is from the 2008 calendar year to match with 
previous employment domains and with other indicators of the SIMD.  An analysis of the 
effect of using more recent data to capture the effects of the economic downturn over the 
last year is available on the SIMD website (See link in Annex A).  This shows that the 
impact is minimal due to the relative nature of the SIMD.  

 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 
4.3. The indicators used are the same as for  both SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006.  This 

makes it possible to assess change in terms of both the datazone ranks (relative 
change), as well as changes in terms of the numbers and distribution of employment 
deprived people (absolute change).   

 
4.4. The employment domain in SIMD 2009 is very highly correlated with the SIMD 2006 

employment domain with a Pearson’s correlation coefficient of 0.97. 
 
Employment Deprivation Across Scotland 
 
4.5. The SIMD 2009 shows that across Scotland, 12% of the working age population are 

employment deprived (390,669 people).  Of these, 33% (127,950 people) live in the 15% 
most employment deprived datazones in Scotland (see Chart 4.1).  A third of the working 
age population in the 5% most deprived datazones are employment deprived, falling to a 
quarter in the datazones ranked 5-10% most employment deprived and then 22% in the 
datazones ranked 10-15%. 
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Chart 4.1: Percentage of working age people who are employment deprived in the SIMD 
2004, SIMD 2006, and SIMD 2009, by employment domain vigintiles. 
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4.6. Glasgow City has the highest proportion of employment deprived people with 18% of 

its working age people in this category (70,435 employment deprived of 401,798 working 
age people).  Aberdeenshire has the least amount of employment deprived people at 6% 
(9,570 people of 155,507 working age people) (see Table 4.1) 

 
4.7. Only East Lothian (2%, 95 people), West Lothian (3%, 390 people), and the Scottish 

Borders (6%, 305 people) saw an increase in employment deprived counts from SIMD 
2006 to SIMD 2009.  Other local authorities saw numbers of employment deprived 
decrease, with the highest percentage decrease in the Shetland Islands, by 12% (115 
people). 
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Table 4.1: Percentage of working age people who are employment deprived in the SIMD 
2006 and SIMD 2009, by Local Authority area. 

 
  
 
Employment Deprivation by Local Authority 
 
4.8. Chart 4.2 shows the spread of the 15% most deprived datazones in the employment 

domain by Local Authority.  Almost half of the datazones in Glasgow are in the 15% most 
deprived in the employment domain, with a slight decrease in SIMD 2009.  Inverclyde 
has the second highest percentage, but has seen a slightly larger decrease between 
SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  This fall means other areas will see an increase in levels of 
deprived datazones. 
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4.9. Between 2006 to 2009, Dundee City and North Ayrshire’s proportion of datazones in 
the 15% most employment deprived has risen the most by 4% each.  Glasgow City still 
has the highest proportion of datazones in the 15% most deprived in this domain at 42% 
in 2009.  The most employment deprived datazone in Scotland is in the Barrowfield area  
in the East of Glasgow City. 

 
4.10. Within the employment domain, North Lanarkshire had the most datazones moving 

into the 15% most deprived, at 11 new datazones.  In the opposite direction, Glasgow 
saw 21 of its datazones moving out of the 15% most deprived.   

 
4.11. The five Local Authorities with the highest levels of employment deprivation are 

Glasgow City, Inverclyde, Dundee City, West Dunbartonshire and North Ayrshire.  
Clackmannanshire was in this list in SIMD 2006 but has now been replaced by North 
Ayrshire.  Clackmannanshire has seen a fall from 25% of its datazones in the 15% most 
deprived to 18%. 

 
Chart 4.2: Proportion of datazones in each Local Authority in the 15% most deprived of the 
employment domain of SIMD 2009 
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Change over time 
 
4.12. There has been no change in the methodology used in the employment domain since 

SIMD 2004.  Therefore, the employment domain can be directly compared with the 
previous results. 

 
4.13. As shown in Chart 4.1, overall, the number of employment deprived people has 

decreased across all three SIMDs.  The numbers have fallen from 435,037 in SIMD 
2004, to 409,907 for SIMD 2006, and to 390,669 people for SIMD 2009.  These figures 
are based on 2002, 2005 and 2008 calendar year data respectively, and so reflect pre-
economic recession activity.   

 
4.14. Of the datazones in the 15% most deprived in the employment domain of SIMD 

2009, 59% have remained in this category for the past 3 SIMDs.  Glasgow City has the 
highest proportion (37%) of the datazones remaining in the 15% most deprived across 
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the three SIMDs (see Chart 4.3).  These are similar patterns to those for the overall 
SIMD. 

 
Chart 4.3: Share of datazones that have remained in the 15% most employment deprived 
across SIMD 2004, 2006 and 2009 by Local Authority 
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4.15. Table 4.2 shows the number of datazones in the 15% most employment deprived by 

Local Authority across all three versions of the SIMD. Glasgow has seen a drop of over 
18% from 2004 to 2009, and along with North Lanarkshire, is the only Local Authority to 
see a consistent reduction across time. All other Local Authorities have either fluctuated 
or seen increases. 
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Table 4.2: Number of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the employment domain by 
Local Authority 
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5. Income Domain 
 
5.1. The income domain identifies areas where there are concentrations of individuals 

and families living on low incomes. This is done by looking at the numbers of people, 
both adult and children, who are receiving or are dependent on benefits related to 
income or tax credits. It is not possible to look at actual income as there are no data 
available on this at datazone level, so the indicators used in this domain are known as 
proxy indicators. There is a full list of these indicators and the weights that are used in 
Annex B. 

 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 
5.2. Five of the six indicators used in this domain have remained the same as in SIMD 

2006. The sixth indicator relates to Working and Child Tax Credit and is a new addition 
to the domain. In the 2004 SIMD data on Disability Tax Credit and Working Families Tax 
Credit (WFTC) was used but this was no longer available for the 2006 SIMD. They had 
been replaced by Working and Child Tax Credit (WTC and CTC). There was no data 
available relating to WTC and CTC for the 2006 version of the index so no tax credit data 
was used. This data is now available and has been reintroduced into the SIMD for 2009. 
Analysis of the impact of this change to the domain is available on the SIMD website. 

 
5.3. Despite this change the income domain for 2009 is very highly correlated with the 

domain from 2006, with a Pearson’s correlation coefficient of 0.97.  
 
Income Deprivation across Scotland 
 
5.4. Because the income domain is a count it is possible to comment on the numbers of 

income deprived people across Scotland and where they are living. Chart 5.1. below 
shows the percentage of income deprived people in SIMD 2004, 2006 and 2009 by 
income domain vigintiles. 

 
5.5. In the 2009 SIMD 43% of people living in the 15% most income deprived areas were 

income deprived compared to 13% in the rest of Scotland.  Part of the reason for the fall 
between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006 is because tax credit data was not included in 
SIMD 2006 as it was not available.  This meant low income in work families were not 
counted as income deprived.  Tax credit data has been included in SIMD 2009 which will 
account for some of the increase.  Further analysis of the impact of inclusion of tax credit 
data is available on the SIMD website. 

 
5.6. Across Scotland as a whole approximately one in six people or 17% of the population 

are income deprived.  
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Chart 5.1. Percentage of income deprived people in SIMD 2004, 2006 and 2009, by income 
domain vigintiles 
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Income Deprivation by Local Authority 
 
5.7. Chart 5.2, below, shows the spread of the 15% most deprived datazones in the 

income domain in each Local Authority for 2006 and 2009. The largest concentrations of 
income deprivation are in Glasgow for both 2006 (34%) and 2009 (31%).  The next 
largest shares of the 15% most income deprived areas are in North Lanarkshire (8%) 
and Fife (6%). 

 
Chart 5.2: Proportion of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the income domain of SIMD 
2006 and 2009 by Local Authority 
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5.8. Table 5.1. shows the number of income deprived people living in each Local 

Authority area. It also shows how this count compares nationally as a percentage of the 
Scottish total. As might be expected Glasgow has the largest share with 19% of the total 
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number of income deprived people in the country. Following the same pattern that is 
evident in the datazone distribution North Lanarkshire has the next biggest share with 
8% but Fife is replaced by Edinburgh in the three Local Authorities with the highest levels 
of income deprivation. 

 
Table 5.1: Number of Income Deprived People in each Local Authority, SIMD 2009 

 
 
 
Change over time 
 
5.9. The addition of the tax credit data has resulted in increases in the numbers of income 

deprived people being counted across the country. However the other indicators within 
this domain have remained the same. It is therefore possible to look at the underlying 
data for these indicators to see if there have been real changes in datazones that have 
moved into and out of the 15% most deprived. 
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5.10. Between the 2006 SIMD and the 2009 SIMD 123 datazones moved into the 15% 
most deprived and 123 moved out. Of the datazones that have moved in 74 (60%) have 
seen an increase in the proportion of the population that are income deprived. Of the 
datazones that have moved out of the 15% most deprived 111 (90%) have seen 
decreases in the proportion of income deprived people even with the inclusion of tax 
credit data to pick up low income in work families. 

