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Leicestershire & Rutland Community Foundation’s Vital Issues 2017 
 
Introduction and Methodology  

 
About Leicestershire & Rutland Community Foundation  
 

Why We Work 

We help maintain a thriving Leicester, Leicestershire and Rutland, by connecting families and 
companies to local charitable groups making a big difference. 

 

How We Work 

We set up and manage personally-named giving funds for local companies, families and 
individuals, less expensively than setting up a standalone charitable foundation.  

We enable support of any cause, especially the local charitable groups that help to keep our city 
and counties healthy, safe and thriving. 

 

What We Do 

1. We perform all charitable administration so donors do not have to manage trustees, 
audits, reporting etc. and can just give grants.  
 

2. Donors choose the name, purpose, timing, value and beneficiaries of their fund, and can be as 
involved or hands off as they wish: use us as a “shield” or select groups personally. They can set 
up a fund at any time in their lives or create a legacy fund through their wills. 
 

3. We manage donor funds of two types:  
a. Endowment: donations invested for charitable income in perpetuity.  
b. Expendable: donations spent entirely within a timescale. 
 

4. We invest, manage and track all donor funds individually, maintaining rigorous reporting. 
We ensure tax-efficiency, including managing Gift Aid claims.  
 

5. We offer up-to-date intelligence about local charitable groups, and enable groups to 
understand the nature of private philanthropic grants. We enable donors to give grants to 
any charitable cause, only excluding groups promoting a single political or religious cause. 
We report back on grants given.  
 

6. We attract and distribute any available public funds to our area. 
 

7. We reinvigorate dormant or onerous trusts and charities in the spirit of the original intent. 
 

8. We carry out strategic projects to attract and support more local donor funds, and we work with 
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other agencies to reduce duplication and maximise impact. 
 

About Vital Signs  
 
Vital Signs is an initiative originally pioneered by The Toronto Community Foundation, Canada in 
2001. Vital Signs enables a picture of the local situation, priorities and needs in our counties and to 
inform – and inspire – local philanthropy. 
 
Vital Signs is supported by UK Community Foundations, and a number of the 46 independently and 
locally managed Community Foundations in the UK have created Vital Signs reports. This is the first 
report from Leicestershire & Rutland Community Foundation.  
 
What is Leicestershire & Rutland’s Vital Signs?  
 
Our Vital Signs report brings together existing research from a variety of sources, and sets it next to 
thoughts and feelings of people who live and work in the area.  
 
This year we have published two reports: Vital Signs is the shorter and more colourful report we 
have created from Vital Issues, the longer and more detailed report you are reading now.  
 
In bringing together government statistics and the results of a survey of local people, Vital Signs 
provides an constructive snapshot of life in our counties,  enabling us to help local philanthropists 
gain a greater understanding of local need.  
 
Methodology  

 
Our report is not based on new, primary research. Instead, it brings together key statistics from 
existing data and other information that is publicly available from Grant Thornton Place Analytics 
and other sources as referenced throughout (in Bold Italics), and offers some interpretation of this 
information through the knowledge, contacts and experience of our own and others with whom we 
work.  We combine this with the views and perspectives of local people, and stakeholders. This 
approach is the international recognised model for producing Vital Signs.  
 

Core themes  

 
Participating UK Community Foundations have access to a set of nationally agreed indicators across 
10 core themes: namely –  
Fairness 
Economy 
Education & Learning 
Healthy Living 
Arts, Culture & heritage 
Housing & Homelessness 
Natural Environment 
Safety 
Work 
Strong Communities. 
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Each is given a Score A to E which allows an easy comparator across the UK and is based on 
percentages as follows: 
 
A: Scores better than 80% of comparable areas in relation to the core indicator (81 – 100%) 
B: Scores better than 60% of comparable areas in relation to the core indicator (61 – 80%) 
C: Scores better than 40% of comparable areas in relation to the core indicator (41 – 60%) 
D: Scores better than 20% of comparable areas in relation to the core indicator (21 – 40%) 
E: Scores worse than 80% of comparable areas in relation to the core indicator (0 - 20%). 
 
Community survey  

 
A key aspect distinguishing Vital Signs from other reports is the inclusion of the perspectives of the 
local people who live and work in Leicestershire & Rutland. LRCF conducted an online survey which 
was promoted through social media, our grants panel and other networks including infrastructure 
organisations such as Voluntary Action Leicester. The survey was available through our website 
between June and end of July 2017. It resulted in some amazing feedback from across the area, 
which has been integrated into our Vital Signs report. 
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Core Themes 
 
 

1. Fairness 
Wealth inequality across the globe is falling. However in the UK wealth inequality is rising, with 1% of 
people possessing around 20% of the wealth.  Leicestershire & Rutland reflect this developing 
situation, with deprivation particularly high in Leicester City, and exceptionally low in the 
Harborough district. Fairness underlies several of the themes in this report; difficulties with health, 
housing, safety or learning are frequently caused or exacerbated by poverty, so fairness is a 
challenge for all of us who live here. 
 
The Key indicator for the theme of Fairness is the overall score against Index of Multiple Deprivation.  
 

Taken from Grant Thornton Place Analytics  

Area IMD: Overall 
Score 

National Rank/326 
districts 

% Our score  

Leicester City 33.06 21 6.441717791 E 

North West 
Leicestershire 

14.9 214 65.64417178 B 

Charnwood 13.73 228 69.93865031 B 

Oadby and Wigston 13.13 237 72.6993865 B 

Melton 13.12 238 73.00613497 B 

Hinckley and Bosworth 12.78 246 75.4601227 B 

Blaby 10.37 288 88.34355828 A 

Harborough 8.32 313 96.01226994 A 

Leicestershire 25  68.44325 B 

Rutland 9.62 301 92.3313 A 

East Midlands 24.65    

England 25.78    

  Where 1 is Low   

 
Other results against the Index of Multiple deprivation also show a spread. In all cases, a lower score 
means less deprivation.  
 

Area Name IMD: 
Crime 
score 
(2015) 

IMD: 
Depriva
tion 
score 
(GB=10
0) 
(2015) 

IMD: 
Employ
ment 
score 
(2015) 

IMD: 
Educat
ion 
score 
(2015) 

IMD
: 
Heal
th 
scor
e 
(201
5) 

IMD: 
Housi
ng 
score 
(201
5) 

IMD: 
Inco
me 
scor
e 
(201
5) 

IMD: 
Inequa
lity 
(score) 
(2015) 

IMD: 
Living 
Environ
ment 
score 
(2015) 

Blaby -0.09 53.3 0.07 16.54 -
0.61 

12.57 0.08 46.18 8.66 
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(Calculated as: Population weighted average of the combined deprivation score for the LSOAs in a 
larger area. This results in a negative score when broken down by district where the score is very 
low, as in many areas for crime and health.) Source: GTPA 
 
 
1.1. Deprivation 
 
The Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) assesses conditions within Leicestershire, Rutland & 
Leicester City according to a number of aspects of deprivation, including disadvantage in education; 
income; employment; health; and housing. Leicester City is ranked 21 out of 326 districts putting it 
in the 20% most deprived districts nationally. If we look at the breakdown by IMD area above, we 
can also see that the city scores poorly across the board compared to other areas. 

In terms of inequality, Leicester City and Charnwood are both significantly above the national 
average, and are recognised as containing deprived areas locally. Charnwood District Council’s Local 
Plan 2011-2028 explains: “five of Leicestershire’s ten most deprived neighbourhoods fall within 
Charnwood, with pockets of deprivation in Loughborough, Thurmaston, Syston and Mountsorrel. 
This is reflected in lower than average incomes, poor health and lower levels of educational 
attainment.” 

The statistics also point to other areas of inequality across the counties – notably a large gap in 
Education score between Rutland – which performs very well and Leicester city which performs 
poorly against the national average. The Deprivation score is four times worse in the city than in 
Harborough and more than twice that in North West Leicestershire. 

Rutland is ranked 301 out of 326 districts against the GTPA deprivation score; putting it in the 20% 
least deprived districts nationally. However if you look at ward level, the picture is somewhat 
different, showing pockets of deprivation, notably in Greetham and parts of Oakham. The general 

Charnwood 0 70.54 0.08 17.34 -0.5 18.65 0.1 135.37 15.83 

Harborough -0.69 42.77 0.06 11.02 -
0.86 

19.83 0.06 57.82 10.55 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

-0.21 65.67 0.08 19.36 -
0.67 

17.46 0.09 69.53 12.48 

Leicester City 0.55 169.88 0.15 38.01 0.55 17.93 0.22 140.14 34.57 

Melton -0.21 67.4 0.07 15.69 -
0.77 

25.8 0.08 58.66 18.97 

North West 
Leicestershire 

-0.15 76.56 0.1 21.98 -
0.28 

16.85 0.11 100.47 11.32 

Oadby and 
Wigston 

-0.3 67.47 0.09 18.29 -
0.37 

15.03 0.1 63.18 14.57 

Rutland -0.6 49.43 0.06 9.75 -
0.85 

27.33 0.06 32.97 14.93 

Leicestershire 0.26 109.38 0.12 30.02 0.12 17.77 0.17 101.99 26.04 

East Midlands 0.08 131.4 0.13 28.39 0.26 20.19 0.16 133.57 22.62 

England 0.19 100 0.14 24.54 0.24 22.62 0.17 100 24.6 
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perception of Rutland is one of affluence, so these figures are even more telling as small pockets of 
deprivation are easily overlooked. 

This is reinforced by Rutland County Council which addresses the issue of poverty in its ‘Poverty in 
Rutland Green Paper’ March 2017: 

“Relative poverty is a key issue within Rutland. It isn’t unusual to find within a community individuals 
and families living next to each other at opposite ends of the poverty spectrum. As the incidence of 
poverty is comparatively low the support mechanisms that might be present in areas where poverty 
is more prevalent are scarce. E.g. It is only recently that discount retailers have started to emerge in 
Rutland.  
 
In Rutland those in poverty may feel marginalised from a society which on the outside appears to be 
relatively affluent and as such people may hide or ignore the burden of their financial difficulties 
resulting in an escalation of their issues. 
 
Rutland is 148/152 in terms of the index of multiple deprivation upper tier local authorities in 
England. However we do know that there are wards within Rutland that suffer from income, 
employment, education, skills and training deprivation. We are aware of health inequalities and 
barriers to housing and fuel poverty. Child Poverty in Rutland currently affects 505 children under 16 
(8.5%).”  

 
A child is defined as being in poverty when living in a household with an income below 60% of 
the UK's average. 
 
 
Area Name Employ 

(wkpl): 
creative 
(2014) 
LEICS 
1.81 

IMD: 
Deprivation 
score 
(GB=100) 
(2015) 

IMD: 
Living 
Environ 
ment 
score 
(2015) 
ENG 
24.6 

IMD: 
Income 
score 
(2015) 
ENG 
0.17 

IMD: 
Overall 
score 
(2015) 
ENG 
25.78  
 

IMD: 
Inequality 
(score) 
(2015) 
ENGLAND 
100 

IMD: 
Housing 
score 
(2015) 
ENGLAND 
22.62 

IMD: 
Education 
score 
(2015) 
ENGLAND 
24.54 
 

Braunston and 
Belton 

0.58 71.99 34.13 0.04 13.54 0 51.38 1.82 

Cottesmore 0.47 51.56 10.85 0.06 9.7 0 31.41 11.15 

Exton 1.41 86.71 26.4 0.05 16.31 0 46.12 17.38 

Greetham 0.46 105.55 19.96 0.06 19.86 0 53.94 26.6 

Ketton 0.85 56.77 18.45 0.06 10.68 8.1 38.03 4.81 

Langham 1.9 21.36 12.57 0.05 4.02 0 14.73 2.37 

Lyddington 11.23 61.96 30.89 0.04 11.66 0 43.02 2.27 

Martinsthorpe 6.32 80.96 28.07 0.06 15.23 0 47.08 5.67 

Normanton 1.98 36.97 13.22 0.05 6.96 11.42 31.65 5.73 

Oakham 
North East 

1.99 38.24 11.71 0.06 7.19 31.6 20.47 8.43 

Oakham 5.52 67.9 9.41 0.1 12.77 57.91 14.35 21.25 
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North West 

Oakham 
South East 

1.35 34.16 8.4 0.06 6.43 0 17.09 5.1 

Oakham 
South West 

2.8 29.13 4.62 0.08 5.48 0 10.74 6.58 

Ryhall and 
Casterton 

1.01 43.31 14.81 0.05 8.15 7.47 24 10.19 

Uppingham 8.4 49.87 15.04 0.08 9.38 26.2 20.66 13.22 

Whissendine 1.24 38.24 10.84 0.07 7.19 0 25.55 4.58 

 
Source: GTPA 
 
1.2 Fuel Poverty 
 

FUEL POVERTY   County Estimated 
number of 
households 

Estimated 
number of Fuel 
Poor 
Households 

 Proportion 
of 
households 
fuel poor 
(%)  

County code     

 E06000016  Leicester 125643 20810            16.6  

 E10000018  Leicestershire 272862 24266              8.9  

 E06000017  Rutland 15305 1424              9.3  

 
Source: Department of Energy & Climate Change; Sub-Regional Fuel Poverty Report England 
Updated May 2015. 
 
In terms of fuel poverty, Leicester City Council area had the highest proportion of fuel poor 
households at nearly 17% but in Leicestershire County Council and Rutland District Council’s area it 
was much lower at around 9%. However, when looking at child poverty, Leicester City has a worse 
score than the Great Britain average, ranking 26th.  
 
According to www.gov.uk: “Fuel poverty in England is measured using the Low Income High Costs 
(LIHC) indicator. Under the LIHC indicator, a household is considered to be fuel poor if: 

 they have required fuel costs that are above average (the national median level) 

 were they to spend that amount, they would be left with a residual income below the official 
poverty line.” 

 
 
1.3. Child Poverty 
 
The child poverty map of the UK shows a higher than national average score for Leicester City but 
significantly lower for other districts including Harborough, Rutland, Blaby and Melton. Most of 
Leicestershire is doing well in this area, highlighting the inequality associated with City versus county 
living. 
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District(2009) Region Child poverty % 
(2012) 

Nat. Rank  

Leicester City East Midlands 0.29 26  

Charnwood East Midlands 0.11 302  

North West 
Leicestershire 

East Midlands 0.11 302  

Oadby and Wigston East Midlands 0.11 316  

Hinckley and Bosworth East Midlands 0.1 345  

Melton East Midlands 0.08 361  

Blaby East Midlands 0.07 370  

Harborough East Midlands 0.05 378  

Rutland East Midlands 0.05 377  

  GB SCORE 0.22   

 
Source: GTPA 
 
In the latest figures released by End Child Poverty,  November 2016, Laura Valadez and Donald 
Hirsch, Centre for Research in Social Policy, Loughborough University found that Leicester is now 
the 13th worst local authority area for child poverty at 35.9% (after housing costs). In comparison 
Harborough is the sixth best local authority at 12.7% and Rutland the 18th best at 13.9%. 
 