5.11. Of the 853 datazones that have remained in the 15% most income deprived between 
the 2006 SIMD and the 2009 SIMD 351 were also in the 15% most deprived of the 
income domain in 2004. 

5.12. Chart 5.3, below, shows the spread of the 15% most income deprived datazones 
across each of the local authorities. It also shows how many of the datazones that are in 
the 15% most deprived have been there for one, two or three versions of the SIMD.   
Datazones in the 15% most deprived on three updates to the index show concentrations 
of deprivation still remain. 

    
Chart 5.3: Datazones in the 15% most deprived (Income Domain) in SIMD 2009 showing the 
numbers of versions of the index for which they’ve been in the 15% most deprived 
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6. Health Domain 
 

6.1. The health domain identifies areas with a higher than expected level of ill-health or 
mortality for the age-sex profile of the population.  The indicators used in the health 
domain are listed in Annex B along with their relative weights. 

 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 
6.2. The indicators used are the same as for SIMD 2006, although some changes have 

been made to the codes used in the indicators for both hospital episodes relating to 
alcohol use and hospital episodes relating to drug use.  Analysis of the impact of this 
change on the domain is available on the SIMD website. 

 
6.3. The health domain in SIMD 2009 is very highly correlated with the SIMD 2006 health 

domain, with a Pearson’s correlation coefficient of 0.97.  
 
Health Deprivation by Local Authority 
 
6.4. Chart 6.1 shows the spread of the 15% most deprived datazones in the health 

domain, by Local Authority area.  Almost half of the datazones in Glasgow City are in the 
15% most deprived on the health domain, although this proportion has fallen since SIMD 
2006.  Inverclyde has the second highest percentage and has seen an increase between 
SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009. 

 
6.5. Some Local Authorities such as North, South and East Ayrshire and West Lothian 

have seen large increases in the percentage of their datazones in the 15% most 
deprived. These changes are apparent even when using the old codes for the alcohol 
and drug indicators so it is not this change driving the increase and shows a relative 
worsening over time. 

 
6.6. Glasgow, Stirling, South Lanarkshire, Clackmannanshire, Dundee and Eilean Siar 

have all seen falls in the number of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the health 
domain. 
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Chart 6.1: Proportion of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the health domain of SIMD 
2009 by Local Authority 
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Health Deprivation by Health Board 
 
6.7. Table 6.1 shows the percentage of datazones in each Community Health Partnership 

and Health Board area that were in the 15% most deprived in the health domain in SIMD 
2006 and SIMD 2009. 

 
6.8. The Health Board that has seen the biggest increase in deprived datazones is 

Ayrshire & Arran (increasing from 16.0% of datazones in the 15% most deprived, to 
20.6%). Forth Valley and Tayside have seen the largest drops.  Greater Glasgow & 
Clyde has also seen a drop but remains the Health Board with the highest levels of 
deprivation with a third of its datazones in the 15% most deprived and containing half of 
the deprived datazones in Scotland. 

 
6.9. The Community Health Partnerships with the highest proportion of their datazones in 

the 15% most deprived are North Glasgow and East Glasgow, with 58.8% and 64.3% 
respectively, though this is a fall for both from two thirds of their datazones in the 15% 
most deprived in SIMD 2006. 

 
Change over time 
 
6.10. There have been changes in methodology used in the health domain over the three 

versions of the SIMD, so care needs to be taken when comparing the health domain 
over time.  However it is possible to look at the three versions of the index to identify, for 
those areas in the 15% most deprived in the health domain on SIMD 2009, the numbers 
of versions of the domain for which they’ve been in the 15% most deprived (1, 2 or 3). 
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Table 6.1: Local and National share of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the health 
domain, by Health Board and Community Health Partnership 
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6.11. Of the datazones in the 15% most deprived in the health domain on SIMD 2009 in 
Scotland, over 70% have been in the 15% most deprived in each of the three versions of 
the domain (Chart 6.2).  Greater Glasgow & Clyde Health Board has the highest 
percentage (87%) of datazones remaining in the 15% most deprived over all three 
versions of the domain.  Borders and Fife Health Boards have the highest proportion of 
new datazones in the 15% most deprived.  These Health Boards have seen increases in 
the number of datazones in the 15% most health deprived in SIMD 2009 which explains 
this. 

 
Chart 6.2: Datazones in the 15% most deprived (Health Domain) in SIMD 2009 showing the 
numbers of versions of the index for which they’ve been in the 15% most deprived* 
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* Number in brackets shows the number of datazones in each Health Board in the 15% most 
deprived on the Health domain of SIMD 2009 
 
6.12. Analysis of the data behind the health domain can show whether there has been an 

absolute improvement in those datazones that have moved out of the 15% most 
deprived.  Five of the seven indicators in the health domain have not changed since 
SIMD 2006 so an improvement or worsening in these indicators will show whether things 
are getting better. 

 
6.13. Of the 139 datazones that moved out of the 15% most deprived, 97 (70%) 

experienced an improvement in 3 or more of the indicators.  89 datazones (64% of those 
moving out) experienced an improvement in both the Comparative Illness Factor and the 
Emergency Admissions indicator (which together make up 60% of the domain).  138 
datazones (99% of those moving out) experienced an improvement in at least one of the 
indicators. 

 
6.14. Of the datazones moving into the 15% most deprived, 91% saw a worsening on three 

or more of the indicators.  63% saw a worsening on Comparative Illness Factor and 
Emergency Admissions with 99% seeing a worsening on at least one.  This shows that 
absolute changes were at least part of the driver for datazones moving in or out of the 
15% most deprived on the health domain. 

 

�




 

 

6.15. Of the datazones that have moved out of the 15% most deprived, 60% have moved 
to the 15-20% most deprived band and another quarter to the 10-25% most deprived 
band.  Of the datazones moving in, two-thirds have moved from the 15-20% most 
deprived band and another quarter have moved from the 20-25% most deprived band. 
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7. Education Domain 
 
7.1. The education domain includes indicators that measure both outcomes of education 

deprivation, such as children and adults with a lack of qualifications, and causes of 
education deprivation such as absenteeism and lack of progression to further and higher 
education.  A full list of indicators and the relative weights is provided in Annex B. 

 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 
7.2. The indicators used in SIMD 2009 are the same as for SIMD 2006, except for the 

indicator ‘People aged 16-18 not in full time education’ which has been replaced by 
‘People aged 16-19 not in full time education, employment or training’ and uses slightly 
different data sources.  Full details of the change can be found in the SIMD 2009 
technical report.  The indicator ‘Working age people with no qualifications’ uses census 
data so this data has not changed since SIMD 2006. 

 
7.3. The change to the Not in Education, Employment or Training indicator means that 

care needs to be taken when comparing the 2009 education domain with SIMD 2006.  
The two domains are still highly correlated with a Pearson’s correlation coefficient of 
0.96. 

 
Education Deprivation by Local Authority 
 
7.4. Chart 7.1 shows the proportion of datazones in each Local Authority in the 15% most 

deprived in the education domain, the local share.  40% of Glasgow’s datazones are in 
the 15% most deprived in the education domain of the SIMD 2009.  This is a fall from 
44% in SIMD 2006.  Falkirk and Clackmannanshire have also seen large decreases in 
the proportion of datazones in the 15% most education deprived, 6% and 5% 
respectively. 

 
7.5. Increases in numbers of datazones in the 15% most education deprived have been 

seen in several Local Authorities with the largest in Aberdeen City and North and South 
Ayrshire. 

 
7.6. Analysis of the indicators used within the education domain shows that the 

datazones moving into the 15% most deprived have all seen a worsening in performance 
on at least one of the three indicators that are comparable with SIMD 2006.  91% got 
worse on at least two indicators and 45% on all three. 

 
7.7. Of the datazones that moved out of the 15% most deprived, 54% improved on two of 

the three indicators that are comparable with SIMD 2006 and 40% improved on all three.  
This demonstrates that areas have seen real as well as relative improvements. 
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Chart 7.1: Proportion of datazones in each Local Authority in the 15% most deprived on the 
Education domain of SIMD 2009, the Local Share of deprived datazones 
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Change over time 
 
7.8. There have been changes in methodology used in the education domain over the 

three updates of the SIMD, however each index used the best indicators available at the 
time to identify deprived areas.  It is therefore possible to look at the three versions of the 
index to identify which areas have been in the 15% most deprived on the education 
domain across the updates to the index. 

 
7.9. Chart 7.2 shows the proportion of each Local Authorities datazones that are in the 

15% most deprived in the SIMD 2009 education domain split by the number of times the 
datazone has fallen into the 15% most deprived.  10% of the datazones in Scotland have 
fallen in the 15% most deprived on all three updates to the index with another 3% having 
been in once before. 

 
7.10. These proportions vary by Local Authority.  40% of the datazones in Glasgow City  

are in the 15% most deprived on the SIMD 2009 education domain, with 36% of the 
datazones in Glasgow having been in the most deprived on all three updates to the 
SIMD.  Clackmannanshire, Edinburgh, Falkirk and West Dunbartonshire also have 
relatively high proportions of datazones that have been in the most deprived on the 
education domain for all three updates to the SIMD suggesting continuing levels of 
deprivation in these areas. 