In terms of pupils eligible for and claiming free school meals, Leicester City council area is 
consistently higher than the regional and national averages: 
 
 
Free School Meals 
 

Council 20
12 

Engla
nd 

Regio
nal 

20
13 

Engla
nd 

Regio
nal 

20
14 

Engla
nd 

Regio
nal 

20
15 

Engla
nd 

Regio
nal 

Leicester 23.
4 

16.9 14.5 23.
7 

17.1 15.0 21.
9 

16.0 14.5 19.
3 

14.9 13.6 

Leicester
shire 

9.4 16.9 14.5 9.4 17.1 15.0 8.7 16.0 14.5 7.9 14.9 13.6 

Rutland 6.7 17.9 14.5 7.0 17.1 15.0 5.5 16.0 14.5 5.2 14.9 13.6 

 
 
Source: Department For Education School Census 2012 
 
In explaining its rationale for other data presented as part of the Census, the Dfe says: 
“Income can have an adverse impact on the psychological functioning of mothers.(1) There is a 
strong association between the lack of control perceived by mothers from low income backgrounds 
and the social and emotional wellbeing of children which include the level of self-esteem and 
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behavioural issues. (1) It has also been found that children and families from the lowest 20% of 
household income are three times more likely to have common mental health problems than those 
in the richest 20%.(2)”  
 
Sources:  
(1) Gregg P, Propper C and Washbrook E (2008) Understanding the relationship between parental 
income and multiple child outcomes: A decomposition analysis. Working Paper 08/193 Bristol: 
Centre for Market and Public Organisation University of Bristol. pp. 29. 
 
(2) Mental Health of Children and Young People in Great Britain, Green H, McGinnity A, Meltzer H, 
et al. 2004. 
Office for National Statistics, Meltzer H, Brugha T, et al. Adult Psychiatric Morbidity in England, 
2007. 
 
This suggests that deprivation at one level gives rise to problems at others e.g. wellbeing and health 
as will be explored throughout this report. In addition, in Leicester city, with the highest deprivation 
and worst IMD scores, the skills and qualifications score is significantly lower than in less deprived 
districts. Likewise, the rate of employment among those with no qualifications is higher than in less 
deprived areas.  
 
“Child poverty is consistently higher in workless families in comparison to families with even just one 
working parent – 68% child poverty in workless families compared to 23% child poverty with at least 
one adult in work.” Source:  Households Below Average Income (HBAI), United Kingdom, 
Department for Work and Pensions, 2017. 
 
In Leicester City, other statistics include: Trussell Trust’s Leicester south food bank gave out 2000 
three day emergency food supplies to people in crisis last year. 
(https://leicestersouth.foodbank.org.uk/). 
 
The Joseph Rowntree Foundation’s report ‘Care about poverty? Here are 10 reasons why you also 
need to think about ethnicity’ August 2014 shows how ethnicity affects poverty: 
 
“Poverty is higher among every ethnic minority group than for the white majority population. But 
there are big differences within ethnic groups, as well as between them. The majority of people in 
poverty live in a household where someone works. Low paid, insecure work is a big problem. People 
from some ethnic groups are disproportionately concentrated in poor quality work. For example; 
28% of Bangladeshi and 25% of Chinese people work in the ‘accommodation and food services’ 
sector. Almost half of Pakistani and Bangladeshi workers earn less than £7 per hour.” 
 
As Leicester city has a highly varied population by ethnicity, this may account for higher levels of 
poverty overall. 
 
Furthermore, in its latest Public Health Profile release, Public Health England says: “Leicester is one 
of the 20% most deprived districts/unitary authorities in England and about 29% (21,100) of children 
live in low income families. Life expectancy for both men and women is lower than the England 
average.” 
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Highlights of Vital Issues 
 
 

 Extreme inequality across the region – Leicester City is in worst 7% of areas nationally for 
deprivation where Harborough is in the top 8% of least deprived areas. 

 

 Leicester City has 16.6% fuel poverty and 19.3% of children are eligible for free school 
meals: both of which are higher than the national averages. 

 

 In the latest figures released by End Child Poverty in November 2016, Laura Valadez and 
Donald Hirsch, Centre for Research in Social Policy, Loughborough University found that 
Leicester is now the 13th worst local authority area for child poverty at 35.9% (after 
housing costs). In comparison Harborough is the sixth best local authority at 12.7% and 
Rutland the 18th best at 13.9%. 
 

 Pockets of deprivation in Rutland are overlooked by the general picture of affluence and 
comfort. 

 
 
Notes: The Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) is an overall relative measure of deprivation 
constructed by combining seven domains of deprivation according to their respective weights, as 
described below. The larger the score, the more deprived the area (and the lower its rank). The 
domains were combined using the following weights to produce the overall Index of Multiple 
Deprivation: Income Deprivation (22.5%) Employment Deprivation (22.5%) Education, Skills and 
Training Deprivation (13.5%) Health Deprivation and Disability (13.5%) Crime (9.3%) Barriers to 
Housing and Services (9.3%) Living Environment Deprivation (9.3%). 
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2. Economy  
 
2.1 Local Economic Performance 
 
Strong economic foundations underpin the success of an area, creating quality employment 
opportunities for local people into the future. In addition to the key indicator Share of National GVA, 
we examined five aspects of economic development that show how our area is performing 
economically. 

 Economic performance 

 Industrial Structure 

 Business and Enterprise 

 Labour Market 

In Leicestershire & Rutland, there is huge variation across our districts, and while the share of 
national GVA in Leicester City is very high by national standards, Gross value added (GVA) per job in 
Leicester City is very low, with the area ranking in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. GVA per job 
in Leicester City is £44,254, compared with £52,021 in Leicestershire, £48,093 in Rutland and 
£55,659 nationally. 
 
Table – Share of National GVA 
 

Leicester City East Midlands 0.46 36 9.49868074 A 

Charnwood East Midlands 0.22 156 41.1609499 C 

Blaby East Midlands 0.19 178 46.9656992 C 

North West 
Leicestershire 

East Midlands 0.17 206 54.353562 C 

Hinckley and Bosworth East Midlands 0.15 237 62.5329815 D 

Harborough East Midlands 0.12 275 72.5593668 D 

Melton East Midlands 0.06 356 93.9313984 E 

Oadby and Wigston East Midlands 0.06 358 94.4591029 E 

Rutland East Midlands 0.04 368 97.0976253 E 

Leicestershire  1.48  59.4327125 C 

 
Source: GTPA 
 
Leicester City’s performance is more significant when you look at regional scores as this graph shows 
– the majority of GVA is produced in London.  
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In their LLEP Area Economic Review report ‘Proximity and Innovation, a catalyst for Growth’, 
(2016) Leicester and Leicestershire Economic Partnership point out that “Taking into consideration 
continued population growth, the LLEP area is halfway to achieving its jobs ambition and the latest 
projections indicate that it is likely to achieve its GVA target some four years early (the latest SEP 
previously forecast that GVA would reach £23 bln by 2020). The LLEP area remains one of the UK’s 
manufacturing hotspots with particular strengths in food, textiles, machinery and electronics 
manufacturing… although GVA per capita remains below the national average, it is in line with the 
UK once Inner London is excluded. The fact that the LLEP area is a comparatively cost effective place 
in which to do business is not adequately taken into account in official GVA figures, which shows the 
strength of the LLEP area’s performance.”  
 
 
Other considerations 
 
Leicester City ranked 312 out of 379 districts on the Grant Thornton economic productivity score, 
which is a composite score generated from average gross weekly earnings and GVA per head placing 
it in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. However, relative to other districts, the size of the 
economy in Leicester City is well above the national median, with an economic scale score of 206.6. 
By comparison, the Leicestershire score is 82.6 and the national average is 100. Rutland is ranked 
237 out of 379 districts on the economic productivity score, placing it in the bottom 40% of districts 
nationally. Relative to other districts, the size of the economy in Rutland is well below the national 
median, with an economic scale score of 17.97.  
 
The average gross weekly earnings of those working in Leicester City are average, with the district 
ranking in the middle 20% of districts nationally. Average gross weekly earnings in Leicester City are 
£465, compared with £470 in Leicestershire, £449 in Rutland and £532 nationally.  
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Leicester City has a very large sized employment base, with the area ranking in the top 20% of 
districts nationally. It accounted for 0.58% of all employees in Great Britain. Rutland has a very small 
sized employment base, with the area ranking in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. It accounted 
for 0.05% of all employees in Great Britain. 
 
Between 2014 and 2015, the total number of employees in Leicester City changed by 4.13%. This 
reflects a relatively strong level of economic growth by national standards, placing Leicester City in 
the top 40% of districts nationally. In the same period, the total number of employees in Rutland 
changed by 4.76%, again showing a strong level of economic growth by national standards, and 
putting Rutland in the top 20% of districts also. 

References: Grant Thornton Place Analytics: Our economic performance profile measures the 
productivity, scale and growth of the economy in Leicester City. Productivity measures the relative 
performance of the economy in an area, by combining Gross Value Added (GVA) per job with 
workplace earnings. In contrast, economic scale examines the absolute size of the economy and is 
derived from an area's share of Great Britain’s total GVA and employment base. Finally, economic 
growth is assessed by an area's change in total employment, giving an indication of the 
growth/decline of the local economy.  

2.2 The Labour market 

GTPA’s industrial structure score gives an indication of the ‘knowledge economy’ which can be seen 
to drive economic success in an area. Leicester City is ranked 157 out of 380 districts on the 
industrial structure score, indicating a knowledge economy that performs in the middle 20% of 
districts nationally. Rutland is ranked 334 out of 380 districts on the industrial structure score, 
indicating a knowledge economy that performs in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. 

Knowledge intensive sectors in Leicester City accounted for 19.22% of total employment in 2015. By 
comparison, the Leicestershire figure was 19.02%, Rutland accounted for 11.89%, the East Midlands 
figure was 19.1%, and the national figure was 22.21%.  
 
Employment in knowledge-driven production is well above the national median, with Leicester City 
ranking in the top 20% of districts. It has 3.76% of employment in this sector. This compares with 
3.12% in Leicestershire and 2.4% nationally. In Rutland, Employment in knowledge-driven 
production is well below the national median, with the district ranking in the bottom 20% of 
districts. It has 0.8% of employment in this sector. 
 
In Leicester City, employment in knowledge-driven services is around the national median, with the 
district ranking in the middle 20% of districts. It has 15.46% of employment in this sector. This 
compares with 15.9% in Leicestershire, 11.09% in Rutland which is in the bottom 20%, and 19.81% 
nationally. 
 
Leicester City has a very large public sector, with 37.62% of employment in this sector. This 
compares with 26.1% in Leicestershire and 26.81% nationally. Rutland also has quite a large public 
sector, with 29.04% of employment in this sector. 
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Between 2007 and 2015, employment in knowledge-driven sectors in Leicester City changed by 
2.17%. This places Leicester City in the top 40% of districts nationally. However in Rutland it changed 
by -11.48%. This places Rutland in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. By comparison the sector 
changed nationally by -1.81%. 

However, Rutland County Council produced their ‘Key Statistical Data’ report, November 2016. This 
demonstrates the employment breakdown across the region, which suggests a high proportion of 
employment in managerial and professional occupations: 

 

 

GGCGP LEP = Greater Peterborough Greater Cambridge Local Enterprise Partnership  
Source: Rutland County Council. 

 

Furthermore, in Rutland the Jobs density is demonstrated below, suggesting a higher proportion of 
jobs to working age people than in the East Midlands region.  
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Notes: The density figures represent the ratio of total jobs to working-age population.  
Total jobs includes employees, self-employed, government-supported trainees and HM Forces. 
Source: Rutland County Council/ONS – Job Density 2014 

However ONS jobs density data available through nomisweb.co.uk shows the breakdown across the 
Leicester and Leicestershire area as below: 

  Jobs Density 

District(2009)   

Harborough 0.79 

Blaby 0.95 

Oadby and Wigston 0.59 

North West Leicestershire 1 

Charnwood 0.62 

Melton 0.82 

Hinckley and Bosworth 0.69 

Leicester City 0.84 

Leicestershire 0.77 

Rutland 0.82 

East Midlands 0.78 

England 0.83 
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Source: ONS jobs density.  Notes:  The density figures represent the ratio of total jobs to population 

aged 16-64.  Total jobs includes employees, self-employed, government-supported trainees and 

HM Forces. 
 
Oadby & Wigston have a very low jobs density but enjoy low unemployment, good connectivity, 
living environment and safety suggesting many people choose to live in the district but work outside 
it. Each of our areas is intertwined with the others as expressed by Harborough District Council in 
their ‘Core Strategy Adopted Version 1’: 
 
“Harborough District covers an area of 238 square miles of rural south and east Leicestershire. It lies 
within the East Midlands Region, bordering Warwickshire to the west, Northamptonshire to the 
south and Rutland to the east. Harborough borders 4 other Leicestershire district authorities, namely 
Charnwood, Melton, Oadby and Wigston and Blaby, and adjoins the east of Leicester City at Bushby, 
Scraptoft and Thurnby. 
 
The District lies within the Leicester and Leicestershire Housing Market Area in recognition of the 
fact that it cannot be viewed in isolation of Leicester and the wider county. Harborough is 
dependent on the Leicester urban area, not only for employment but also for high order health, 
retail and cultural facilities and services. Therefore the regeneration and economic well-being of the 
Leicester urban area is an important element in any future strategy for the District.” 

 
 
2.3 Business and Enterprise 

In their LLEP Area Economic Review report ‘Proximity and Innovation, a catalyst for Growth’, 
(2016), LLEP says: “The LLEP area economy possesses a well-diversified sectoral structure, with a 
number of key global and national niche players. 

Many enterprises operate at the final or finishing stages of the product cycle, supported by 
competitive logistics and distribution operators. Additionally, there is a close relationship between 
many services providers and manufacturing – an interaction that is anticipated to be a principal 
driver of growth over the medium-term. As a key manufacturing region, with a significant non-
financial services sector, the performance of the LLEP area economy has been stronger than that 
achieved at a national level in recent years. Local performance also appears to have been more 
robust than the East Midlands. Indeed, recovery and growth since 2009-10 has been relatively 
evenly balanced across sectors.”  
 
Leicester City is ranked 158 out of 380 districts on the business and enterprise score, indicating an 
enterprise culture that performs in the middle 20% of districts nationally. Rutland is ranked 248 out 
of 380 districts on the same score, indicating an enterprise culture that performs in the bottom 40% 
of districts nationally. 
 
The business density of Leicester City is low by national standards, with 48.61 businesses per 1000 
head of population. By comparison, the Leicestershire score is 54.73 and the national average is 
56.58. The business density of Rutland is high by national standards, with 65.06 businesses per 1000 
head of population.  
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The new business formation rate in Leicester City is very high, with the area ranking in the top 20% 
of districts nationally. In 2015, 16.15% of all businesses registered for VAT compared with 13.02% in 
Leicestershire and 14.44% nationally. The new business formation rate in Rutland is very low, with 
the area ranking in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. In 2015, 10.83% of all businesses 
registered for VAT. 
 
The 24 month business survival rate in Leicester City is low by national standards, with the district 
ranking in the bottom 40% of districts nationally. Of all of the VAT registered businesses in 2009, 
74.73% were still trading in 2015. The 24 month business survival rate in Rutland is high by national 
standards, with the district ranking in the top 40% of districts nationally. Of all of the VAT registered 
businesses in 2009, 78.38% were still trading in 2015. Rutland County Council’s report shows this in 
the graph below: 
 

 
 
The self-employment rate in Leicester City is low by national standards, with the district ranking in 
the bottom 40% of districts nationally. In 2016, the self-employment rate was 7.79%, compared with 
8.93% in Leicestershire and 10.42% nationally. The self-employment rate in Rutland is high by 
national standards, with the district ranking in the top 40% of districts nationally. In 2016, the self-
employment rate was 13.11%. 
 
Between 1998 and 2016, the total business stock in Leicester City changed by 87.46%. This change 
places the area in the top 40% of districts nationally. Over the same time period, the number of 
businesses in Leicestershire changed by 70.52% and in Rutland changed 48.58%. This change places 
Rutland in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. 
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Highlights of Vital Issues 
 

 According to our community consultation: “a lot of the economic development and 
improvement is carried out in the city centre which means local neighbourhoods and 
wards see very little and therefore local shops, pubs, branches of banks, post offices etc 
close or are less used as everyone goes into the city centre. Local neighbourhoods are 
over-run with giant supermarkets like Tesco, lidl, Aldi etc, loan shops, betting shops and 
charity shops, which doesn't allow room for local shops and businesses and creates further 
issues for those already living in debt.” 
 

 £449 Average gross weekly earnings of those working in Rutland compared to £465 for 
working in Leicester City, £470 in Leicestershire ad £532 nationally. 
 
 

 The unemployment rate for Leicester City is high by national standards and one in 16 
sixteen to nineteen year olds are not in employment, education or training (NEET). 
 

 Oadby & Wigston and Charnwood areas both have lower jobs density than the national 
average (number of jobs in the area compared to its population). 
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3. Education & learning  

Even in the City with relatively high levels of deprivation, 70% of secondary schools are ranked as 
Outstanding or Good: the figure is 90% in Leicestershire (Council areas) and 100% across the three 
state secondary schools in Rutland.  However the persistent pupil absence levels are higher than the 
national average in Leicester, and only just below the national average in Leicestershire. Young 
people can find mainstream school to cope with for a variety of reasons, including mental health 
conditions, lack of family support and/or role models, childhood trauma, or simply that they do not 
flourish in mainstream academic environments. 

The key indicator for this theme is GCSE results A*-C. The data is provided at Local Authority area 
level and is referenced by location of pupil residence. 

District(2009) Region GCSE (res): A*-C % 
(2013/2014) 

Nat. Rank   

Harborough East 
Midlands 

73 50 15.4320988 A 

Blaby East 
Midlands 

72.6 57 17.5925926 A 

Oadby and Wigston East 
Midlands 

68.6 128 39.5061728 B 

North West Leicestershire East 
Midlands 

66.9 160 49.382716 C 

Charnwood East 
Midlands 

65.4 188 58.0246914 C 

Melton East 
Midlands 

65.1 195 60.1851852 C 

Hinckley and Bosworth East 
Midlands 

61.8 242 74.691358 D 

Leicester City East 
Midlands 

60.8 257 79.3209877 D 

Leicestershire  65.1   C 

Rutland East 
Midlands 

68.5 131 40.4320988 B 

East Midlands  63.2    

England  63.8 1 is high   

Source: GTPA 

Where in Leicestershire County Council area, 90% of secondary schools have an Ofsted rating of 1 or 
2, in Rutland it is 100% but in Leicester City Council area it is 70%, with four secondary schools 
scoring a 3 – requires improvement and 2 scoring a 4 – Inadequate.  

Within the City Council area, according to: www.compare-school-performance.service.gov.uk, there 
is a pocket of poorer performing schools in the LE5 area with four schools scoring 3 or 4, while two 
also score a 3 – requires improvement -  in the LE3 area. This could account for the poorer overall 
score. 
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In Leicestershire, one school scores a 4 – Inadequate - in the North West Leicestershire District, 
while of the schools requiring improvement two are found in Charnwood, one in Melton, and one in 
Harborough districts. 

The graph demonstrates the variation by district compared to the national average, with some areas 
slightly below but others well ahead. 

, 

 

Additional context, that supports the higher score for Rutland, and lower relative score for Leicester 
City is if we look at school absences for pupils enrolled during 2015/16 by Local Authority. Where 
Rutland had 5.1% persistent pupil absentees across State-funded primary, secondary and special 
schools, Leicestershire had 9.2% but Leicester City has 12%. Furthermore, across the same schools 
and areas for the year, the rate of fixed period exclusions for Leicestershire was 2.72, for Leicester 
3.59 and for Rutland, 2.94.  (Source: DfE Permanent and fixed period exclusions in England: 2014 to 
2015, Local Authority Tables. 
 
In Hinckley & Bosworth which is also in the bottom 40% and below the national average for GCSE 
Results as above, where statistics are available, all schools score a 1 – Outstanding or 2 – good. 
However, when compared against national criteria for overall performance at the end of key stage 4 
in 2016, of seven mainstream schools where data is published, three score above national average 
but four are ‘well below national average’ for the Progress 8 marker: defined as follows: “This score 
shows how much progress pupils at this school made between the end of key stage 2 and the end of 
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key stage 4, compared to pupils across England who got similar results at the end of key stage 2. This 
is based on results in up to 8 qualifications, which include English, maths, 3 English 
Baccalaureate qualifications including sciences, computer science, history, geography and languages, 
and 3 other additional approved qualifications.” (Source: Gov.uk: www.compare-school-
performance.service.gov.uk). 
 
Against the Attainment 8score defined as: 
Schools get a score based on how well pupils have performed in up to 8 qualifications, which include 
English, maths, 3 English Baccalaureate qualifications including sciences, computer science, history, 
geography and languages, and 3 other additional approved qualifications, the same schools scored 
either above or below the national average.  
 

 Progress 8 score Attainment 8 
score 

Grade C or better 
in English & maths 

GCSEs 

England - all schools  48.5 59.30% 

England - state-funded schools only -0.03 49.9 63.00% 

Saint Martin's Catholic 
Voluntary Academy 
 

Academy 0.38  

Above national 
average  

 

57.5 87% 

Bosworth Academy 
 

Academy 0..34  
Above national 

average ) 

54.5 77% 

The Market Bosworth 
School 
 

Academy 0.3  
Above national 

average  
 

56.8 82% 

Hinckley Academy and 
John Cleveland Sixth 
Form Centre 
 

Academy 0.51  
Well below 

national 
average  

 

46.9 60% 

The William Bradford 
Academy 
 

Academy 0.61  
Well below 

national 
average  

42 49% 

The Midland Studio 
College Hinckley 
 

Academy 1.23  
Well below 

national 
average  

 

31.1 28% 

Winstanley Community 
College 

Academy 1.23  
Well below 

34.8 27% 
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 national 
average  

 

Source: Gov.uk (www.compare-school-performance.service.gov.uk) 
 
3.1 Skills & Qualifications 

Leicester City is ranked 345 out of 379 districts on GTPA’s skills and qualifications score, indicating a 
resident workforce that performs in the bottom 20% of districts by national standards, in terms of 
human capital, where Rutland is ranked 106 out of 379 districts and performs in the top 40% of 
districts. 

 The proportion of the working age resident population qualified below NVQ level 2 in 
Leicester City is very high, with the area ranking in the top 20% of districts nationally. In 
2015, 19.21% of working age residents had either NVQ level 1 or no qualifications, compared 
with 16.63% in Leicestershire, 18.21% in Rutland, which is also high and 14.93% nationally. 

 The proportion of the working age resident population qualified to NVQ level 2 in Leicester 
City is average, with the area ranking in the middle 20% of districts nationally. In 2015, 
20.7% of working age residents were qualified to NVQ level 2, compared with 20.53% in 
Leicestershire, 19.37% in Rutland which is low and 20.09% nationally. 

 The proportion of the working age resident population qualified to NVQ level 3 in Leicester 
City is low, with the area ranking in the bottom 40% of districts nationally. In 2015, 18.5% of 
the working age population held 2 A-Levels or equivalent, compared with 22.27% in 
Leicestershire, 18.99% in Rutland which is average, and 19.34% nationally.  

 The proportion of the working age resident population qualified to NVQ level 4 and above in 
Leicester City is low, with the area ranking in the bottom 40% of districts nationally. In 2015, 
28.81% held a degree or equivalent, compared with 32.52% in Leicestershire and 37.08% 
nationally.   

In Rutland the figure is 39.9% - putting it in the top 40% of districts nationally. 



 
 

 
25 

 
Leicestershire & Rutland’s Vital Issues 2017 

 

Source: Rutland County Council report from ONS – Qualifications November 2016. 

Area 
Name 

Employ
ment: 
training 
received 
(Septem
ber 
2016) 

GCSE 
(res): 
A*-C 
(2013/2
014) 

NVQ: 2 
below 
(res) 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

NVQ: 2 
(res) 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

NVQ: 3 
(res) 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

NVQ: 4+ 
(res) 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

Skills 
and 
quals(re
s): score 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

Employ
ment 
rate: no 
quals 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

No 
qualifica
tions: 
economi
cally 
active 
(January
- 
Decemb
er 2015) 

Blaby 25.42 72.6 11.66 19.4 28.37 36.53 110.56 3.06 2.96 

Charnw
ood 

18.57 65.4 14.62 21.42 25.49 35.72 107.39 0 0 

Harboro
ugh 

24.95 73 17.55 14.95 25.2 36.26 106.18 3.85 3.74 

Hinckle
y and 
Boswort
h 

18.24 61.8 16.89 24.36 21.04 29.62 96.56 6.45 6.25 

Leiceste
r City 

13.96 60.8 19.21 20.7 18.5 28.81 87.8 8.5 8.99 
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Melton 20.38 65.1 19.97 21.96 25.58 29.65 101.57 0 0 

North 
West 
Leiceste
rshire 

29.19 66.9 13.35 20.15 21.09 36.9 101.72 6.05 6.64 

Oadby 
and 
Wigston 

18.98 68.6 15.5 19.3 22.51 34.21 102.16 0 0 

Rutland 22.82 68.5 18.21 19.37 18.99 39.9 105.32 
No 
Value 

No 
Value 

Source: GTPA 

In terms of qualifications other than GCSE, Blaby District also scores highly with an overall skills and 
qualifications score that is 10% higher than the national average score of 100. Leicester city and 
Hinckley and Bosworth are both below the national average, and have a much higher proportion of 
residents who are economically active with no qualifications than other districts. 
 
North West Leicestershire district has by far the highest proportion of residents receiving training in 
employment at 29.19% – more than double that in Leicester City. 
 
3.2 Occupational Structure 

The occupational structure of an area gives a useful indication of the progress being made towards 
developing a diverse, prosperous, knowledge-based economy. Knowledge-driven activities generate 
increased demand for ‘higher end’ occupations including managerial, professional and technical 
workers. Leicester City is ranked 361 out of 379 districts on the GTPA knowledge worker score, 
indicating a resident workforce that performs in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. 

 The proportion of knowledge workers in Leicester City is very low by national standards, 
with 31.7% of the working population classified as professional, managerial or technical 
workers. By comparison, the Leicestershire figure is 42.89%, the East Midlands figure is 
40.91%, and the national figure is 45.14%. The proportion of knowledge workers in Rutland 
is very high by national standards, accounting for 56.21% of the working population. 

 The proportion of the working population who are in elementary occupations in Leicester 
City is very high by national standards, with 18.51% in Level 1 Occupations. By comparison, 
the Leicestershire figure is 12.33%, Rutland is 11.83% and the national figure is 10.76%.  

 The proportion of the working population who are in lower skilled occupations in Leicester 
City is very high by national standards, with 40.99% in Level 2 Occupations. By comparison, 
the Leicestershire figure is 35.19% and the national figure is 33.63%. In Rutland, the 
proportion is very low by national standards, at 23.67%. 

 The proportion of the working population who are in skilled occupations in Leicester City is 
very low by national standards, with 18.78% in Level 3 Occupations. By comparison, the 
Leicestershire figure is 24.11%, Rutland is high at 26.04% and the national figure is 24.79%.  

 The proportion of the working population who are in managerial occupations in Leicester 
City is very low by national standards, with 21.72% in Level 4 Occupations. By comparison, 
the Leicestershire figure is 28.38% and the national figure is 30.82%. In Rutland, the figure is 
very high at 38.46%. 
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In the LLEP area, according to the ‘LLEP Economic Review 1 Proximity & Innovation: 
A Catalyst for Growth’, in 2015 10.1% of residents had a managerial job, 18.7% a professional job 
and 13.6% were employed in a technical job.  
 
If we compare skills and qualifications across Leicestershire & Rutland to unemployment figures we 
can see that in Blaby, Charnwood and Harborough districts where the Skills & Qualifications score is 
highest, there is a lower level of unemployment – both long term (one year plus) and among 16 to 
24 year olds. There is also highest unemployment among 16 to 24 year olds in Leicester city, where 
the skills and qualifications score is lowest. 
 

Source: GTPA – using data derived from Annual Population Survey and the National Statistics 
website (ONS). 
 
 
Highlights of vital issues 
 

 Leicester City is ranked 345 out of 379 districts on GTPA’s skills and qualifications score, 
indicating a resident workforce that performs in the bottom 20% of districts by national 
standards, in terms of human capital, where Rutland is ranked 106 out of 379 districts and 
performs in the top 40% of districts. 
 

 There is highest unemployment among 16 to 24 year olds in Leicester city, where the skills 
and qualifications score is lowest. 
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 Where in Leicestershire County Council area, 90% of secondary schools have an Ofsted 
rating of 1 or 2, in Rutland it is 100% but in Leicester City Council area it is 70%, with four 
secondary schools scoring a 3 – requires improvement and 2 scoring a 4 – Inadequate.  
 

 Hinckley and Bosworth and Leicester City are both in the bottom 40% of schools for GCSE 
A* to C results. 
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4. Healthy Living 
Against an improving national backdrop of increased life expectancy over time, locally there are 
significant geographical variations and pockets of health inequality. Despite increasing nutritional 
choice and knowledge in the UK, fixed costs such as rent, tax and debts can mean food becomes a 
‘flexible’ budget item when households are under economic pressure. Time pressure (shift work, or 
trying to manage several low paid jobs at once) often results in poor diet, which impacts on health. 
Obesity and some forms of diabetes, heart disease and cancer are, we now understand, at least 
partly influenced by diet – and by exercise. Children are both less encouraged and, with home 
technology, less inclined to be as “free range” as was the norm just a generation ago.  

Even for those who lead healthy lives and even in an age of huge medical and surgical advances, 
when illness strikes at any age, it can have a devastating effect on any family: coping with this 
becomes harder still if facing the additional stresses of low income. 