 
7.11. Other Local Authorities such as Aberdeen City, Fife and South Ayrshire have a 

smaller proportion of datazones that have been in the 15% for the three updates but 
these are explained by increases in deprived datazones seen in these areas on the 
education domain of SIMD 2009. 
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Chart 7.2: Percentage of each local Authorities datazones in the 15% most deprived on the 
SIMD 2009 education domain by the number of times they’ve been in the 15% most 
deprived 
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8.  Geographic Access Domain 
 
8.1. The access domain is intended to capture the issues of financial cost, time and 

inconvenience of having to travel to access basic services. This domain differs from the 
other domains as it consists of two sub-domains. One looks at public transport times to 
services and the other looks at drive times. This attempts to account for the fact that not 
everyone will have access to a car and so may be dependent on public transport. The 
domain measures aspects of access deprivation that are relevant to all people as it is 
important to be able to access key services in rural and urban areas. The indicators used 
in the access domain are listed in Annex B along with their relative weights. 

 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 
8.2. The drive time : public transport weights for the sub-domains have been changed 

from ¾ : ¼ in SIMD 2006 to � : � in SIMD 2009. Analysis on the impact of this change 
on the domain is available on the SIMD website. 

 
8.3. No changes have been made to the domain indicators since SIMD 2006. However, 

since there has been a change in the computer model used to calculate the travel times 
for both driving and public transport, the indicators are not directly comparable between 
SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  More information on this change is available on the SIMD 
website. 

 
8.4. Despite the changes in the access domains between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 the 

two domains are highly correlated with a Pearson’s correlation coefficient of 0.92. 
 
Access Deprivation by Local Authority 
 
8.5. Chart 8.1 shows the proportion of the datazones in the 15% most deprived 

datazones in the access domain by Local Authority.  Over half of each of Scotland’s 
island Local Authorities are access deprived. 86% of the datazones in Eilean Siar are in 
the 15% most deprived on the access domain.  Shetland Islands and Orkney Islands 
follow with 73% (no change) and 67% (up 8%), respectively. Argyll & Bute is the fourth 
most access deprived with 57% (up 14%). 

 
8.6. The cities of Edinburgh and Glasgow show almost no signs of access deprivation in 

SIMD 2006 or SIMD 2009. 
 
8.7. Some Local Authorities, for example Argyll & Bute, Inverclyde and North Ayrshire see 

the numbers of access deprived datazones increasing as they have large proportions of 
datazones in the 15% most deprived on the drive time sub-domain.  Analysis of the data 
shows that for a large number of these datazones, the actual drive times are relatively 
low (a couple of minutes) but due to other areas having slightly quicker times, these 
areas are pushed into the 15% most deprived. 
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Chart 8.1: Proportion of datazones in each Local Authority in the 15% most deprived on the 
Access Domain of SIMD 2009 and the sub-domains 
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Access Deprivation by Urban Rural Classification 
 
8.8. Table 8.1 shows the percentage of datazones in each category of the Urban Rural 

Classification 2008 that were in the 15% most deprived on the access domain in SIMD 
2006 and SIMD 2009. 

 
8.9. Three quarters of Remote Rural Areas and over half of Accessible Rural Areas are 

access deprived. Less than 10% of each of the remaining classes are access deprived. 
 
8.10. Over three quarters of the 15% most access deprived datazones in Scotland are 

found in Accessible Rural Areas and Remote Rural Areas. 
 
8.11. Overall, classes 1 to 3 have shown falls in their respective values for the number of 

datazones in the 15% most access deprived datazones, and classes 4 to 6 have shown 
rises. 

 
Table 8.1: National Share of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the access domain by 
Urban Rural Classification 
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Change Over Time 
 
8.12. There have been changes in methodology used in the access domain over the three 

updates of the SIMD, however each domain was the best measure of accessibility 
available at the time to identify deprived areas.  It is therefore possible to look at which 
areas have appeared in the 15% most access deprived on the three versions of the 
SIMD.  More details on the methodology changes can be found in  the technical report. 

 
8.13. Chart 8.2 shows that most of the datazones from Rural Areas (Accessible and 

Remote) in the 15% most access deprived for SIMD 2009 have been deprived across all 
three versions of the SIMD. 

 
8.14. All datazones from Large Urban Areas and Remote Small Towns in the 15% most 

access deprived for SIMD 2009 are in the most deprived for the first time, though this is 
only a small number of datazones.  The lack of change in Rural Areas is unsurprising as 
access to services in these areas is difficult to change. 

 
Chart 8.2: Datazones in the 15% most deprived (access domain) in SIMD 2009 showing the 
numbers of versions of the SIMD for which they have been in the 15% most deprived 
 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

1 Large Urban Areas 2 Other Urban Areas 3 Accessible Small
Towns

4 Remote Small Towns 5 Accessible Rural 6 Remote Rural

In the Index for the First Time Has Been in One Index Before Has Been In All Three Indices

 
8.15. Chart 8.3 shows over half of all datazones in Remote Rural Areas have been in the 

15% most access deprived across all three versions of the SIMD. Around 30% of the 
datazones in Accessible Rural Areas are in a similar situation. 

 
8.16. Less than 4% of datazones in Large Urban Areas have been in the 15% most access 

deprived for one or more versions of the SIMD. 
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Chart 8.3: Proportion of datazones in the 15% most deprived (access domain) for one, two, 
three or none of the SIMD versions by Urban Rural Classification 
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9. Crime  Domain 
 

9.1. The SIMD crime domain measures the rate of recorded SIMD crime at small area 
level using 2007/08 recorded crime data and is based on five indicators of broad crime 
types: crimes of violence; domestic house breaking; vandalism; drug offences; and minor 
assault. The indicators used were chosen on the basis of 1) relevance to impact on the 
local neighbourhood and 2) the availability of data. The crime domain score is a sum of 
the recorded crimes in each of the indicators and is referred to as 'SIMD crime' rather 
than total crime, as it does not include all recorded crimes. The indicators used in the 
crime domain are listed in Annex B. 

 
9.2. The SIMD crime rate uses the resident population as the denominator. As such, the 

rates do not take into account short term increases in population, such as city centre 
daytime increases due to workers and shoppers or an increase due to regular events 
such as football matches or less regular events such as music festivals. This should be 
taken into account when comparing results across datazones. 

 
Changes since SIMD 2006 
 

9.3. No changes have been made to the domain indicators since SIMD 2006. As a result, 
the indicators and the overall domains between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 are directly 
comparable. 
 

9.4. The crime domains between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 are positively correlated 
with a Pearson’s correlation coefficient of 0.84. 
 

SIMD Crime by Local Authority 
 

9.5. Chart 9.1 shows that of the 976 15% most deprived datazones in terms of SIMD 
crime, Glasgow contains the most at 18% (179 datazones) however, this has fallen from 
22% (213 datazones) in SIMD 2006 and is a local share of 26%. 
 

9.6. Edinburgh (10%, 100 datazones), North Lanarkshire (8%, 80 datazones), Fife (7%, 
69 datazones) and Aberdeen (6%, 56 datazones) contribute the next highest number of 
deprived datazones in terms of SIMD crime. 
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Chart 9.1: National share of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the crime domain by 
Local Authority 
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SIMD Crime by Police Force Areas 
 

9.7. For SIMD 2009, Strathclyde Police Force Area has the largest number of datazones 
in the 15% most deprived in relation to crime, at 482 (49.4%) of Scotland’s 976 
datazones. This is a slight fall from 500 (51.2%) in SIMD 2006.  Dumfries & Galloway 
have the smallest number, at 21 (2.2%) of the total number of datazones in the 15% 
most deprived datazones in Scotland in the crime domain of SIMD 2009. 
 

9.8. The Lothian & Borders Police Force Area has seen the largest rise of 2.3% in the 
number of datazones in the police force area that fall in the 15% most deprived in the 
crime domain of SIMD 2009. The biggest fall of 2.4% can be seen in the Fife Police 
Force Area. 
 

9.9. Strathclyde Police Force Area had the largest proportion of datazones in the police 
force area in the 15% most deprived in the crime domain of SIMD 2009, at 17.2% (down 
from 17.9% in 2006).  Northern and Dumfries & Galloway had the smallest proportions, 
at 10.9% (8.3% and 12.4% in SIMD 2006, respectively).   
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Table 9.1: Share of 15% most deprived datazones in the crime domain of SIMD 2009, by 
Police Force Area   

 
 
SIMD Crime by Urban Rural Classification 
 

9.10. Table 9.2 shows that the proportion and share of datazones in the 15% of areas that 
are most deprived in relation to crime, in terms of SIMD crime in 2009, are highest in 
Large Urban Areas. There is a clear urban rural split in the distribution, with low 
proportions of datazones in the 15% most deprived areas in terms of SIMD crime in 
Rural Areas (Accessible and Remote). 