One in four adults, and one in ten children, in the UK experiences at least one diagnosable mental 
health problem in any given year. NHS England aims to deliver a transformation in mental health 
services by 2020/21, with an ambition of putting mental health on an equal footing to physical 
health in the NHS. 
 

District(2009) Mortality rate: circulatory 
disease per 100000 (2012-
2014) 

Nat. 
Rank/32
4 
districts 

% Scor
e 

Leicester City 113.01 5 1.54 E 

North West Leicestershire 73.83 144 44.4
4 

C 

Charnwood 65.89 195 60.1
9 

C 

Oadby and Wigston 63.31 217 66.9
8 

B 

Hinckley and Bosworth 62.73 221 68.2
1 

B 

Harborough 60.07 241 74.3
8 

B 

Blaby 60.05 242 74.6
9 

B 

Melton 57.55 263 81.1
7 

A 

Leicestershire 80.55  58.9
5 

C 

Rutland 57.38 264 81.4
8 

A 

East Midlands 76.74    

England 78.21    

 
Source: GTPA 
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If we look at statistics on wellbeing from the Quality information for personal well-being estimates 
from the Annual Population Survey (APS):  by counties, local and unitary authorities, April 2015 
report (ONS), 8.36 is the upper average wellbeing score on a scale of 1 to 10 in Melton district. The 
England upper average is 7.66. This compares to 8.03 in Rutland, 7.98 in Leicestershire, 7.97 in Blaby, 
8.16 in Charnwood, 8.23 in Harborough, 8.21 in Hinckley & Bosworth, 8.15 in North West 
Leicestershire and 8.3 in Oadby & Wigston districts.  Apart from the city, all our districts have 
wellbeing above the national average. 
 

 Lower average Upper average 

Rutland  7.57 8.03 

Leicester 7.29 7.57 

Leicestershire 7.74 7.98 

Blaby 7.17 7.97 

Charnwood 7.63 8.16 

Harborough 7.61 8.23 

Hinckley and Bosworth 7.63 8.21 

Melton 7.75 8.36 

North West Leicestershire 7.48 8.15 

Oadby and Wigston 7.64 8.30 

ENGLAND 7.63 7.66 

 

Physical inactivity is a leading cause of global mortality, and is thought to contribute significantly to 

the escalation in non-communicable diseases throughout the population, including cardiovascular 

diseases, cancers, chronic respiratory diseases and diabetes (World Health Organisation, 2010). 

Furthermore, lack of exercise can increase both the risk of suffering from depression (Warburton, 

Nicol & Bredin, 2006), and the risk and onset of neurodegenerative diseases such as dementia 

(Larson et al., 2006). 

World Health Organization. (2010). Global recommendations on Physical Activity for health. World 

Health Organization. 

 

Warburton, D. E., Nicol, C. W., & Bredin, S. S. (2006). Health benefits of physical activity: the 

evidence. Canadian medical association journal, 174(6), 801-809. 

 

Larson, E. B., Wang, L., Bowen, J. D., McCormick, W. C., Teri, L., Crane, P., & Kukull, W. (2006). 

Exercise is associated with reduced risk for incident dementia among persons 65 years of age and 

older. Annals of internal medicine, 144(2), 73-81. 
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In the context of physical activity it is clear that there is a correlation between health and physical 
activity. In Leicester City, as the table below show, there is a much higher percentage of adults 
achieving less than 30 minutes of physical activity a week than in Leicestershire or Rutland – 33% 
compared to 26% and 25.3% respectively.  

 

Source: Public Health England: fingertips.phe.org.uk 

 
In addition to the key indicator we looked at Leicester City in terms of a number of health indicators, 
including life expectancy, expected prevalence of smoking and obesity, infant mortality and 
standardised mortality ratios. 
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Leicester City is ranked 316 out of 347 districts on the GTPA health score, indicating standards of 
health that are in the bottom 20% of districts nationally. The health score indexes life expectancy at 
birth to the national average. Rutland is ranked 25 out of 347 districts against this score, indicating 
standards of health that are in the top 20% of districts nationally.  

At 5.37 per 1000 population, the infant mortality rate in Leicester City is very high, with the area 
ranking in the top 20% of districts nationally. By comparison, the Leicestershire figure is 4.58, 
Rutland is 4.94 and the national figure is 3.97.  

 At 1174.2, the standardised mortality ratio in Leicester City is very high, with 
the area ranking in the top 20% of districts nationally. By comparison, the 
Leicestershire figure is 994.35 and the national figure is 1005.98. Rutland is in 
the bottom 20% at 858.5. 

 At 60.2%, the proportion of the population who are obese in Leicester City is 
estimated to be very low, with the area ranking in the bottom 20% of districts 
nationally. By comparison, the Leicestershire figure is 63.45% and the national 
figure is 64.59%. At 67.05%, the proportion of the population who are obese in 
Rutland is estimated to be high, with the area ranking in the top 40% of 
districts nationally 

 At 23.56%, the proportion of the population who smoke in Leicester City is 
estimated to be very high, with the area ranking in the top 20% of districts 
nationally. By comparison, the Leicestershire figure is 19.71% and the national 
figure is 18.45%. In Rutland it is also in the top 20% of districts at 22.33% 

 At 149.76 per 100,000 people, the cancer mortality rate in Leicester City is 
high, with the area ranking in the top 40% of districts nationally. By 
comparison, the Leicestershire figure is 135.76 and the national figure is 
144.36. At 110.27 per 100,000 people, the cancer mortality rate in Rutland is 
conversely very low. 

 The average life expectancy for Leicester city is 79.6 compared to 83.6 in 
Rutland, 81.3 in Leicestershire and 81.3 national average. 
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The spider graphs below show the variation in scores across the region. 1) Leicester city Health

 

2)Rutland health

 



 
 

 
34 

 
Leicestershire & Rutland’s Vital Issues 2017 

3)North West Leicestershire Health

 

Data from Public Heath England shows a number of key indicators for child health, all of which point 
to health and wellbeing at a lesser level in Leicester City council area. 
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Source: Public Health England: fingertips.phe.org.uk 

 

In its report: Mental Health in Leicester: A Joint Specific Needs Assessment Version 1.0 November 
2014 Review Date: November 2015 Author: Mark Wheatley, Public Health Principal: Mental Health 
and Vulnerable People, NHS Leicester City CCG and Leicester City Council find:  

“Risk factors for poor mental health are high in Leicester. Most ward areas experience deprivation. 
Mental illness is higher in the most deprived areas, with recorded depression being significantly 
higher in Aylestone, Braunstone Park and Rowley fields, Eyres Monsell, Freemen and Humberstone 
and Hamilton. However, recorded depression is lower in Belgrave, Castle, Coleman, Latimer, Rushey 
Mead, Spinney Hills, and Stoneygate ward areas. These areas have similar rates of deprivation, but 
are characterised by a higher proportion of residents from black and minority ethnic (BME) 
communities.” In addition, the report finds that “Poor mental health is linked to poor lifestyle 
choices and increased risk taking behaviour, such as smoking, drinking and drug taking, higher risk 
sexual behaviour, lack of exercise, poor diet and obesity. These are associated with excess early 
mortality for people with mental illness, emphasising the need of parity of esteem between mental 
and physical health care.” 

The Joint Strategic Needs Assessment for 2016 states: “there are a number of groups within the 
population that are at particularly higher risk of developing mental health problems, including: 

 those who are unemployed 
 homeless people 
 people with a long term condition 
 people from minority ethnic backgrounds and other minorities, such as people of a lesbian, 

gay, bisexual and transgender sexual orientation 
 people who misuse substances 
 asylum seekers and refugees 
 victims and perpetrators of abuse and crime. 

Prevalence rates from national surveys show 16-18% of working age adults may experience a 
common mental health problem at any time. As people live longer, so protecting the mental health 
and wellbeing of older people will become more problematic. 

By 2020, the number of people aged 18-64 years, projected to have a common mental health 
disorder in Leicester is 35,207, rising to 35,292 by 2025. An 8% increase is anticipated by 2020 and a 
10.8% increase by 2025. Other mental illnesses, such as personality disorder and psychoses, are also 
projected to increase over the next 10 years, but at a lower rate. 

The population aged 65 years and over is projected by POPPI (Projecting Older People Population 
Information System), to increase from 40,200 in 2015 to 44,700 by 2020. Rates for the prevalence of 
depression and severe depression, applied to these population figures, suggest there are currently 
an estimated 3,455 people aged 65 and over with depression in Leicester and that this is projected 
to increase to 3,831 by 2020 and to 4,336 by 2025. So by 2020, there is a projected 12.7% rise in the 
number of older people with depression in Leicester, and a 27.5% rise in that group by 2025. 
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Currently, there are an estimated 1,091 older people with severe depression in Leicester, and it is 
estimated that this too will increase to 1,214 by 2020 and 1,392 by 2025; an increase of 11.3% and 
27.5% respectively, on the 2014 figure.” 

In addition the following statistics point to more difficulties accessing and completing treatment in 
Leicester City, but a lower recorded number of patients treated for depression. However, there is a 
higher incidence of common mental health disorders recorded in Leicester City than the other two 
Leicestershire NHS Trusts.  
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Source: Public Health England: fingertips.phe.org.uk 

Note: IAPT = Improving Access to Psychological Therapies (NHS initiative) 
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Other statistics which may account for lower health rates in Leicester City Council area are the 
density of fast food outlets per 100,000 population: 

 

 

Source: Public Health England: fingertips.phe.org.uk 

….And the percentage of people using outdoor space for exercise/health reasons: 

 

 

Source: Public Health England: fingertips.phe.org.uk 

Highlights of Vital Issues 
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 At 5.37 per 1000 population, the infant mortality rate in Leicester City is very high, 
with the area ranking in the top 20% of districts nationally. 
 

 Only 12% of people use outdoor space for exercise/health reasons in Leicester City; 
compared to 17.9% across England. 

 

 At 1174.2, the standardised mortality ratio in Leicester City is very high, with the area 
ranking in the top 20% of districts nationally. By comparison, the Leicestershire figure 
is 994.35 and the national figure is 1005.98. Rutland is in the bottom 20% at 858.5. 

 

 By 2020, the number of people aged 18-64 years, projected to have a common mental 
health disorder in Leicester is 35,207, rising to 35,292 by 2025. An 8% increase is 

anticipated by 2020 and a 10.8% increase by 2025. 
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5. Arts, culture, heritage 

As described by LLEP: ”Leicester is one of the most culturally diverse cities in the UK, with a rich 
industrial heritage and recent iconic developments such as the National Space Centre, Curve 
(performing arts) and the Gold Award winning Highcross shopping and leisure complex. The City 
provides employment, shopping, public administration, leisure and health care facilities for some 
600,000 people.” Source: https://www.llep.org.uk/our-economy/districts/leicester/. 

The key indicator, rate of employment in the Creative Industries reflects the varied geography of 
Leicestershire & Rutland. With its vibrant cultural quarter, and the Richard III regeneration area, 
Leicester city is understandably in the top 40% nationally and best represented in our region. The 
density of places to visit supports this as illustrated below. This may account for the lack of 
employment in this sector in areas such as Melton – where there are fewer opportunities to either 
work in or visit amenities, heritage sites etc. 

Area Name Employ 
(wkpl): 
creative 
(2015) 

Rank/380 
districts 

% Score 

Blaby 1.07 323 85 E 

Charnwood 1.38 263 69.21053 D 

Harborough 2.01 166 43.68421 C 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

1.58 228 60 C 

Leicester City 2.34 138 36.31579 B 

Leicestershire 1.81  62.73026 D 

Melton 1.47 244 64.21053 D 

North West Leics 1.84 188 49.47368 C 

Oadby and Wigston 0.83 357 93.94737 E 

Rutland 2.78   B 

East Midlands 1.67   C 

Great Britain 3.1    

  1 is 
highest 
rank 

  

 

Source: GTPA 

‘Creative Industries is defined by the DCMS as: “The cultural/creative industries are defined 
according to the DCMS as the following sectors: Advertising agencies (73.11), Media representation 
(73.12), Architectural activities (71.11), Quantity surveying (74.90/2), Retail sale in commercial art 
galleries (47.78/1), Retail sale of antiques including antique books (47.79/1), Manufacture of other 
outerwear (14.13), Manufacture of underwear (14.14), Manufacture of other wearing apparel and 
accessories (14.19), Manufacture of articles of fur (14.20), Tanning and dressing of leather (15.11), 
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Manufacture of footwear (15.20), Reproduction of video recording (18.20/2), Photographic activities 
(74.20), Motion picture, video and television programme production activities (59.11), Motion 
picture, video and television programme post-production activities (59.12), Motion picture, video 
and television programme distribution activities (59.13), Motion picture projection activities (59.14), 
Sound recording and music publishing activities (59.20), Reproduction of sound recording (18.20/1), 
Performing arts (90.01), Support activities to performing arts (90.02), Artistic creation (90.03), 
Operation of arts facilities (90.04), Cultural education (85.52), Creative, arts and entertainment 
activities (90), Other amusement and recreation activities (93.29), Publishing of books, periodicals 
and other publishing activities (58.1), Publishing of computing games (58.21), Other software 
publishing (58.29), Computer programming activities (62.01), Reproduction of computer media 
(18.20/3), Video production activities (59.11/2), Television programme production activities 
(59.11/3), Video distribution activities (59.13/2), Television programme distribution activities 
(59.13/3), Motion picture, video and television programme post-production activities (59.12), Radio 
broadcasting (60.10), Television programming and broadcasting activities (60.20). All figures in 
brackets are 2003 Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes. SIC Codes group similar industries 
together in a nationally recognised coding system. 

Area 
Name 

Connect
ivity: 
score 
(2005) 

Amenities 
(cultural): 
score 
(2012) 

Herita
ge 
sites 
(2007) 

Listed 
buildin
gs 
(2007) 

C- Hhld: 
cars/vans 
average 
number 
(2011) 

Prosperity: 
score 
(2013/2014) 

Amenit
ies: 
score 
(2013) 

Servic
es: 
score 
(2006) 

Libra
ries 
(201
2) 

Blaby 38.24 132.49 0 1.42 1.45 90.47 109.71 100.79 0.42 

Charnw
ood 

32.07 61.73 3.58 2.71 1.34 91.42 90.25 119.61 0.31 

Harboro
ugh 

7.05 21.82 3.38 2.11 1.57 114.99 30.89 84.91 0.08 

Hinckley 
and 
Boswort
h 

11.38 57.99 0 1.11 1.43 90.47 67.75 86.1 0.18 

Leiceste
r City 

103.51 1002.75 54.79 4.81 0.9 72.63 873.9 102.35 3.03 

Melton 5.79 71.62 10.4 1.46 1.44 90.47 40.14 103.87 0.07 

North 
West 
Leiceste
rshire 

48.46 123.47 14.34 2.23 1.44 96.84 74.18 134.73 0.13 

Oadby 
and 
Wigston 

107.71 358.83 0 1.58 1.34 86.64 433.45 111.54 1.64 

Rutland 6.77 67.63 15.71 3.66 1.5 110.85 54.53 89.17 0.04 

Leiceste
rshire 

38.62 99.91 7.42 1.97 1.26 91.34 89.12 106.83 0.27 

East 
Midland
s 

35.91 80.29 9.48 1.87 1.24 93.24 67.99 109.04 0.16 

England        100 0.24 

England 100 100  2.64 1.17  100   
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& Wales 

Great 
Britain 

 65.37   100     

 

Source: GTPA 

This could be interpreted in terms of the connectivity, where those with a low score have more 
difficulty due to poor transport leading to isolation. In addition, the prosperity score could account 
for lack of engagement due to affordability. 

The LLEP Area Economic Review report ‘Proximity and Innovation, a catalyst for Growth’, (2016) 
report highlights the Creative Industries as one of the LLEP area strengths:  

“Creative Industries: has over 2,500 businesses located in the LLEP area and its talent pool is 
sustained by graduates from Loughborough and De Montfort Universities, with fashion and fashion 
design a key growth area.” 

In terms of people engaging with the arts, the Taking Part survey shows 74.4% of people are 
engaged with the arts across the East Midlands region, 73.1% in heritage, 31.1% in libraries, 30.4% in 
digital participation and 29% in charitable giving. 

In term of Arts, the percentage of those involved broadly increased across the region as the IMD 
level of deprivation got lower: 

 

Source: DCMS Taking Part Survey 2015/16 
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Against the ACORN Consumer Classification scale, the link between deprivation/prosperity and 
engagement with the Arts also follows this pattern: 

 

 

In terms of making a donation, this is also mostly true.  

 

Source: DCMS Taking Part Survey 2015/16 

In Leicestershire, Harborough district has a low proportion of cultural amenities, scoring only 21.82 
where the UK scores 100. In addition Harborough’s score for cultural amenities is equally low. The 
district also suffers from poor connectivity, as do the other outlying rural areas – Melton and 
Rutland. This affects engagement in the arts as much as the lack of provision, making these areas 
especially isolated.  

In its February 2015 report: “20 Years in 12 Places: 20 years of Lottery funding for Heritage” -  
prepared by Britain Thinks for the Heritage Lottery Fund, HLF states: New research reveals the UK’s 
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heritage helps make us happier about where we live, and puts heritage firmly at the heart of shaping 
and improving quality of life across the UK.” 

Key findings from the report include:  

 93% see heritage as important to ‘the country’ 

 81% see heritage as important to ‘me personally’ 

 80% say local heritage makes their area a better place to live 

 64% think local heritage has got better while they have lived in the area 

 76% of Lottery players rate the HLF-funded projects in their area as good or excellent value 
for money. 

 
Access to heritage sites and cultural amenities is therefore an important part of life for many people 
in the UK, accounting for personal happiness. However, if we look at scores from the Estimates of 
‘Worthwhile’ from the Annual Population Survey (APS) Personal Well-being dataset: April 2012 to 
March 2015, all our districts have ratings above the national average, apart from Charnwood and 
Leicester City - although the city has the highest ratio of cultural amenities. However, these two 
areas have highest inequality scores against the IMD – again showing the polarity of our region and 
how deprivation is a barrier – in this case to participation in arts, culture and heritage and potentially 
the improved quality of life that access to these facilities can bring to those that can afford to 
engage. 
 
 

Source: Estimates of ‘Worthwhile’ from the Annual Population Survey (APS) Personal Well-being 
dataset: April 2012 to March 2015 

 

 

Average 
(mean) 
rating 

IMD 
Inequality 

score 
(2015) 

East Midlands 7.77 133.57 

 UK 7.76 100 

 Leicester 7.60 140.14 

 Rutland 7.96 32.97 

 Leicestershire 7.82 101.99 

 Blaby 7.94 46.18 

 Charnwood 7.61 135.37 

 Harborough 7.97 57.82 

 Hinckley and Bosworth 7.79 69.53 

 Melton 7.92 58.66 

 North West Leicestershire 7.86 100.47 

 Oadby and Wigston 8.00 63.18 
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In their “Charnwood Local Plan 2011 - 2028 Core Strategy Adopted November 2015”, Charnwood 
Borough Council says: “Our built heritage makes a strong contribution to our quality of life. We have 
a rich mix of historic buildings and monuments which were built using a variety of local materials 
drawn from the diverse geology of the Borough. Many places in our Borough show strong signs of 
our industrial history. 7.38 Heritage ‘assets’ include a building, monument, site, place, area or 
landscape positively identified as having a degree of significance. They are made up of designated 
assets (Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas and Registered Parks and 
Gardens) and assets identified by the council (e.g. locally listed buildings). 7.39 We have over 1,000 
listed buildings, 37 Conservation Areas, 21 Scheduled Monuments, 3 Registered Parks and Gardens 
and 200 locally listed buildings. 7.40 Our Borough has a rich built heritage but there are some 
historic structures which are at risk. This may be from lack of maintenance or agricultural activity. 
There is also a relationship between our strategy for homes and jobs and some historic features 
which will require careful management to improve their prospects.”  
 
With a high proportion of amenities, but low employment in the creative industries, Charnwood is 
facing problems at another level – probably affordability as above. 
 

In Leicester City, the high level of connectivity alongside multiple opportunities leads to higher 
satisfaction with provision as illustrated here (dataset not revised after this date). 
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Likewise the graph shows that where provision is poor (Blaby and Hinckley & Bosworth), satisfaction 
levels with museums and galleries, theatres and concert halls is at a much lower level. 

Comment from: CBI:  ‘All The World’s A Stage, Growing Britain's Creative Industries August 2016’ 

“The UK is home to world-leading businesses across the range of sub-sectors that make up the 
creative industries – and demand for them is growing. Exports from the sector compare favourably 
with other, sometimes more high profile industries, and contribute a substantial amount to the UK 
economy. Additionally, the internationalisation of our creative industries is helping to drive up our 
reputation as a hub of culture and innovation, so helping to bolster our soft power overseas. As the 
UK carves out a new international role following the vote to leave the EU, it is vital that our creative 
industries continue to make a positive economic and social impact on the world stage. The EU is an 
important market for the sector, and it will continue to be in the future. Meanwhile, there are clear 
opportunities elsewhere, with global demand for creative goods and services on the rise, as 
developments in infrastructure and digital technology offer greater access to creative content, habits 
change, and a growing global middle class has the disposable income to spend more on a wider 
range of products and services.” 
 
Highlights of Vital Issues 

 In Leicestershire, Harborough district has a low proportion of cultural amenities, scoring 
only 21.82 where the UK scores 100. In addition Harborough’s score for cultural amenities 
is equally low. The district also suffers from poor connectivity, as do the other outlying 
rural areas – Melton and Rutland. This affects engagement in the arts as much as the lack 
of provision, making these areas especially isolated.  
 

 With a high proportion of amenities, but low employment in the creative industries, 
Charnwood is facing problems at another level – probably affordability as it is one of the 
most deprived regions in our area with an IMD score of 135.37 where the national score is 
100. 
 

 Where provision is poor (Blaby and Hinckley & Bosworth), satisfaction levels with 
museums and galleries, theatres and concert halls is at a much lower level. 
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6. Housing & Homelessness 
 
Although homes are more affordable in Leicester City than elsewhere in the region, only just under 
50% (49.68) are owner occupied. Across England and Wales, the average is 63.57. In other areas of 
the county, the percentage of owner occupied homes is quite high, even in areas where affordability 
is less – those with a score below 100 are considered high against the national average of 100. In 
general, our districts enjoy good affordability, and those that don’t enjoy better income levels. 
 
 

District(2009) Region Affordability: 
score score 
(2016) 

Nat. Rank % Score 

Blaby East Midlands 110 112 32.3699422 B 

Leicester City East Midlands 109.15 121 34.9710983 B 

Hinckley and Bosworth East Midlands 109.15 123 35.5491329 B 

North West 
Leicestershire 

East Midlands 107.22 136 39.3063584 B 

Harborough East Midlands 105.65 148 42.7745665 C 

Charnwood East Midlands 105.33 151 43.6416185 C 

Oadby and Wigston East Midlands 102.69 167 48.265896 C 

Melton East Midlands 94.97 236 68.2080925 D 

Leicestershire  105.93   C 

Rutland  95.11 233 67.3410405 D 

East Midlands  109.51    

England      

England & Wales  100 1 is good; higher rank = less affordable 

 
Source: GTPA 
 
 
6.1 Housing  
 
Although homes are more affordable in Leicester City than elsewhere in the region, only just under 
50% (49.68) are owner occupied. Across England and Wales, the average is 63.57. In other areas of 
the county, the percentage of owner occupied homes is quite high, even in areas where affordability 
is less – those with a score below 100 are considered high against the national average of 100. In 
general, our districts enjoy good affordability, and those that don’t enjoy better income levels. 
 

Area Name House 
prices: 
average 
(Sept-
Dec 
2016) 

C- Hhld 
tenure: 
owner-
occupied 
(2011) 

C- Hhld 
tenure: 
rented 
(2011) 

Earnings 
(res): 
mean 
(2016) 

Earnings 
(wkpl): 
mean 
(2016) 

Earnings 
(res)/House 
prices 



 
 

 
49 

 
Leicestershire & Rutland’s Vital Issues 2017 

Blaby 208341 80.93 17.64 517.2 497.6 0.24 

Charnwood 221051 72.1 25.93 495.2 475.2 0.22 

Harborough 290160 78.05 19.61 639.2 445.2 0.22 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

201525 76.75 21.69 
504.9 

467 0.25 

Leicester City 166049 49.68 48.14 425 464.8 0.26 

Melton 240440 72.12 25.39 437.3 421.2 0.18 

North West 
Leicestershire 

197076 72.48 25.58 

502.8 

502 0.25 

Oadby and 
Wigston 

219658 80.79 17.47 
447.8 

446.5 0.20 

Leicestershire 209183 67.49 30.52 480.96 470.5 0.23 

East 
Midlands 

196532 67.24 30.75 
491.9 

467.9 0.25 

Rutland 334781 70.36 26.78 492 448.7 0.15 

England & 
Wales 

278876 63.57 34.32 
 

   

    527.2   

 
Source: GTPA 
 
In the report “Leicester and Leicestershire Strategic Housing Market Assessment, May 2014” 
commissioned by Leicester and Leicestershire Local Planning Authorities, the authors assessed 
housing need in the areas until 2036: 
 
 “The projections indicate a need for an average of 3,626 dwellings per annum to 2036 (with a 
slightly higher average of 3,774 dwellings per annum to 2031) across the Leicester & Leicestershire 
Housing Market Area (HMA). As with the majority of the country, the housing market in Leicester 
and Leicestershire has been impacted upon by the recession. Since the end of 2007 house prices and 
transactions have fallen significantly, although there are more recent signs of recovery within the 
housing market…. Compared to earnings, the affordability of market housing is more acute in Oadby 
and Wigston, Melton and Harborough Districts than other parts of the HMA. The Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment (SHMA) calculates the level of affordable housing need across the HMA. The 
SHMA identifies a net need for 1,913 affordable homes per annum over the next 25 years if all 
households who required financial support to meet their housing need were to be allocated an 
affordable home. There is a particularly acute need in Oadby and Wigston and Blaby when assessed 
against the overall housing need. The SHMA has also considered what level of housing might be 
needed to support baseline forecasts of employment growth. It identifies that an average of 3,687 
homes per annum would be needed to support these economic forecasts to 2036 (with an average 
of 3,845 dwellings to 2031). However to support growth in labour supply across the HMA and local 
patterns of living and working, the SHMA recommends some localised adjustments to assessed 
housing need at a local authority level. Taking these factors into account, the SHMA identifies a need 
for between 3,630 – 4,060 homes per annum to 2036 across the HMA (3,775 – 4,215 homes per 
annum to 2031). The lower end of the range would support the demographic projections. The higher 
end of the range would support stronger delivery of both market and affordable housing taking 
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account of the need for affordable housing and market signals, and support proportionate economic 
growth in different parts of the HMA.” 
 
 

Conclusions regarding Overall Housing Need    

 Housing Need to 
2031 

 Housing Need to 2036 

 Lower Upper  Lower Upper 

Leicester  1250 1350 1230 1330 

Blaby 360 420 340 400 

Charnwood 810 820 770 780 

Harborough 415 475 400 460 

Hinckley & Bosworth 375 450 350 420 

Melton 200 250 195 245 

NW Leicestershire 285 350 270 330 

Oadby & Wigston  80 100 75 95 

Leicester & Leicestershire Total 3,775 4215 3,630 4,060 

Leicester and Leicestershire Strategic 
Housing Market Assessment, May 
2014 

 G L Hearn  London  

 

Although the latest statistics show a rise in house prices, the main areas facing affordability issues 
remain the same. In particular Rutland, which is not included in the above report has serious 
affordability issues – the average weekly wage of Rutland residents is just 0.15% of the average 
house price. In Melton it is 0.18, but in Harborough it is now 0.22, the same as Charnwood but still 
below the Leicestershire average of 0.23 and East Midlands average of 0.25. 
 
Another interesting statistic is the difference between average weekly earnings of those working in 
Harborough district compared to those living there with a discrepancy of £194/week in favour of 
residents.   
 
In its ‘Sustainable Community Strategy 2015-2025’, Melton Borough Council finds: “The 
affordability of housing is an issue for many households in Melton. High house prices and moderate 
and lower household incomes mean there are affordability issues for a significant number of people. 
41% of newly formed households are predicted to not be able to afford market housing to buy or 
rent without support. There is an estimated need for 238 affordable homes every year, taking into 
account the supply of affordable homes from re-lets, conservative estimates suggest a need for 71 
new affordable homes every year (SHMA, 2014)”.  Affordability is therefore a priority for the 
borough. 
 
6.2. Homelessness 
 
The East of England has seen the biggest percentage increase in rough sleeping since last year (44%). 
This is followed by the North West (42%), the East Midlands (23%) and the North East (18%), all of 
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which have seen increases in rough sleeping above the national average. Source: Homeless Link - 
analysis of rough sleeping statistics for England 2016. 
 
Although the actual numbers are low, they are based on a count and so can only be estimates at 
best. Homeless figures from the Department for Communities and local government show higher 
figures, when you take into consideration people in temporary accommodation and council 
decisions made.  
 
According to the Church Urban Fund in its report ‘Opening our eyes to homelessness’ Advent 2016: 
“The problem of homelessness is much more pervasive than many of us think. As well as those 
sleeping on the streets, people are also considered to be homeless if they are living in a situation of 
violence, in poor or overcrowded conditions, or in a place where they have no rights to stay.  15,000 
households were accepted as statutorily homeless in the first quarter of 2016 alone – an increase of 
9% from the same time the year before. These households represent just a fraction of the total 
number of those living in insecure housing or without homes.” 
 