 
Table 9.2: Share of 15% most deprived datazones in terms of SIMD crime, by Urban Rural 
Classification 

 
 

9.11. Table 9.3 shows that the SIMD Crime rate is higher in Remote Small Towns (522 
SIMD crimes per 10,000 population) than in Accessible Small Towns (401 SIMD crimes 
per 10,000 population). 
 

Table 9.3: Count and rate of SIMD crime, by Urban Rural Classification 

 
 

��



 

 

Change Over Time 
 
9.12. Table 9.4 shows that in the crime domain, 302 datazones moved into the 15% most 

deprived in relation to crime, pushing the same number of datazones out of this 
category.  Of those that moved into the 15% most deprived, the majority (289 datazones) 
saw crime rates increasing.  Of those moving out of this category, all 302 datazones  had 
a decrease in crime rates between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  These figures show that 
absolute change is driving the change in ranks but as this is only the second year of 
crime data collected for the SIMD it is not possible to tell how much of this change is 
down to fluctuations in crime at small area level. 

 
Table 9.4: Change in crime rate by datazone, from SIMD 2006 crime domain to SIMD 2009 
crime domain 

 
 
9.13.  Table 9.5 shows that 69% of the datazones in the 15% most deprived in relation to 

crime in Scotland in SIMD 2009 have remained in the 15% most deprived since SIMD 
2006.  This percentage varies across the police force areas with Northern seeing 55% 
and Fife seeing 83% of the most deprived datazones remaining in the 15% most 
deprived.  Two thirds of the datazones remaining in the 15% most deprived are in 
Strathclyde and Lothian & Borders, though 60% of Scotland’s datazones fall within these 
two police force areas.  

 
Table 9.5: Shift of datazones in the crime domain’s 15% most deprived, from SIMD 2006 to 
SIMD 2009 
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10. Housing Domain 
 
10.1. The SIMD housing domain is intended to focus on the inadequacy of housing and to 

cover the suitability and physical condition of housing. 
 
10.2. The housing domain contains indicators that are based on the proportion of the 

household population that experience overcrowding or are without central heating.  Data 
from surveys such as the Scottish House Conditions Survey are not suitable for inclusion 
in the SIMD due to small sample sizes, and despite exploration of a number of housing 
related indicators nothing suitable for use in this domain has been found in administrative 
data sources.  The domain, therefore includes indicators from the 2001 census and as 
such, the data have not been updated for SIMD 2009 and the domain remains the same 
as in SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006.  No analysis of the data is included here. 
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11. Case Study – Highland 
 
11.1. The purpose of including a case study within this report is to give some examples of 

how the SIMD and its constituent domains can be used independently, together and with 
other data. Although the SIMD has been designed for a specific purpose, it can be used 
flexibly depending on the particular area of interest or focus of the analysis. 

 
11.2. For the purposes of this case study, the data and ranks pertaining to one Local 

Authority will be used.  However, any analysis that is shown here can just as easily be 
applied to any large geographical area and any data – provided the data is available at 
datazone level. 

 
Summary of SIMD 2009 results for Highland 
 
11.3. In the SIMD 2009 Highland has a total of 16 datazones in the 15% most deprived, 

which equates to 1.6% of the national total and 5.5% of all the datazones in Highland. 
This was a drop of one datazone from SIMD 2006. Table 11.1 gives the numbers of 
datazones in the 15% most deprived for each of the domains for Highland.  

 
Table 11.1: Summary of SIMD 2009 results for Highland  

 
 

Using the SIMD Results 
 
11.4. The above table shows that while Highland has a relatively small proportion of the 

datazones described as deprived by the overall SIMD rank, the individual domains give a 
different picture and suggests areas for further investigation. 

 
11.5. One way of using these results is to look at the change that has occurred between 

the previous version of the SIMD and this one. This will give a general idea of how the 
Local Authority area is performing relative to the rest of Scotland. For example, it is 
possible to see if the national share of the 15% most education deprived datazones is 
increasing or decreasing. This approach will however only give a relative picture – it will 
not show anything about the actual changes that have occurred in the three years 
between indices. This can be done though by looking at the individual indicators within 
the domain. 

 
Analysis of the education domain indicators 
 
11.6. Looking at the education domain for Highland, it can be seen that between SIMD 

2006 and 2009, the number of datazones in the 15% most deprived jumped from thirteen 
to twenty. Of the original thirteen, eleven remained in the 15% most deprived, which 
means that two moved out and nine moved in.  Did the two that moved out actually 
improve? And did the nine that moved in really get worse? 
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11.7. Looking at the actual data in Table 11.2, below for the two indicators that can be 
compared, it can be seen that for the datazones that moved into the 15% most deprived 
the absence rate increased between 2006 and 2009 and the SQA tariff score on the 
whole decreased. The opposite is true for those datazones that moved out.  

 
Table 11.2: Absence rate and SQA tariff score for movers into and out of 15% most 
education deprived in Highland 

 
 
Analysis of the health domain indicators 
 
11.8. As well as looking at a whole Local Authority or large area, it is also possible to use 

the SIMD to look at a particular part of Scotland.  Chart 11.1 below shows the domain 
ranks for the datazones that make up Fort William. Only one of these datazones, 
S01003730 – Fort William Plantation, falls into the 15% most deprived on the overall 
SIMD. Looking more closely at the health domain ranks it can be seen that datazone 
S01003731 – Fort William Central, has the lowest rank of the group at 563. It is possible 
to further analyse the health domain indicators to see which aspects of the health 
domain are of most interest in this particular datazone. This data is displayed in Chart 
11.2., below. Highland Local Authority have named all their datazones and these names 
are included here. 

 
Chart 11.1: 2009 domain ranks for the datazones in Fort William  
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11.9. Chart 11.2 shows the range of each indicator in the health domain for Highland using 
box plots. A full description of what box plots do is available at the beginning of chapter 
12. The values for the datazone of interest are highlighted on each range. The higher up 
the line the dot representing S01003731 lies the closer it is to the highest or worst value 
in Highland.  The box represents the middle 50% of datazones with the lines 
representing the most and least deprived 25% and the end of the lines the most and 
least deprived. 

 
11.10. The first five indicators on the chart show values in the top 25% for Highland, with the 

highest being hospital admissions for drug use. This would seem to suggest that drug 
use is an issue in this particular area. On the other hand the proportion of the population 
being prescribed drugs for anxiety, depression or psychosis falls below the median for 
Highland.  

 
Chart 11.2: Health indicator ranges for Highland   
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* The data used in this analysis is all available on both the SIMD website and the Scottish 
Neighbourhood Statistics website. 
 
Using the domains together 
 
11.11. Looking at Table 11.1. above, from the data used to construct the SIMD, it appears 

that access to services is the most widespread issue for people living in Highland. This 
may not be much of a surprise, given the size of Highland. However, this data can be 
used in conjunction with the other domain data to give more detailed pictures of specific 
areas.  

 
11.12. It is possible to look at where domains overlap. So if there is, for example, a large 

overlap between access and employment deprivation, then a relevant question might be 
‘Do the people in that area need job training or better public transport links?’ 

 
5, 10, 15, or 20%? Nationally or Locally? 
 
11.13. The descriptions so far have looked at using the 15% most deprived nationally. This 

is the level of analysis that is initially recommended by the Scottish Government but it is 
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by no means the only way that analysis can be done. Different policy needs will dictate 
different levels of analysis.  

 
11.14. Within Highland for example, there may be a policy focus to decrease the number of 

employment deprived people. If the areas classed as employment deprived relative to 
Scotland as a whole were targeted, then that would mean that 14 datazones with 
approximately 1,800 employment deprived people would be the focus of the policy. If the 
decision was made to look at the 15 or 20% most employment deprived areas within 
Highland, that could see up to 5,000 individuals being targeted instead.  For each policy 
it will be necessary to look at the SIMD and domains and decide on the most appropriate 
domains, indicators and cut offs to use for a given purpose. 

 
Using other data with the SIMD 
 
11.15. It is also possible to analyse other data using the SIMD ranks. In fact, much of the 

analysis done by Scottish Government analysts is also broken down using SIMD ranks 
or decile (10% band). The General Register Office for Scotland, for example, produce an 
annual publication which gives details of estimates of the number and types of 
households and dwellings in Scotland. Some of the data presented within this publication 
is broken down by SIMD decile.  

 
11.16. Looking again at Highland, it is possible to analyse other data, for example data 

relating to breastfeeding, to see if there are any differences between the most deprived 
areas in Highland (say 20%) and the rest of the Local Authority. This, and other, data is 
available at datazone level on the Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics website. Table 
11.3., below, shows the results of this brief analysis. It shows that in 2008 the rate of 
children breastfeeding at the 6 – 8 week review was lower in the more deprived areas of 
Highland. 

 
Table 11.3: Children Breastfeeding at the 6 to 8 week review 

 
 
11.17. There may be more detailed or additional data sources available for parts of Scotland 

collected and held in local areas or even local data such as that collated by Social Work 
or Education Departments, this may be available to Community Planning Partners for 
further analysis. Much of this data will not be initially available by datazone but any data 
with a post code attached can be matched to datazones using the post code look up 
tables that are available both on Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics and the SIMD web 
pages. In this way it could be possible to identify if there are specific issues for children 
in deprived areas or to identify that these issues are not specific to areas of high 
deprivation. 