The statistics 
 

County and local 
authority area 

Regional code   Eligible, 
homeless 

and in 
priority 

need, but 
intentiona

lly 

Eligible, 
homeles

s but 
not in 

priority 
need 

Eligible
, but 

not 
homele

ss 

Total 
decisi

ons 

Leicester EM  - 18 - 50 

Rutland EM  - - 5 13 

Oadby and Wigston EM  - 12 - 33 

North West Leicestershire EM  - - - 5 

Hinckley and Bosworth EM  - - - 21 

Harborough EM  - - - 10 

Charnwood EM  - - - 40 

Blaby EM  - - - - 

Melton EM  - 11 - 27 

       

Local Authority Total rough 
sleeper 

count/estimat
e 

Female Under 25 
years old 

Non-UK 
rough 

sleepers 
from EU 
countrie

s 

Rough 
sleeper
s from 

outside 
the EU 

 

England                  4,134                    
509  

                    
288  

            
714  

           
194  

 

% of England total   12% 7% 17% 5%  

London                     964                                                                   
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88  32  303  115  

% of London total   9% 3% 31% 12%  

Rest of England                  3,170                    
421  

                    
256  

            
411  

             
79  

 

% of Rest of England 
total 

  13% 8% 13% 2%  

             

Blaby  0  0  0  0  0  

Charnwood  1  0  0  0  0  

Harborough  1  0  0  0  0  

Hinckley and Bosworth  1  1  0  0  0  

Leicester  36  4  0  6  3  

Melton  0  0  0  0  0  

North West Leicestershire  1  1  0  0  0  

Oadby and Wigston  1  0  0  0  0  

Rutland  2  0  0  0  0  

       

Rough sleeping in England: Autumn 2016   

Source: Department for Communities and 
Local Government 

Published 25 January 
2017 

   

 
 
 

Area Name Homele
ssness: 
per 
1,000 
populat
ion 
(2014-
2015) 

Homelessn
ess: temp. 
accomodat
ion (2014-
2015) 

Homele
ssness: 
total 
househ
olds 
(2014-
2015) 

Census- 
Population (no.) 
(2011) 

IMD: 
Depriva
tion 
score 
(GB=10
0) 
(2015) 

Blaby 0.06 No Value 6 93915 53.3 

Charnwood 0.41 14 72 166100 70.54 

Harborough 0.18 No Value 16 85382 42.77 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

0.75 14 81 105078 65.67 
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Leicester City 0.32 72 108 329839 169.88 

Melton 1.81 27 92 50376 67.4 

North West 
Leicestershire 

0.31 No Value 30 93468 76.56 

Oadby and 
Wigston 

0.52 No Value 29 56170 67.47 

Rutland 0.63 No Value 24 37369 49.43 

 
GTPA Homelessness stats:  From Department for Communities and Local Government, Local 
authorities' action under the homelessness provisions of the Housing Acts, April 2016: 
 

On their website, Homeless Link say: “Many people who become homeless do not show up in official 
figures. This is known as hidden homelessness. 

This includes people who become homeless but find a temporary solution by staying with family 
members or friends, living in squats or other insecure accommodation. 

Research by the charity Crisis indicates that about 62% of single homeless people are hidden and 
may not show up in official figures.” 

 
Homelessness figures are highest for Leicester City, and while across the districts the population size 
doesn’t correlate, in Leicester City the deprivation score will be relevant.  
 
In Melton, the Borough Council is currently updating its homelessness strategy, but the existing 
strategy states: “Affordability is a major ongoing problem for Melton, excluding significant numbers 
of people from entry level market rent and owner occupation. This has been augmented by 
insufficient delivery of affordable housing to meet demand, resulting in greater pressures on the 
Housing Service from people seeking advice with a housing related problem.  
 
These issues increase the likelihood of family breakdown resulting in homelessness - concealed 
households are unable to address their own housing need. These factors contribute to rising waiting 
list numbers and almost certainly exacerbate levels of overcrowding and homelessness in the 
Borough.  
 
In Melton, people become homeless for various reasons. Of those, the three main causes are:  
 

 Parental, relative or friend eviction  

 Termination of Assured Shorthold tenancy  
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 Relationship breakdown – violent and non-violent.”  
 
There is a clear focus in the Borough on addressing homelessness, which as across all our areas will 
be looked at as part of a wider communities strategy and numerous other plans and strategies 
addressing need. 
 
 
In its report: “The links between housing and poverty: an evidence review, April 2013”, Joseph 
Rowntree Foundation finds:  

“In nations where housing is largely distributed through the market, people with lower incomes, less 
wealth or less access to credit (typically due to worse employment positions) will have fewer housing 
choices. They typically have less desirable or poorer housing conditions than others, including 
homelessness; will find it harder to enter or be more likely to leave home-ownership; and are more 
likely to be found in rented tenures. 

The relationship between poverty and homelessness is complex, and appears likely to be influenced 
by housing supply, cost and other factors.” 

In their report for the Wellesley Institute: “Housing and health: Examining the links” March 2012, 
Aziza Mahamoud, Brenda Roche, Bob Gardner and Michael Shapcott point out that:  

“Individuals living with a chronic illness (physical or mental), battling substance abuse issues, or 
dealing with displacement or long term unemployment may be disproportionately affected by 
housing insecurity. Housing interventions research suggests that concerted efforts to address the 
needs of those disproportionately affected can have a positive impact on population health.” 

Regarding Leicester City, which has the highest rough sleeping and homeless households figures, 
Leicester City Council’s Homelessness Strategy 2013-2018 finds:  

“The main reasons that families become homeless in Leicester are:  

 that they are required by the Home Office to leave asylum seekers accommodation;  

 that family and friends are no longer able to accommodate them; or  

 loss of a private sector assured short hold tenancy.  

The main reasons that single people become homeless are that:  

 family and friends can no longer accommodate them; 

 they have no fixed abode (including ‘sofa surfers’); or  

 they are ‘repeat homelessness’ where the last accommodation was a hostel.” 

Its latest review found that although lots is being done to tackle homelessness locally, much more 
needs to happen and the Council has adopted a new approach: “Homelessness services are in need 
of transformation. We need to tackle the problem of homelessness downstream – moving from a 
culture of crisis and rescue to one of prevention and support….Tackling homelessness can only be 
achieved through a city wide response. From working on the root causes of homelessness, such as 
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unemployment and low income, health and family problems, to providing effective support services 
and the right kind of housing to help those who are homeless or at risk of it, the city must work 
together.” (Source:  Leicester’s Homelessness Strategy 2013-2018, Leicester City Council). 

Highlights of Vital Issues 
 

 Although homes are more affordable in Leicester City than elsewhere in the region, only 
just under 50% (49.68) are owner occupied. Across England and Wales, the average is 
63.57. 
 

 High house prices and moderate and lower household incomes mean there are 
affordability issues for a significant number of people in Melton Borough Council area. 
 

 The average weekly wage of Rutland residents is just 0.15% of the average house price. 
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7. Natural Environment 

The key indicator for this theme is IMD Living environment: described by GTPA as: Population 
weighted average of the living environment deprivation score for the LSOAs in a larger area. The 
Living Environment Deprivation Domain measures the quality of the local environment. The 
indicators fall into two sub-domains. The indoors living environment measures the quality of housing; 
while the outdoors living environment contains measures of air quality and road traffic accidents. 

 

District(2009) IMD: Living Environment 
score av score (2015) 

Nat. Rank/326 
districts 

% Score 

Leicester City 34.57 34 10.42944785 E 

Melton 18.97 155 47.54601227 C 

Charnwood 15.83 199 61.04294479 B 

Oadby and Wigston 14.57 220 67.48466258 B 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

12.48 257 78.83435583 B 

North West 
Leicestershire 

11.32 273 83.74233129 A 

Harborough 10.55 287 88.03680982 A 

Blaby 8.66 302 92.63803681 A 

Leicestershire 26.04  66.219325 B 

Rutland 14.93 213 65.33742331 B 

East Midlands 22.62    

England 24.6    

  1 is low   

Source: GTPA 
 
The city again has a very low score for living environment and Melton is also lower than the rest of 
the county on a C; Rutland has a similar score to the Leicestershire average overall. Lower scores 
could be as a result of city/town living with more housing density, pollution, traffic. 
 
Harborough District Council’s annual “Air Quality Annual Status Report (ASR)” states: “Air pollution 
is associated with a number of adverse health impacts. It is recognised as a contributing factor in the 
onset of heart disease and cancer. Additionally, air pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable 
in society: children and older people, and those with heart and lung conditions. There is also often a 
strong correlation with equalities issues, because areas with poor air quality are also often the less 
affluent areas.”  Again, the issue of fairness arises. In Harborough, which scores highly for Living 
Environment, the annual air quality status report identified areas with the intention that careful 
management and monitoring can help keep the air quality of an area from deteriorating due to 
traffic volumes. 
 
 
Melton Community Partnership identifies the housing issues locally in its ‘Sustainable Community 
Strategy 2015-2025’ with Melton Borough Council: 



 
 

 
57 

 
Leicestershire & Rutland’s Vital Issues 2017 

 
“New housing will only account for a small proportion of the homes in Melton in 2036. We also need 
to look at how we can best use our existing housing stock, from looking at issues of fuel poverty and 
the condition of existing homes to how we allocate affordable homes to ensure those in genuine 
need are given priority.  
 
We particularly need to address the housing requirements of our ageing population. There is 
predicted to be a considerable demographic shift with both the number and proportion of older 
people increasing. Between 2011 and 2031 there will be a projected 32.4% rise in residents aged 60-
74 in Melton and a 26.8% change in household numbers in the Borough (SHMA, 2014)... Given the 
strong links between age and disability, dementia and mobility problems, we will need more 
accessible and supported housing options as well as housing advice and assistance help for older 
people to remain in their own homes, or ‘downsize’ should they choose to do so. Clear links can be 
made with priority objective 1.  
 
Along with the Local Plan, our Housing, Homelessness, Private Sector Housing and Tenancy 
Strategies along with our Allocations Policy will be key strategic documents to address housing 
needs in Melton, including the needs of specific groups such as gypsies and travellers.” 
 
This may account for the Borough scoring a C as housing is a key issue for the area, where the 
natural environment scores highly against other indicators as below.  
 
 
 

Area Name Natural 
beauty: score 
(2013) 

Natural 
environment: 
score (2013) 

CO2 
emissions: 
total 
(2014) 

Flytipping: 
total 
incidents 
(2010/11) 

Waste 
(hhld): 
recycled 
(2012/13) 

D- 
Environment 
(composite) 
(2014) 

Blaby 2.85 62.65 695.68 377 49.91 115.31 

Charnwood 16.26 70.26 933.56 562 48.71 107.96 

Harborough 7.58 135.59 678.29 181 56.7 116.21 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

10.44 82.78 710.19 250 55.55 112.31 

Leicester City 0 22.04 1579.84 10257 41.45 81.64 

Melton 1.96 163.96 371.35 304 44.7 109.37 

North West 
Leicestershire 

15.89 87.6 1046.38 1009 46.55 111.08 

Oadby and 
Wigston 

0 45.87 220.44 232 52.69 110.72 

Rutland 23.7 191.43 1070.29 167 59.83 113.61 

Leicestershire 8.29 71.9 6235.73 13172 49.53 107.43 

East 
Midlands 

49.81 103.94 32696.23 57195 43.68 No Value 

England 100 100   819571 41.59 100 

Great Britain     383073.14       
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Source: GTPA 

Where we are quite good at recycling across the whole area, with the City only slightly behind the 
national average, the total number of flytipping incidents in Leicester City in 10/11 was nearly 78% 
of the Leicestershire total. However. In the: ‘Leicester Local Plan 2016 – 2031, Sustainability 
Appraisal Including Strategic Environmental Assessment Scoping Report Document for 
Consultation October 2016’, the City Council says: “Over 70% of waste from the administrative area 
is now diverted away from disposal in Landfill (2014 statistics). The City Council performs well 
against the national average .The residents of the administrative area of Leicester produce 
significantly less waste (16% less) than the national average.” 
 
In terms of CO2 emissions and natural environment scores, the table above clearly shows the 
difference between a city centre environment and more rural areas. Compared to population 
statistics this also makes sense. More people mean more incidents and CO2 emissions.  

Area Name Census Population (no.) (2011) 

Blaby 93915 

Charnwood 166100 

Harborough 85382 

Hinckley and 
Bosworth 

105078 

Leicester City 329839 

Melton 50376 

North West 
Leicestershire 

93468 

Oadby and 
Wigston 

56170 

Rutland 37369 

 
Source: GTPA 
 
Leicester City Council’s Scoping Report referenced above also supports this logic: “Poor air quality 
affects people’s health and damages the environment. European and national guidelines set out the 
levels of pollutants in air that are considered acceptable. In the administrative area of Leicester City 
there are two main pollutants of concern: nitrogen dioxide and particulate matter. The main source 
of these two pollutants is road traffic, in particular diesel engines. Like many other UK cities, 
Leicester currently exceeds the EU threshold level of 40μg m3 for nitrogen dioxide in a number of 
areas within the administrative area. 

These are predominantly areas where there are large volumes of traffic particularly along radial 
routes into the city and in the city centre. Monitoring shows that levels of pollutants have decreased 
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from 80μg m3 to below 60μg m3 in the past few years but not enough to meet EU thresholds. 
Guidance from DEFRA expects Leicester to be below these EU thresholds by 2020.” 
 
In Oadby & Wigston, the local authority’s Local Plan identifies: “Although the Borough overall has an 
attractive and pleasant environment, there are small areas of derelict and unsightly land which have 
a detrimental effect on the visual amenity of a locality. The Leicestershire County Council has 
published a Leicestershire Derelict Land Strategy within which it has identified derelict sites within 
the Borough totalling 36 ha in area. These range from relatively large areas, such as the Railway 
Triangle in Wigston, to quite small areas. Several derelict sites have an important ecological or 
geological value, while others could be suitable for redevelopment or open space uses. Appropriate 
proposals for individual sites are included elsewhere in the Local Plan. 
 
Where sites are left uncared for and buildings are left vacant, there can be considerable loss 
of visual amenity, particularly when this occurs in or adjoining residential areas or in the town 
centres.”    
 
This may account for their low Natural environment score. 
 
 
Blaby District scores very highly against the Living environment score, being positioned in the top 
8%. The natural beauty and natural environment scores are comparatively low. However, Blaby is 
the most affordable of our districts for housing, which may account for their high living environment 
score. In its ‘Housing Strategy 2015’ Blaby District Council shows a clear focus on affordable housing 
and has put a number of initiatives in place: “Affordability: The tightening of lending criteria by 
many banks and building societies has had a significant impact on the affordability of market 
housing. First Time Buyers are particularly affected as they are more reliant on flexible lending 
criteria and often have insufficient savings for a deposit. There are several Government schemes 
designed to give First Time Buyers a route into home ownership, these include the ‘Help to Buy’ 
schemes and the more recent ‘Starter Homes Exceptions Schemes’ announced by Government in 
March 2015. The Council itself has also been able to assist First Time Buyers through its own Local 
Authority Mortgage Scheme (LAMS) which enabled the Local Authority to work in partnership with 
Lloyds Bank and assist first time buyers to get a foot onto the housing ladder. The scheme was the 
first to be launched in the country and assisted those who could afford mortgage repayments but 
did not have the means to raise the required 20 – 25% deposit. In total the Council assisted well over 
150 first time buyers to obtain a mortgage. More aspiring home owners unable to afford market 
housing have also been helped through a number of intermediate housing options that have been 
negotiated with our Registered Provider partners, the most popular being Shared Ownership.” 
 