 
11.18. The SIMD guidance leaflet contains more information about what the SIMD can and 

can’t be used for and the SIMD team are always happy to advise on the use of the SIMD 
and its constituent parts. 
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12. Local Authority Analysis 
 
12.1 The following pages contain analysis by Local Authority in the form of maps and 

charts.  The data shown on the charts and maps is all taken from the SIMD 2009 and its 
constituent domains.  Some include comparisons with SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006.  
These pages give a feel for the sort of analysis possible using the SIMD and have been 
selected for this purpose and to identify some key findings for each area.  Further charts, 
maps and analysis for each Local Authority are available on the SIMD website and 
through the interactive mapping website. 

 
12.2 The charts on the following pages consist of bar charts, box plots and bar code 

charts.  The latter two are explained below. 
 
Box Plots 
 
12.3 Box plots show the minimum and maximum value for an area on a particular indicator 

eg the highest and lowest ranked datazone as lines.  The box in the middle of the chart 
shows the middle 50% of values and the middle value, ie a quarter of datazones will lie 
below the box and a quarter above. 
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The rank of most deprived datazone in area is around 50 out of 
6,505

Rank of least deprived datazone in area is around 5400 out of 
6,505

The 25% least deprived datazones are all ranked in the 50% 
least deprived in Scotland.

The middle ranked datazone in this area (the median) is ranked 
around 1950, in the 30% most deprived in Scotland.  Half the 
datazones in the area are ranked above and half below this.

This means the 50% most deprived datazones in this area are 
all in the 30% most deprived in Scotland.

The 25% most deprived datazones in this area are all in the 10% 
most deprived in Scotland.
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Bar code charts 
 
12.4 Bar code charts show how the levels of deprivation in a Local Authority compared 

with the rest of Scotland.  Each bar on the bar code represents a datazone and is 
positioned according to its deprivation rank, ie the more deprived a datazone is, the 
further to the left it will be positioned.  A concentration of lines close together shows as a 
black block, if one appears at the left hand end of the scale it shows a concentration of 
deprived areas.  A concentration at the right hand end shows a concentration of areas at 
the least deprived end of the distribution (as in the example below). 

 
 
 
 

Most Deprived  Least Deprived 
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12.5 Some Local Authorities will have no concentrations of lines as they will have a small 
number of datazones spread across the scale.  Larger Local Authorities may have 
several concentrations along the distribution. 
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Local Authority bar code charts 
 
Each bar represents a single datazone placed on a scale from most deprived to least 
deprived according to the SIMD 2009 rank.  Concentrations of datazones in a Local 
Authority with similar ranks show up as dark blocks, for example at the most deprived 
end of the scale in Glasgow. 
 

LOCAL AUTHORITY Most Deprived  Least Deprived 

Aberdeen City  
Aberdeenshire  
Angus  
Argyll & Bute  
Clackmannanshire  
Dumfries & Galloway  
Dundee City  
East Ayrshire  
East Dunbartonshire  
East Lothian  
East Renfrewshire  
Edinburgh, City of  
Eilean Siar  
Falkirk  
Fife  
Glasgow City  
Highland  
Inverclyde  
Midlothian  
Moray  
North Ayrshire  
North Lanarkshire  
Orkney Islands  
Perth & Kinross  
Renfrewshire  
Scottish Borders  
Shetland Islands  
South Ayrshire  
South Lanarkshire  
Stirling  
West Dunbartonshire  
West Lothian 
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Aberdeen City 

The 25% most deprived datazones in Aberdeen City all rank in the 30% most deprived 
nationally.  Health, Education, Housing and Access are driving this trend with the median 
and 25% most deprived datazones below that for the overall SIMD.  In SIMD 2006 Aberdeen 
had 43 datazones in the 15% most health deprived and it has 44 in SIMD 2009.  Comparing 
this map to one for SIMD 2006 shows the datazones moving out to mainly be in the 10-15% 
band for SIMD 2006 and those moving in have come from the 15-20% band. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the health domain in SIMD 2009 

Change in 15% Most Deprived 
Data Zones, 2006 - 2009

Local Authority Boundary

Remaining in 15%

In to 15%

Out of 15%

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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Aberdeenshire 

Aberdeenshire has most of its datazones in the least deprived in terms of SIMD ranks across 
all 3 years.  The percentage of datazones in decile two has fallen since SIMD 2006 but the 
percentage in decile three and four has risen.  The most deprived datazones on the 
education domain are clustered in the urban areas of Fraserburgh and Peterhead with both 
areas having datazones in the 10% most deprived in Scotland. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the education domain in SIMD 2009 

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
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Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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Angus

Angus has seen an increase in the percentage of datazones in the 10% most deprived since 
SIMD 2004. However the distribution of datazones has remained similar overtime.  The map 
shows that the majority of income deprived datazones in Angus are in Arbroath with 
datazones in the 5 and 10% most deprived on the income domain.  A small number of 
income deprived datazones are found in Forfar and Brechin. 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the income domain in SIMD 2009 

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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Decile graph: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 



Argyll & Bute 

Three quarters of Argyll & Bute datazones are out with the 30% most deprived on the SIMD 
2009, however there are still deprived datazones in the Local Authority. Over half of the 
datazones in Argyll & Bute are in the 15% most deprived on the access domain.   Housing is 
also an issue though this is reflecting census data. The most deprived areas in the SIMD 
2009 crime domain are predominantly grouped together in urban, more densely populated 
areas.  The large rural datazone on the edge of Helensburgh includes the main route along 
Loch Lomond and several tourist and holiday destinations which will mean large influxes of 
people throughout the year compared to the resident population. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the crime domain in SIMD 2009 
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Local Authority Boundary
5% most deprived
6 - 10% most deprived
11 - 15% most deprived
16 - 20% most deprived

These maps are based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the 
Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 
2009.
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Clackmannanshire

Clackmannanshire’s distribution of datazone ranks tended to follow a similar pattern in  each 
of the SIMD updates.  That is, peaks at the most deprived end and around deciles 5, 6 and 
7.  The increase in datazones in decile one has been reversed in the SIMD 2009 update 
though there has been an increase in decile 2.  The map shows that deprivation in relation to 
crime is mostly in Alloa.  The number of datazones in the 15% most deprived on the crime 
domain has risen from 7 to 13 with several of those moving in ranked in the 15-20% most 
deprived on SIMD 2006. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the crime domain in SIMD 2009 
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This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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Dumfries & Galloway 

The domains of the SIMD follow different patterns to the overall SIMD within Dumfries & 
Galloway.  In the health and housing domains, three quarters of datazones are out with the 
40% most deprived.  In the access domain, half the datazones fall within the 30% most 
deprived.  The map shows the SIMD 2009 crime domain, the most deprived datazones are 
found in Dumfries and Annan, apart from one large rural datazone.  This datazone includes 
the land used for a large music festival which is likely to have impacted on the number of 
crimes recorded in this datazone, though only the resident population is used to calculate the 
crime rate and rank. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the crime domain in SIMD 2009 
This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
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Dundee City 

On the overall SIMD 2009, and on the individual domains (aside from access and crime),   
Dundee City’s datazone ranks are concentrated more towards the most deprived.  On each 
of these domains including the overall SIMD 2009, half of its datazones have a rank of 
around 2,000 or less. The employment and housing domains have a median and 25% most 
deprived lower than that for the overall SIMD.  The map shows that in terms of the education 
domain, movement of datazones into and out of the most deprived tend to happen on the 
boundaries of datazones in the 15% most deprived. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the education domain in SIMD 2009 

Change in 15% Most Deprived 
Data Zones, 2006 - 2009

Local Authority Boundary

Remaining in 15%

In to 15%

Out of 15%

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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East Ayrshire 

Over the SIMDs, the distribution of datazones for each decile of deprivation has remained 
similar, with the highest percentage of datazones in deciles one to four.  The map shows that 
datazones in the 20% most deprived in Scotland are typically smaller in size and are 
grouped together in small concentrated areas with the largest concentration around 
Kilmarnock. The larger, more rural datazones are generally found to be in the 40-60% and 
60-80% bands. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 

0%
2%
4%
6%
8%

10%
12%
14%
16%
18%
20%

1
most

deprived

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
least

deprived

SIMD 2004 SIMD 2006 SIMD 2009

Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by National quintiles (0-20% band of 
deprivation shows 20% most deprived datazones in Scotland) 
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This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
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Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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East Dunbartonshire 

The majority of the datazones in East Dunbartonshire are at the least deprived end of the 
SIMD.  In the employment and health domains, the 25% most deprived and medians are 
below that for the overall SIMD.  The access domain also identifies deprivation in this area 
with a quarter of datazones falling in the 30% most deprived.  The map shows the datazones 
that have moved in or out of the 15% most deprived on the access domain since SIMD 
2009, overall the Local Authority has seen a fall from ten datazones to eight.  

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the access domain in SIMD 2009 

Change in 15% Most Deprived 
Data Zones, 2006 - 2009

Local Authority Boundary

Remaining in 15%

In to 15%

Out of 15%

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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East Lothian 

The overall SIMD ranks in East Lothian are similarly distributed for SIMD 2004, 2006, and 
2009.  However, there has been a slight shift in the distribution towards the most deprived 
with a rise since SIMD 2004 in the number of datazones in deciles 2 and 3.  The map shows 
that the most deprived datazones on the education domain are in the Prestonpans and 
Tranent, though there are also datazones in the 15-20% band. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the education domain in SIMD 2009 
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East Renfrewshire 

For the overall SIMD, this Local Authority has mostly least deprived datazones, although it 
still contains datazones in the most deprived in Scotland. In terms of individual domains, the 
distribution of the education domain leans more towards the least deprived.  The map shows 
the health domain for East Renfrewshire, there was a relatively small movement of 
datazones from SIMD 2006 to SIMD 2009 into and out of the 15% most health deprived.  
Those moving out were in the 10-15% band and those moving in were in the 15-20% band 
on SIMD 2006.  The rest of the Local Authority does not appear in the 15% most health 
deprived.

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the health domain in SIMD 2009 
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This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.
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Edinburgh, City of 

Edinburgh has seen little change in the distribution of datazones across the SIMD deciles 
between SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2009.  Over 30% of Edinburgh’s datazones are in the least 
deprived SIMD decile.   The map shows that there has been some movement in the 
datazones highlighted in the 15% most deprived on the crime domain of SIMD 2009.  
Edinburgh has seen an increase from 77 datazones in the 15% most deprived on the crime 
domain of SIMD 2006 to 100 on SIMD 2009.   

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the crime domain in SIMD 2009 
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Eilean Siar 

Eilean Siar has no datazones in the 15% most deprived in terms of overall SIMD 2009.  
However, on the access domain, it has most of its datazones in the 15% most deprived, with 
most having ranks of below 500. The 25% most health deprived datazones in the Local 
Authority are also low relative to other domains.  Locally, the 20% most deprived datazones 
in the overall SIMD 2009 are found at the two ends of Eilean Siar, with the 20% least locally 
deprived seen around North Uist and Stornoway.  Smaller deprived datazones in built up 
areas such as in Stornoway will not show up due to the scale of the map. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by Local Authority quintiles (0-20% band 
of deprivation shows 20% most deprived datazones in local authority area) 
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Falkirk

A quarter of datazones in Falkirk are in the 30% most deprived.  The employment domain 
and education domain have medians and the 25% most deprived lower than that for the 
overall SIMD.  Falkirk has seen a fall in the number of datazones in the 15% most deprived 
on the education domain from 39 datazones to 28, though they are still spread across the 
Local Authority area. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the education domain in SIMD 2009 
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Fife

Datazones in Fife are equally distributed among the most to the least deprived in terms of 
SIMD 2009 rankings, with fewer datazones in decile 1, the 10% most deprived, though the 
numbers in the most deprived decile has been increasing on each update to the SIMD.  The 
map shows the SIMD 2009 access domain for Fife.  Fife has seen a fall in the number of it’s 
datazones in the 15% most access deprived from 67 datazones to 54, around 12% of Fife’s 
datazones.  These are spread across the Local Authority area. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Glasgow City 

In each SIMD, Glasgow has seen a gradual improvement in its SIMD rankings with a 
concentration of its most deprived datazones shifting towards the less deprived end of the 
scale.  In SIMD 2004, Glasgow had 374 datazones in the 15% most deprived.  In SIMD 2006 
this had fallen to 330 and in SIMD 2009 this has fallen further to 299.  The number of 
datazones in the most deprived 5% has also fallen from 226 to 169 to 147, from 70% to 45% 
of the Local Authority. 

Despite these decreases, the map shows that deprived datazones are spread across the city 
of Glasgow, though when compared with a similar map for SIMD 2006, the reduction of 
datazones in the 5% most deprived is obvious. 

Barcode charts: distribution of local authority SIMD 2009 ranks 

 | � Most Deprived �� ��         Least Deprived � | 
SIMD ‘04 
SIMD ‘06 
SIMD ‘09 

Map: most deprived datazones in the overall SIMD 2009 
This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.

5, 10, 15 & 20% Most Deprived
Local Authority Boundary
5 % most deprived
6 - 10% most deprived
11 - 15% most deprived
16 - 20% most deprived

��



Highland

The overall distribution of datazones in Highland across the overall SIMD has changed little 
over the three versions of the index, however Highland has seen an increase in the 
proportion of datazones in the 10-20% band.  The map shows the deprived datazones 
across the Local Authority on the overall SIMD by 20% band.  Due to the scale of the map, 
the datazones in built up areas such as Inverness and Fort William do not show up, however 
it does highlight several datazones in the 20% most deprived in Highland in more rural parts 
of the Local Authority. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by Local Authority quintiles (0-20% band 
of deprivation shows 20% most deprived datazones in local authority area) 
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Inverclyde 

Around 45% of datazones in Inverclyde are ranked in Scotland’s 20% most deprived 
datazones in SIMD 2009.  Inverclyde has seen an increase in the proportion of it’s 
datazones in the 10% most deprived and a decrease in datazones in the 10-20% most 
deprived over the three versions of the SIMD.  The map shows that many of the datazones 
in the 15% most deprived on the employment domain in SIMD 2006 remained in the most 
deprived in SIMD 2009.  Those datazones that moved out were mainly in the 10-15% band 
in SIMD 2006.  Those moving in were in the 15-20% band of the employment domain. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the employment domain in SIMD 2009 
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Midlothian

In the overall ranks for SIMD 2009, only a small percentage of Midlothian’s datazones are in 
decile 1, the most deprived decile.  There is a fall in the number of datazones in the second 
decile and an increase in the third decile since SIMD 2006.  Midlothian has seen a decrease 
from 10 to 7 datazones in the 20% most deprived between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009.  
These are shown on the map below as three distinct concentrations. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by National quintiles (0-20% band of 
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Moray 

More than half the datazones in Moray are in the 50% least deprived on the overall SIMD.  
The domains that have medians and 25% most deprived lower than the overall SIMD are 
education, access and crime.  The map shows deprivation quintiles for SIMD 2009 for the 
Local Authority.  The majority of datazones in the 20% most deprived are around Forres and 
Elgin, though there are other datazones in towns across the Local Authority area, for 
example around Buckie. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by Local Authority quintiles (0-20% band 
of deprivation shows 20% most deprived datazones in local authority area) 
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North Ayrshire 

North Ayrshire has seen an increase in the number of it’s datazones in the 15% most 
deprived.  In SIMD 2004 and SIMD 2006 33 datazones fell in the 15% most deprived 
nationally.  This has increased to 45 on SIMD 2009.  North Ayrshire has also seen an 
increase in the number of datazones in the 5 and 10% most deprived.  The number in the 
5% most deprived has gone from 6 to 11 and the number in the 10% most deprived from 16 
to 25. 

The map shows the most deprived datazones on SIMD 2009.  In North Ayrshire, the 
datazones in the 10% most deprived are concentrated in the built up areas of Kilwinning, 
Irvine, and along the coast in Stevenson, Saltcoats and Ardrossan.  There are deprived 
datazones out with these areas but these are mostly in the 10-15% or the 16-20% band. 

Barcode charts: distribution of local authority SIMD 2009 ranks 

 | � Most Deprived �� ��         Least Deprived � | 
SIMD ‘04 
SIMD ‘06 
SIMD ‘09 

Map: most deprived datazones in the overall SIMD 2009 

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.

5, 10, 15 & 20% Most Deprived
Local Authority Boundary
5 % most deprived
6 - 10% most deprived
11 - 15% most deprived
16 - 20% most deprived

	�



North Lanarkshire 

Throughout the various updates of the SIMD, there has been a small increase in the most 
deprived decile and a decrease in the percentage of datazones in decile two.  The overall 
distribution has not changed though, with a peak in deciles 2 and 3.  The map shows the 
employment domain for SIMD 2009.  The largest concentrations of datazones in the most 
deprived 10% are in Airdrie, Coatbridge, Motherwell and Wishaw, though datazones in the 
15% most deprived are spread across the Local Authority. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Orkney Islands 

SIMD Crime is particularly low with 75% of datazones having a rank in the 25% least 
deprived in Scotland on the domain.  The income domain has a median value below that for 
the overall SIMD and the housing and access domains show levels of deprivation higher 
than that for the overall SIMD.  The map shows deprivation quintiles within Orkney for SIMD 
2009.  Generally, datazones on the islands furthest away from the mainland are in the 20% 
most deprived datazones within the Local Authority in SIMD 2009.  The 20% least deprived 
datazones within Orkney Local Authority in SIMD 2009 are found around Kirkwall. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by Local Authority quintiles (0-20% band 
of deprivation shows 20% most deprived datazones in local authority area) 
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Perth & Kinross 

75% of datazones in Perth & Kinross are in the 50% least deprived and similar patterns are 
seen on all the domains except for the access domain.  Half of datazones are ranked in the 
40% most access deprived with 25% in the 15% most deprived.  The map shows the overall 
SIMD by 20% bands within the local authority.  The most deprived areas within Perth & 
Kinross are found in Perth and Crieff with a small number of datazones in Blairgowrie.  The 
larger rural datazones show as being the least deprived. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: levels of deprivation in the overall SIMD 2009 by Local Authority quintiles (0-20% band 
of deprivation shows 20% most deprived datazones in local authority area) 

Legend
Local Authority Boundary
0 - 20% Most Deprived
21 - 40%
41 - 60%
61 - 80%
81 - 100% Least Deprived

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.