Blaby also previously undertook Large Scale Voluntary Transfer (LSVT), the housing stock being 
transferred to their Registered Provider Partner ‘East Midlands Housing Group’ (emh Group). This 
resulted in: “LSVT presented the Council with an opportunity to forge a strong and effective 
partnership with emh Group as well as other Registered Providers operating in Leicestershire, this 
has resulted in the building of over 345 new affordable homes since 2008, a large proportion of 
which have been built and are managed by emh Group who now own over 80% of the affordable 
homes in our District. The following are examples of new schemes that have been enabled since 
2008:  

 Rural Exception sites developed in the villages of Croft, Sapcote, Thurlaston, Elmesthorpe 
and Sharnford resulting in more affordable homes specifically for local people.  
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 A 50 unit Extra Care Facility and 13 associated bungalows built in the town of Blaby.  
 

 The regeneration of a Council owned housing estate in Huncote which resulted in 49 new 
affordable homes.  

 

 All affordable developments in the parishes of Braunstone, Whetstone and Blaby where 
there is a particularly high need for affordable homes.” 

 
  
The following table from Public Health England looks at factors that affect people’s health – some of 
which are due to their living environment. Again, Leicester City fares worst in terms of noise 
pollution, and air pollution, compared to levels in the counties. 
 
However, Rutland has a high incidence of people killed or seriously injured on the roads 
(61.4/100,000 population), which suggests driving on country roads is less safe than on larger, better 
lit city streets and ring roads. The Leicester score is 29.4 and national average is 38.5. 
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Source: Public Health England - fingertips.phe.org.uk 
 
 
Highlights of Vital Issues 
 

 Leicester City fares worst in terms of noise pollution, and air pollution, compared to levels 
in the counties (figure is percentage of population exposed to such noise). 
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 However, Rutland has a high incidence of people killed or seriously injured on the roads 
(61.4/100,000 population), which suggests driving on country roads is less safe than on 
larger, better lit city streets and ring roads. The Leicester score is 29.4 and national 
average is 38.5. 

 
 Leicester city has 10% overcrowded households compared to just 1.3% in Rutland and 

4.8% in England. 
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8. Safety 
 
The key indicator for the theme of safety is the total number of offences per 1,000 resident 
population. Total offences include all types of theft, domestic and non-domestic burglary, robberies, 
criminal damage and arson, drug offences, sexual offences, fraud, weapons offences, public order 
offences and violent offences. Of course, Leicester city has the highest proportion of offences as 
expected due to the nature of city living where residential property sits closely next to pubs, clubs 
and open spaces. Charnwood is also a bit higher than other areas that have smaller towns in them, 
probably due to the size of Loughborough, the county’s second largest town. 
 
Rutland is in the top 15%, with Harborough not far behind, again reflecting areas less widely affected 
by deprivation, and with greater prosperity. 
 

District(2009) Offences: total 
(pop) per 1,000 
(2016) 

Nat. Rank/348 
districts 

% Score 

Leicester City 84.5 48 13.79310345 E 

Charnwood 54.48 181 52.01149425 C 

Blaby 46.95 226 64.94252874 B 

Oadby and Wigston 45.87 231 66.37931034 B 

North West 
Leicestershire 

45.81 232 66.66666667 B 

Hinckley and Bosworth 43.54 246 70.68965517 B 

Melton 37.83 276 79.31034483 B 

Harborough 32.18 293 84.1954023 A 

Leicestershire 58.61  62.2485625 B 

Rutland 28.47 302 86.7 A 

East Midlands 53.64    

England     

England & Wales 62.89 1 is low   

 

Supplementary Information from the Public Health England website shows a range of indicators 
looking at safety including reoffending statistics by council area, which show Leicester City has the 
highest rates in most areas. Again the difference between city and county living is clear and there is 
likely to be a link to fairness/deprivation as the root of some crime. In terms of domestic abuse 
however, there is parity across the three council areas (source: ONS, score per thousand 
population). 
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Source: Public Health England - fingertips.phe.org.uk 
 
Charnwood is the second largest of our districts and also second worst in terms of safety – albeit 
better than the England average. Charnwood Borough Council’s Local Plan 2011-2028 states one of 
the challenges facing Charnwood as: “The fear of crime: Whilst the overall trend shows that crime 
and anti-social behaviour in Charnwood is reducing, there continues to be a fear of crime. 
Charnwood has six areas where the crime levels are significantly higher than the Leicestershire 
average. Five of these locations are in and around Loughborough and one is in Thurmaston North 
West.” This again shows how ward level statistics are obscured by the larger picture hiding problems 
at the most local level. It also shows that safety is worse in a town/city centre – with Loughborough 
being the district’s largest urban area. 
 

If we look at a breakdown of crimes across Leicestershire Police Force area, which covers 
Leicestershire and Rutland, there is an overall downward trend in antisocial behaviour where other 
crimes levels are still prone to fluctuation, and some such as public order offences are on the 
increase. 
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Leicestershire Police Force: UKCrimeStats.com     

 ASB Violent Other 
Theft 

Vehicle Burglary Criminal Damage & 
Arson 

Shoplifting 

Mar-17 1,345 1,662 952 829 776 754 574 

Feb-17 1,085 1,384 736 665 679 652 560 

Jan-17 1,191 1,488 722 787 838 835 612 

Dec-16 1,225 1,477 696 679 642 750 528 

Nov-16 1,301 1,537 693 835 851 813 604 

Oct-16 1,902 1,525 667 862 827 815 503 

Sep-16 1,988 1,384 656 872 711 760 540 

Aug-16 2,165 1,364 765 713 609 832 585 

Jul-16 2,055 1,296 690 548 585 732 535 

Jun-16 1,868 1,265 692 617 525 738 535 

May-
16 

1,708 1,345 691 595 560 847 529 

Apr-16 1,369 1,193 627 659 656 766 561 

 

 Public 
Order 

Bike 
Theft 

Drugs Other Theft 
from 
the 
person 

Weapons Robbery Total  

Mar-17 284 139 138 96 62 57 52 7,720  

Feb-17 221 139 99 111 54 47 49 6,481  

Jan-17 205 146 107 116 41 44 57 7,189  

Dec-16 227 112 121 110 51 42 50 6,710  

Nov-16 224 166 101 133 55 45 57 7,415  

Oct-16 244 206 103 102 65 53 52 7,926  

Sep-16 250 186 85 112 49 45 51 7,689  

Aug-16 237 193 102 102 64 44 47 7,822  

Jul-16 233 139 88 92 41 33 37 7,104  

Jun-16 213 177 90 98 101 31 60 7,010  

May-16 232 157 82 84 113 36 57 7,036  

Apr-16 179 134 90 91 90 28 72 6,515  

Source: Leicestershire Police Force: UKCrimeStats.com 

 

Supplementary crime statistics for Leicester City council area from ukcrimestats.com show that the 
city accounted for 46% of the overall crime in March 17, but 68% of drugs offences, 61% of weapons 
offences, more than half of the figures for robbery, and 49% of violent crime and criminal 
damage/arson in April 2017. However, the city area only accounts for just under 44% of vehicle 
crime or ‘other theft’. 
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Source: www.ukcrimestats.com/Subdivisions/UTA/2564/  

 

Statistics from the Crime Survey of England and Wales show good levels of satisfaction with 
Leicestershire Police Force overall (table below) although this slips when specific questions are asked 
as in table B. 
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Table B. Source: https://leics.police.uk/advice-and-information/how-we-are-doing/crime-survey - 
crime survey - how are Leicestershire police doing? 
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Source: Leicester City Councils Children and Young People’s Joint Strategic Needs Assessment,  
David Thrussell (9 May 2017) 
 
In chapter eight of Leicester City Councils Children and Young People’s Joint Strategic Needs 
Assessment, David Thrussell (9 May 2017) said: “The proportion of young offenders who reoffend 
has remained fairly constant between 2011/12 and 2013/14. This trend is similar to other areas, 
although Leicester has a higher proportion of reoffenders compared with peer comparators, the 
Midlands region and England. Despite this, the review of youth justice plan 2015/16 suggests 
progress has been positive with reoffending rates in young offenders slowly beginning to decrease. 
 
Often these young offenders have poor school attendance and educational achievement and 
communication difficulties. The rate of this in Leicester is similar to other comparators in the 
midlands region and England.” 
 
The Leicestershire Youth Justice 3 year Strategic Plan 2016 – 2019 as referenced above, from 
politics.leics.gov.uk, explains this positive trend: “The 2015/16 Youth Justice Plan outlined the 
performance of the YOS (Youth Offenders Service) against national performance indicators, and also 
highlighted a number of priority areas of work. In relation to performance progress has been 
positive. The Reoffending rate is measured by tracking a cohort of offenders for a full 12 month 
period. First Time Entrants (FTE’s) into the criminal justice system have reduced over the first 2 
quarters of 2015/16 compared to the same period the previous year. The reoffending rate for the 
last cohort to be tracked nationally for a full year period, January to December 2013, showed a slight 
increase in reoffending rates. Finally in relation to custody there has been a very slight increase in 
the amount of young people receiving custody. However it is notable that performance within 
Leicestershire linked to all 3 national indicators compares very favourably to both regional and 
national figures.” 
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Highlight of Vital Issues 
 

 Leicester City is in the bottom 14% of regions nationally against the key indicator of 
offences per thousand population. 

 
 Across Leicestershire Police Force area, the city accounted for 46% of the overall crime in 

March 17, but 68% of drugs offences and 61% of weapons offences. 
 

 Leicester also saw a rate of violent crime offences of 19 per 1,000 population; compared 
with the East Midlands rate of 13.7 and national rate of 17.2/1,000 population. 
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9. Work 
 
The Key indicator for the work theme is the unemployment rate: calculated by the proportion of 
people aged 16-59/64 (men/women) claiming Job Seekers Allowance or National Insurance Credits. 
This data is residence-based. 
 

District(2009) Region Unemp: rate (CC) % (December 
2016) 

Nat. 
Rank/378 
districts 

% Score 

Leicester City East 
Midlands 

1.1 122 32.2751323 D 

Hinckley and Bosworth East 
Midlands 

0.6 249 65.8730159 B 

Oadby and Wigston East 
Midlands 

0.6 249 65.8730159 B 

Melton East 
Midlands 

0.5 291 76.984127 B 

Blaby East 
Midlands 

0.4 314 83.0687831 A 

Charnwood East 
Midlands 

0.4 314 83.0687831 A 

North West 
Leicestershire 

East 
Midlands 

0.4 314 83.0687831 A 

Harborough East 
Midlands 

0.3 358 94.7089947 A 

Leicestershire  0.72  73.115075 B 

Rutland  0.3 358 94.7 A 

East Midlands  1    

England   1 is low   

England & Wales      

Great Britain  1.2    

 
Source: GTPA 
 
In many districts, our area sees a low unemployment rate compared to the East Midlands and GB 
averages. Rutland in particular is in the top 6% for low unemployment but Leicester City is in the 
bottom 40% for unemployment at 1.1% claimant rate. 
 
 
Area 
Name 

Earnin
gs 
(wkpl) 
mean 
2016 

Employme
nt: rate 
Septr 2016 

Employme
nt: rate 
(disabled) 
(March 
2015) 

Employme
nt: rate 
(Long term 
change) 
(Sept 
2006- Sept 
2016) 

Employme
nt: rate 
(female) 
(Sept 
2016) 

Employme
nt: rate 
(male) 
(Sept 
2016) 

NEETs: 
% of 
16-18 
year 
olds 
(2014/
5) 

Employme
nt: rate 
(Short 
term 
change) 
(Sept 
2015-Sept 
2016) 
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Blaby 497.6 82.1 59.26 -5.31 83.4 80.6 3.1 4.99 

Charn 
wood 

475.2 68.7 27.43 -12.93 66.6 70.8 3.1 -5.37 

Har 
boroug
h 

445.2 75.4 54 -0.53 71.7 79.5 3.1 -0.4 

Hinckl
ey and 
Boswt
h 

467 79.9 30.7 0.88 77 82.7 3.1 4.86 

Leicest
er City 

464.8 62.5 28.36 -2.95 56.1 68.7 6.31 -2.5 

Melton 421.2 72.8 26.53 -8.31 70.8 74.9 3.1 -4.08 

North 
West 
Leicest
er 
shire 

502 81.2 47.06 1.37 73.7 88.6 3.1 5.73 

Oadby 
and 
Wigsto
n 

446.5 74.6 55.81 1.22 72 77.2 3.1 -4.24 

Rutlan
d 

448.7 76.4 50 -0.91 73.6 79.3 2.6 -4.5 

Leicest
er 
shire 

470.5 71.96 35.15 -3.3 67.12 75.1 3.35 6622.97 

East 
Mids 

467.9 74.3 36.47 -0.13 69.7 78.9 4.4 0.81 

Englan
d 

            4.3   

Great 
Britain 

532 73.9 33.68 1.93 69 78.8   1.23 

Source: GTPA/Dfe 

Across the whole area the average earnings are lower than the GB average, although some of our 
districts are higher than the average for the East Midlands. Leicester City, Melton and Charnwood all 
have lower than the national average employment rates, and the city sees double the number of 
NEETS, although the percentage rate across our areas seems low perhaps indicating success among 
alternative provision providers. In Leicester City, the percentage of 16 to 18 year olds not in 
employment education or training equates to 1 in 16 and is much higher than the England average 
of approximately 1 in 23. 
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However, the proportion of the resident working age population who are in employment in Blaby 
and North West Leicestershire is very high, with the areas ranking in the top 20% of districts 
nationally. In Blaby 82.1% and in North West Leicestershire 81.2% of the resident working age 
population are in employment, compared with 71.96% in Leicestershire and 73.9% nationally.  

Unemployment at Ward Level – Leicester City  

The table below shows how the Leicester city unemployment rate breaks down at ward level. The 
areas with highest unemployment rate also have the highest scores against the IMD deprivation 
scale for income and employment. 