	�



Renfrewshire 

Over a quarter of datazones in Renfrewshire are in Scotland’s 20% most deprived 
datazones.  Renfrewshire has seen an increase in the proportion of it’s datazones in the 
10% most deprived in SIMD 2009 and a decrease in the percentage in decile two.  The map 
shows levels of income deprivation in the Local Authority.  Datazones moving into the 15% 
most deprived were mostly in the 15-20% most deprived on SIMD 2006, so the inclusion of 
tax credit data in this domain has not identified completely new areas. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the income domain in SIMD 2009 

Change in 15% Most Deprived 
Data Zones, 2006 - 2009

Local Authority Boundary

Remaining in 15%

In to 15%

Out of 15%

This map is based on Ordnance Survey material with the permission
of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office © Crown copyright 2009. Unauthorised reproduction infringes 
Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 
Scottish Government Licence number: 100020540 2009.

	�



Scottish Borders 

Generally, the spreads of SIMD ranks in the Scottish Borders across all the domains are 
rather similar.  On the overall SIMD, the 25% most deprived datazones in the local authority 
are ranked around 3,000 or less.  In the access domain, 50% of datazones are ranked less 
than 3,000.  The map shows levels of deprivation in the health domain on SIMD 2009.  
There are concentrations of health deprivation in the 10% most deprived in the Galashiels 
and Langlee area and around Hawick, with smaller areas of less concentrated deprivation in 
other towns. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the health domain in SIMD 2009 
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Shetland Islands 

In SIMD 2004, Shetland Islands had a relatively small spread of ranks with datazones found 
only in deciles 5 to 9.  Through SIMD 2006 and into SIMD 2009, there has been a shift in 
distribution towards the most deprived with datazones now also found in deciles 3 and 4, 
and less so in deciles 8 and 9.  Nearly all of the Shetland Islands are in the 5% most 
deprived on the access domain.  The exceptions are datazones nearer Lerwick and 
Scalloway, which are in the 11-15% band or the 16-20% band of access deprivation.  Those 
in Lerwick itself are not access deprived. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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South Ayrshire 

Since SIMD 2004, South Ayrshire has seen an increase in the local share of the 10% and 
20% most deprived datazones in Scotland, though the overall pattern across the deciles has 
changed little.  On the income domain, datazones in the 15% most deprived remain largely 
the same from SIMD 2006 to SIMD 2009, the Local Authority had 14 in the 15% most 
deprived on SIMD 2006 and has 16 on SIMD 2009.  Most of the income deprived datazones 
are in and around Ayr as shown on the map.  The datazones that have moved out were in 
the 10-15% on SIMD 2006 and the one that moved in was ranked in the 15-20% band. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones on the income domain in SIMD 2009 
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South Lanarkshire 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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South Lanarkshire has a fairly even spread of datazones across all the SIMD deciles.  Since 
SIMD 2004, fewer datazones are found in deciles 1 and there has been a slight increase in 
the percentage of datazones in decile 2 since SIMD 2006.  The map shows the most 
deprived datazones on the overall SIMD 2009.  The largest concentration of deprived 
datazones is around Hamilton, but there are also deprived datazones spread across the 
Local Authority Area.  South Lanarkshire has 52 datazones in the 15% most deprived on 
SIMD 2009. 



Stirling

Datazones in Stirling are more concentrated at the least deprived end of the distribution on 
the overall SIMD.  However the Local Authority contains datazones ranging from among the 
most deprived to amongst the least deprived in Scotland on the overall SIMD and the 
Income and Employment domains.  The map shows the datazones in Stirling in the 15% 
most deprived on the overall SIMD 2009, which remain largely the same as in SIMD 2006 
with these datazones generally clustered around the Raploch area. One datazone has 
moved out of the 15% most deprived since 2006 with another one moving in at Cowie. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: change in 15% most deprived datazones in the overall SIMD 2009 
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West Dunbartonshire 

The chart indicates that half the datazones in West Dunbartonshire are in the 30% most 
deprived on the overall SIMD with similar patterns showing in the income, employment, 
health and crime domains.  The 25% most income and employment deprived datazones in 
the Local Authority fall in the 15% most deprived in Scotland.  The map shows the most 
income deprived datazones in SIMD 2009, these are concentrated in the South East and the 
West of the Local Authority area, with those in the South East bordering deprived datazones 
in other Local Authorities.  The Local Authority has seen a fall from 36 to 33 datazones in the 
15% most income deprived between SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009. 

Box plot: summary of local authority domain ranks in SIMD 2009 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the income domain in SIMD 2009 
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West Lothian

A relatively small percentage of West Lothian’s datazones are found in the most deprived 
decile in terms of SIMD 2009 overall rank, though this percentage has increased with each 
update to the SIMD.  The percentage of datazones in the second decile has also increased.  
The map shows the most health deprived datazones in West Lothian.  There is a 
concentration of deprived datazones in Livingston but there are also health deprived 
datazones spread across the Local Authority area. 

Decile graph: distribution of local authority datazone ranks in each decile in the SIMD 
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Map: most deprived datazones on the health domain in SIMD 2009 
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ANNEX A: Useful links 

SIMD website (including links to reports, data, mapping and previous SIMD outputs) 
www.scotland.gov.uk/simd 

SIMD 2009 General Report www.scotland.gov.uk/simd2009report 

SIMD 2009 Technical Report www.scotland.gov.uk/simd2009technical 

SIMD 2009 Statistical Compendium www.scotland.gov.uk/simd2009compendium 

SIMD 2009 Guidance Leaflet www.scotland.gov.uk/simd2009leaflet 

Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics (SNS) User Forum 
www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Statistics/sns 

Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics (SNS) website www.sns.gov.uk 

Scottish Government Urban Rural Classification 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/Statistics/About/Methodology/UrbanRuralClassification 

Datazone population estimates www.gro-scotland.gov.uk/statistics/publications-and-
data/small-area-population-estimates/index.html 

Indices of deprivation across the UK 
www.neighbourhood.statistics.gov.uk/dissemination/Info.do?page=aboutneighbourhood/indi
cesofdeprivation/indices-of-deprivation.htm 
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ANNEX B: SIMD 2006 and 2009 domain and indicator weights 
 
The table below lists all the domains and indicators used in the SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009, 
along with their weighting (where applicable) within the domain and within the overall SIMD.  
Where indicators have been changed a brief explanation is given.  For full details, please 
see the SIMD 2009 technical report. 
 
a) Domain weights in SIMD 2004, SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 

 
 
b) Indicators used in SIMD 2006 and SIMD 2009 
 
Income domain (Weight =12) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

Number of Adults (aged 
16-60) receiving Income 
Support (DWP April 
2005) 

N/A Number of Adults (aged 
16-60) receiving Income 
Support (DWP April 
2008) 

N/A No change 

Number of Children 
(aged 0-15) dependent 
on a recipient of Income 
Support (DWP April 
2005) 

N/A Number of Children 
(aged 0-15) dependent 
on a recipient of Income 
Support (DWP April 
2007) 

N/A 2008 child benefit data not 
available so dependents 
calculated for 2007 

Number of Adults (aged 
60 plus) receiving 
Guaranteed Pension 
Credit (DWP May 2005) 

N/A Number of Adults (aged 
60 plus) receiving 
Guaranteed Pension 
Credit (DWP May 2008) 

N/A No change 

Number of Adults 
receiving (all) Job 
Seekers Allowance 
(DWP April 2005) 

N/A Number of Adults 
receiving (all) Job 
Seekers Allowance 
(DWP April 2008) 

N/A No change 

Number of children 
(aged 0-15) dependent 
on a recipient of Job 
Seekers Allowance (All) 
(DWP April 2005) 

N/A Number of children 
(aged 0-15) dependent 
on a recipient of Job 
Seekers Allowance (All) 
(DWP April 2007) 

N/A 2008 child benefit data not 
available so dependents 
calculated for 2007 

  Number of Adults and 
Children in Tax Credit 
Families on low incomes 
(HMRC August 2006) 

 New indicator added to 
identify low income families 
in work.  2006 was most 
recent data available. 
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Employment domain (Weight = 12) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

Unemployment Claimant 
Count averaged over 12 
months, men aged under 
65 and women aged 
under 60 (NOMIS 2005) 

N/A Unemployment Claimant 
Count averaged over 12 
months, men aged 
under 65 and women 
aged under 60 (NOMIS 
2008) 

N/A No change 

Incapacity Benefit 
recipients, men aged 
under 65 and women 
aged under 60 (DWP 
August 2005) 

N/A Incapacity Benefit 
recipients, men aged 
under 65 and women 
aged under 60 (DWP 
August 2008) 

N/A No change 

Severe Disablement 
Allowance recipients, 
men aged under 65 and 
women aged under 60 
(DWP August 2005) 

N/A Severe Disablement 
Allowance recipients, 
men aged under 65 and 
women aged under 60 
(DWP August 2008) 

N/A No change 

Compulsory New Deal 
participants – New Deal 
for the under 25s and 
New Deal for the 25+ not 
included in the 
unemployment claimant 
count (DWP August 
2005) 

N/A Compulsory New Deal 
participants – New Deal 
for the under 25s and 
New Deal for the 25+ 
not included in the 
unemployment claimant 
count (DWP August 
2008) 

N/A No change 

 
Health domain (Weight = 6) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

Standardised Mortality 
Ratio (ISD 2001-2004) 

0.08 Standardised Mortality 
Ratio (ISD 2004-2007) 

0.08 No change 

Hospital Episodes 
related to alcohol use 
(ISD 2001-2004) 

0.14 Hospital Episodes 
related to alcohol use 
(ISD 2004-2007) 

0.14 Minor change to codes 
used to define episodes to 
reflect national guidance 

Hospital Episodes 
related to drug use (ISD 
2001-2004) 

0.06 Hospital Episodes 
related to drug use (ISD 
2004-2007) 

0.06 Minor change to codes 
used to define episodes to 
reflect national guidance 

Comparative Illness 
Factor (DWP 2005) 

0.33 Comparative Illness 
Factor (DWP 2008) 

0.32 No change 

Emergency Admissions 
to hospital (ISD 2001-
2004) 

0.32 Emergency Admissions 
to hospital (ISD 2004-
2007) 

0.33 No change 

Proportion of population 
being prescribed drugs 
for anxiety, depression 
or psychosis (ISD 2004) 

0.05 Proportion of population 
being prescribed drugs 
for anxiety, depression 
or psychosis (ISD 2007) 

0.05 No change 

Proportion of live 
singleton births of low 
birth weight (ISD 2001-
2004) 

0.02 Proportion of live 
singleton births of low 
birth weight (ISD 2004-
2007) 

0.02 No change 
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Education domain (Weight = 6) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

School pupil absences 
(2003/4-2004/5) 

0.21 School pupil absences 
(2006/7-2007/8) 

0.24 No change 

Pupil performance on 
SQA at stage 4 (2002/3-
2004/5) 

0.31 Pupil performance on 
SQA at stage 4 (2005/6-
2007/8) 

0.25 No change 

Working age people with 
no qualifications (2001 
census) 

0.24 Working age people with 
no qualifications (2001 
census) 

0.26 No change, no update to 
this indicator, still using 
census data as best source 
available 

17-21 year olds enrolling 
into higher education 
(HESA 2002/3-2004/5) 

0.16 17-21 year olds enrolling 
into higher education 
(HESA 2005/6-2007/8) 

0.15 No change 

People aged 16-18 not 
in full time education 
(DWP 2005, HESA 
2004/5) 

0.07 16-19 not in education, 
employment or training 
(School leavers data SG 
2006/7-2007/8 DWP 
2007-2008) 

0.09 Replacement indicator to 
better measure population 
not in education, 
employment or training 

 
Housing Domain (Weight = 1) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

Persons in households 
that are overcrowded 
(2001 Census) 

N/A Persons in households 
that are overcrowded 
(2001 Census) 

N/A No change – no update to 
indicator as no suitable 
replacement data found. 

Persons in households 
without central heating 
(2001 Census) 

N/A Persons in households 
without central heating 
(2001 Census) 

N/A No change – no update to 
indicator as no suitable 
replacement data found. 

 
Access domain (Weight = 4) 
 
Drive time sub-domain (2006 weight = 0.75   2009 Weight = 0.66) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

Drive time to a GP 0.21 Drive time to a GP 0.22 New computer model used 
for calculations 

Drive time to a petrol 
station 

0.13 Drive time to a petrol 
station 

0.15 New computer model used 
for calculations 

Drive time to a post 
office 

0.13 Drive time to a post 
office 

0.14 New computer model used 
for calculations. 
Definition of post offices 
changed to exclude some 
outreach services 

Drive time to shopping 
facilities 

0.27 Drive time to shopping 
facilities 

0.24 New computer model used 
for calculations. 
Change to dataset now 
means more regional 
centres included as 
shopping centres 

Drive time to a primary 
school 

0.12 Drive time to a primary 
school 

0.09 New computer model used 
for calculations 

Drive time to a 
secondary school 

0.14 Drive time to a 
secondary school 

0.15 New computer model used 
for calculations 

Total 1.00 Total 1.00  
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Public transport sub-domain (2006 weight =0.25   2009 Weight = 0.33) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 

Weight 
Main reason for change 

Public transport time to a 
GP 

0.56 Public transport time to 
a GP 

0.51 New computer model used 
for calculations 

Public transport time to a 
Post Office 

0.25 Public transport time to 
a Post Office 

0.25 New computer model used 
for calculations. 
Definition of post offices 
changed to exclude some 
outreach services 

Public transport time to 
Shopping Facilities 

0.19 Public transport time to 
Shopping Facilities 

0.24 New computer model used 
for calculations. 
Change to dataset now 
means more regional 
centres included as 
shopping centres 

Total 1.00 Total 1.00  
 
Crime domain (Weight = 2) 
2006 Indicators 2006 

Weight 
2009 Indicators 2009 Weight Main reason for change 

Recorded crimes of 
violence 2004 calendar 
year 

N/A Recorded crimes of 
violence 2007/08 
financial year 

N/A Move to financial year to 
move in line with other 
published statistics. 
No change to indicator 

Recorded domestic 
housebreaking 2004 
calendar year 

N/A Recorded domestic 
housebreaking 
2007/08 financial year 

N/A Move to financial year to 
move in line with other 
published statistics. 
No change to indicator 

Recorded vandalism 
2004 calendar year 

N/A Recorded vandalism 
2007/08 financial year 

N/A Move to financial year to 
move in line with other 
published statistics. 
No change to indicator 

Recorded drug 
offences 2004 calendar 
year 

N/A Recorded drug 
offences 2007/08 
financial year 

N/A Move to financial year to 
move in line with other 
published statistics. 
No change to indicator 

Recorded minor 
assault 2004 calendar 
year 

N/A Recorded minor 
assault 2007/08 
financial year 

N/A Move to financial year to 
move in line with other 
published statistics. 
No change to indicator 
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ANNEX C: Correlation matrix 
 
a) Relationship between the overall SIMD 2009 rank and the SIMD 2009 domain ranks 
 
This table shows the relationship between the ranks of the overall SIMD 2009 and the 
component domains. 
 

 
 
b) Relationship between the SIMD 2006 ranks and SIMD 2009 ranks 
 
This table shows the relationship between the ranks of the overall ranks and component 
domains of the SIMD 2006 and the overall ranks and component domains of SIMD 2006. 
 

 
 
Pearson correlation coefficients are shown for each pair wise comparison.  A value of 
greater than zero indicates a positive relationship between the pair and a value of less than 
zero indicates a negative relationship.  The closer the coefficient is to positive or negative 
one the stronger the relationship between the pair of variables.  A coefficient of greater than , 
positive or negative 0.6 indicates a statistically significant relationship. 
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ANNEX D: Datazones in the 15% most deprived on the overall SIMD by Health Board 
and Community Health Partnership 


	



 

 

ANNEX E: Population changes 
 
When datazones were created, one of the aims was that they had similar population with 
a mean of 750 and an ideal range of between 500 and 1,000 people in each.  Even when 
created not all fell within this range because of the other factors used in the creation of 
zones, existing boundaries, social homogeneity and compactness of shape.  Since the 
creation of datazones the populations in some have increased and some decreased due 
to demolition and new build  The datazone boundaries have not changed as the purpose 
of them is to provide a fixed area over time. 
 
The change in populations within datazones will also affect the proportion of individuals 
in each vigintile, decile or quintile of the SIMD.  The table below shows the population by 
Vigintile for each of the SIMD updates.  The vigintile populations ranged from 4.75% to 
5.20% in SIMD 2004, reduced slightly in SIMD 2006 to 4.84% and 5.17% and have 
increased again in SIMD 2009 to 4.75% and 5.27%.  As the purpose of the SIMD is to 
identify deprived areas the variation in populations does not have a large impact on the 
results as all the domains use datazone populations as the denominator in the 
calculations.  Datazone populations could be an issue when using the SIMD to allocate 
funding for example.  In this case the advice is to population weight the funding ie work 
out how many people live in the deprived areas of interest then allocate on a per head 
basis. 

 
Population by vigintile for SIMD 2004, 2006 and 2009 
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