Area Name IMD: 
Income 
score 
(2015)  
ENGLAND 
0.17 

IMD: 
Employment 
score (2015 
ENGLAND 
0.14) 

Unemp: rate 
(CC) (November 
2015) 
GB  1.2 

Abbey 0.27 0.2 2.3 

Aylestone 0.16 0.13 1.9 

Beaumont Leys 0.26 0.19 2.6 

Belgrave 0.25 0.18 2 

Braunstone Park and Rowley 
Fields 

0.3 0.22 2.8 

Castle 0.09 0.08 1.6 

Charnwood 0.3 0.21 2.6 

Coleman 0.24 0.17 2.5 

Evington 0.15 0.13 1.4 

Eyres Monsell 0.31 0.23 2.4 

Fosse 0.18 0.12 1.6 

Freemen 0.3 0.22 3.1 

Humberstone and Hamilton 0.19 0.13 1.6 

Knighton 0.08 0.08 1.1 

Latimer 0.26 0.16 1.4 

New Parks 0.34 0.24 3 

Rushey Mead 0.17 0.13 1.3 

Spinney Hills 0.29 0.19 2.7 

Stoneygate 0.21 0.15 2.3 

Thurncourt 0.22 0.16 2.1 

Westcotes 0.17 0.1 2 

Western Park 0.11 0.1 1.7 

Source: GTPA 

If we look at North West Leicestershire, which scored an A overall for the key indicator, by ward, we 
can see much lower rates of unemployment and deprivation apart from in Greenhill ward which 
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seems to be noticeably harder hit against all three indicators below. Again, even though the overall 
picture may be good, there are hidden problems in specific local communities. North West 
Leicestershire has a jobs density of 1, meaning there is one job per member of the working age 
population in the district.  

 

Area Name IMD: Income score (2015) 
ENGLAND 0.17 

IMD: Employment 
score (2015) 
ENGLAND 0.14 

Unemp: rate (CC) 
(November 2015) GB 
1.2 

Appleby 0.05 0.05 0.4 

Ashby Castle 0.03 0.04 0.2 

Ashby Holywell 0.1 0.08 0.9 

Ashby Ivanhoe 0.11 0.1 0.6 

Bardon 0.07 0.05 0.4 

Breedon 0.07 0.06 0.2 

Castle Donington 0.09 0.09 0.6 

Coalville 0.13 0.12 1.5 

Greenhill 0.24 0.19 2.2 

Hugglescote 0.1 0.09 0.5 

Ibstock and Heather 0.11 0.11 0.8 

Kegworth and 
Whatton 

0.06 0.06 0.6 

Measham 0.13 0.1 0.7 

Moira 0.12 0.11 0.7 

Oakthorpe and 
Donisthorpe 

0.1 0.1 0.4 

Ravenstone and 
Packington 

0.08 0.08 0.7 

Snibston 0.11 0.1 1 

Thringstone 0.12 0.11 1 

Valley 0.07 0.09 0.4 

Whitwick 0.09 0.09 0.8 

 Higher scores are more 
deprived 

 

Source: GTPA 

According to an article in the Guardian based on ONS data, people in Leicester on average have a 
disposable income of £5,000 below the national average (Guardian, 25 May 2016- figures from 
ONS): “People in Leicester had disposable incomes of £12,071 on average in 2014, after taxes, social 
contributions and benefits were taken into account, according to regional figures from the Office for 
National Statistics. This is more than £5,000 below the UK average of £17,965…. Leicester has been 
near the bottom of the table for years. John Hood, acting director of the Equality Trust, pointed to 
higher than average unemployment and rates of low paid jobs, and a higher than average proportion 
of people claiming benefits, including in-work benefits.” 

https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/regionalaccounts/grossdisposablehouseholdincome/bulletins/regionalgrossdisposablehouseholdincomegdhi/2014
https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/regionalaccounts/grossdisposablehouseholdincome/bulletins/regionalgrossdisposablehouseholdincomegdhi/2014
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Statistics on the make-up of the labour market show a high proportion of workers in the city in 
manual jobs (groups 8 to 9) and a low proportion in managerial (groups 1 to 3) when compared to 
the Midlands and National averages. This supports the idea that more people are in lower paid jobs. 

Employment by occupation (Apr 2016-Mar 2017) 

  Leicester Leicester East 

Midlands 

Great 

Britain 

(Numbers) (%) (%) (%) 

Soc 2010 Major Group 1-3 48,300 33 41.1 45.5 

1 Managers, Directors And 

Senior Officials 
14,200 9.5 10 10.7 

2 Professional Occupations 21,000 14.1 17.4 20.4 

3 Associate Professional & 

Technical 
13,100 8.8 13.6 14.2 

Soc 2010 Major Group 4-5 22,500 15.4 21 20.7 

4 Administrative & Secretarial 10,900 7.3 9.7 10.2 

5 Skilled Trades Occupations 11,600 7.8 11.2 10.4 

Soc 2010 Major Group 6-7 25,000 17.1 16.5 16.7 

6 Caring, Leisure And Other 

Service Occupations 
16,400 11 9.5 9.1 

7 Sales And Customer Service 

Occs 
8,600 5.7 7 7.5 

Soc 2010 Major Group 8-9 50,500 34.5 21.4 17.1 

8 Process Plant & Machine 

Operatives 
24,500 16.5 8.6 6.3 

9 Elementary Occupations 25,900 17.4 12.7 10.7 

Source: ONS annual population survey 

Notes:   Numbers and % are for those of 16+ 

  % is a proportion of all persons in employment 

 

Highlights of Vital Issues 

 In Leicester City, the percentage of 16 to 18 year olds not in employment education or 
training equates to 1 in 16 and is much higher than the England average of approximately 
1 in 23. 
 

 Unemployment and income deprivation figures at ward level for Leicester city show some 
areas have levels more than twice the GB average – notably Freemen and New Parks with 
Braunstone Park and Rowley Fields and Spinney Hills wards not far behind. 
 

 Charnwood Borough has seen a drop in the Employment rate long term change from 
September 2006 - September 2016 of -12.93% and Melton District of -8.31%. 
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10. Strong Communities  
 
The key indicator for this theme is the Crime score: defined as: “This indicator provides an index of 
the total number of offences per 1,000 resident population. Total offences include theft from 
vehicles; dwelling burglary; robberies and violent offences. The index is to the GB average, providing 
a figure which is relative to the national trend.” 

 

  Offences per 
000 

Ran
k 

in bottom % Score 

Leicester City 136.09 48 13.7931034 E 

Charnwood 87.74 181 52.0114943 C 

Blaby 75.62 226 64.9425287 B 

Oadby and Wigston 73.87 231 66.3793103 B 

North West Leicestershire 73.78 232 66.6666667 B 

Hinckley and Bosworth 70.13 246 70.6896552 B 

Melton 60.93 276 79.3103448 B 

Harborough 51.82 293 84.1954023 A 

Rutland 45.84 302 86.7816092 A 

Leicestershire 98.5  62.2485625 B 

East Midlands 86.68    

England     

England & Wales 100    

Source: GTPA 

Most districts have a score of A or B which compares favourably against the national average, but 
there is a marked contrast to Leicester City which scores an E and is in the bottom 14% in terms of 
crimes per thousand population. 

However, in their ‘Working Together to Build Great Communities Draft Leicestershire Communities 
Strategy, 2017-21’, Leicestershire County Council highlight how various initiatives are becoming 
embedded locally which are helping develop strong communities:  

“Achievements to date…The Council and its partners in the public, private and voluntary sectors 
have already helped to develop and support a number of successful community-based initiatives. 
The Communities Strategy has been at the forefront of this change and some of the achievements so 
far include:  

Supporting communities to take over the management of more than 30 local libraries and develop 
these into community hubs by providing a package of support including a dedicated Relationship 
Manager from the Council’s Communities Team, tapered funding and a tailored programme of 
workshops delivered by Voluntary Action Leicestershire. 
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Providing volunteering guidance and training, developing volunteering opportunities and raising the 
profile of what community volunteers can achieve. Bringing key networks together to resolve 
challenges and provide a platform for Volunteer Managers to champion their roles. 

A refocused SHIRE Community Grants programme, which has funded over 300 community projects 
that support those most in need.  

Supporting community buildings to sustain and expand their role as community hubs where people 
can meet, socialise and support each other and from where community services and activities are 
provided. 

Empowering Town and Parish Councils to develop capacity and engagement to help improve the 
areas and the lives of local people. By providing opportunities for meaningful dialogue between the 
Council and the Leicestershire and Rutland Association of Local Councils (LRALC). 

Continuing to invest in organisations such as Voluntary Action Leicestershire and CASE to provide 
direct support and assistance to voluntary and community sector groups and social enterprises with 
a more targeted approach.” 

The strength of our communities could account for factors such as the reduction in racist incidents 
across Leicestershire over the past few years: 

 

 

 

Table 3.01  Racist incidents1 recorded by the police by police 
force area in England and Wales, 2009/10 to 2015/16 

     

  2009/
10 

2010
/11 

2011
/12 

2012
/13 

2013
/14 

2014
/15 

201
5/1

6 

Change 
2014/15 to 

2015/16 

   

Police force 
area 

              Number Percen
tage 

(%) 

 

           

Derbyshire 839 972 660 562 665 672 694 22 3  

Leicestershire 1,534 1,342 1,213 1,361 1,035 1,024 742 -282 -28  

Lincolnshire 274 277 279 385 219 243 253 10 4  

Northampton
shire 

926 801 908 868 867 938 1,1
01 

163 17  

Nottinghamsh
ire 

1,457 1,256 1,113 1,047 1,200 1,242 1,1
40 

-102 -8  

East Midlands 5,030 4,648 4,173 4,223 3,986 4,119 3,9
30 

-189 -5  
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Source: Home Office/gov.uk 

The hate crime statistics have been on a downward trend as well, although they remain high by 
regional standards, suggesting this is still a significant barrier when looking at strong communities: 

 

Table 2.01: Hate crimes recorded by the police1,2 in England and 
Wales by police force area, 2015/16 

  

        

Numbers             England and 
Wales, 

recorded 
crime 

Police force 
area 

Monitored 
hate crime 

strand 

        Total 
number of 
motivating 

factors 

Total number of 
offences 

  Race Religion Sexual 
orientation 

Disability Transgender     

        

Derbyshire 461 13 47 21 5 547 537 

Leicestershi
re 

614 83 85 31 11 824 772 

Lincolnshire 211 25 37 36 19 328 299 

Northampt
onshire 

419 21 58 46 8 552 551 

Nottingham
shire 

699 70 84 71 0 924 911 

East 
Midlands 

2,404 212 311 205 43 3,175 3,070 

2014/15        

Derbyshire 413 6 49 18 3 489 469 

Leicestershi
re 

807 61 85 60 9 1,022 982 

Lincolnshire 158 18 26 23 2 227 217 

Northampt
onshire 

409 15 41 63 6 534 534 

Nottingham
shire 

690 28 67 55 2 842 823 

East 
Midlands 

2,477 128 268 219 22 3,114 3,025 

2013/14        

Derbyshire 400 10 56 45 7 518 511 

Leicestershi
re 

750 63 76 49 11 949 918 

Lincolnshire 199 11 26 14 6 256 249 
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Northampt
onshire4 

370 9 42 37 2 460 460 

Nottingham
shire 

513 17 50 23 0 603 593 

East 
Midlands 

2,232 110 250 168 26 2,786 2,731 

2011/12        

Derbyshire 440 1 54 12 0  507 

Leicestershi
re 

880 77 103 97 5  1,162 

Lincolnshire 205 19 23 5 12  264 

Northampt
onshire5 

456 6 49 50 3  564 

Nottingham
shire 

542 18 78 42 0  680 

 

Source: Home Office/gov.uk 

Leicester University’s “The Leicester Hate Crime Project” Neil Chakraborti, Jon Garland & Stevie-
Jade Hardy, September 2016 puts context onto what these figures mean to local people. When 
researching  ‘’Who are the victims” they found:  

“21% felt that they had been targeted because of their dress and appearance. Additionally, 17% of 
respondents cited their religion; 14% their gender; 10% their age; 9% their learning disability; 8% 
their physical disability; and 7% their sexual orientation.  

• A small but significant proportion (13%) of the survey sample ticked ‘Other’ when asked why they 
felt they had been victimised. Within this category many aspects of ‘difference’ were identified, 
including a distinctive or strong accent; a lack of religion; body shape or weight; education status; 
homelessness; immigration status; and social status. 

• Black and Asian people were more likely than respondents overall to say that their race had been a 
reason for why they were targeted (85% of Black and 54% of Asian respondents said this, compared 
with 35% overall). 

• Women were more likely than men to say that their dress and appearance had been prime factors 
in their victimisation (39% of women cite this compared with 27% of men). Younger respondents 
were also more likely to refer to the relevance of their dress and appearance (40% of 16 to 24 year 
olds did this compared with 34% overall). 

• Muslim respondents were more likely than others to cite their religion as a reason (76% compared 
with 29% overall). The experiences of some of the more marginalised victim groups – such as asylum 
seekers and refugees, European Roma and the homeless – and of those targeted on the basis of 
visual identity markers such as age, gender, larger body shape or alternative subcultural status – 
bore all the hallmarks of more recognised hate crimes in terms of their nature, impact and selection 
of the victim. When you’re young, at first it upsets you … You think, “What have I done? Why are you 
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doing that to me, I haven’t done anything wrong?” When you get older you understand more and 
you live with it, you toughen up against it. Female English Gypsy I’ve had verbal comments but I can 
deal with verbal; it’s when it becomes physical. If you can spit at me what else can you do? Male Big 
Issue seller 8 

• The findings revealed that victims had often been targeted on the basis of more than one aspect of 
their identity or lifestyle, with 50% referring to more than one reason: for example, race and their 
religion; their mental ill-health and their physical or learning disability; or their subcultural status 
(e.g. goth, emo or punk) and their dress and appearance. 

• Respondents who had been targeted for more than one reason were more likely than those 
targeted for one reason alone to say the incident had had a very significant impact on their quality of 
life. A similar pattern was apparent with regard to victims’ concern about hate crime. 

• Religious markers such as the veil and the turban, and support aids such as walking sticks and 
guide dogs, were seen to increase the likelihood of victims being targeted on the basis of their 
association with a particular community. 

• Large numbers of victims mentioned that being perceived as being vulnerable by the perpetrator 
played a significant role in why they felt they had been targeted. 

Locally, projects such as ‘Stamp it out’ (http://www.stamp-it-out.co.uk/) aim to reduce hate crime 
and charity ‘victim support’ provide help to those who are victims of hate crime. Leicester LGBT 
Centre is hosting a Hate Crime Awareness session as part of Hate Crime Awareness Week this 
October. 

Another indicator of a cohesive community is voter turnout. The table below shows turnout to the 
ballot for the UK General Election in 2015. Against a national average of 66.91%, seven out of ten 
wards in Leicestershire and Rutland saw higher than average turnout with three below: Leicester 
East, South and West – notably city wards suffering highest deprivation. 

Voter turnout:  Electoral Commission UKPGE Turnout  

Constituency Name 2015 Electorate  Total 
number of 

valid 
votes 

counted 

Valid 
vote 

turnout 
(all valid 

votes) 

Total vote turnout 
(inc postal votes 

rejected and votes  
rejected at count) 

Voter turnout     

Bosworth 79,738 53,582 67.2 67.2 

Charnwood 77,269 52,261 67.6 67.6 

Harborough 77,760 52,471 67.5 67.5 

Leicester East 75,430 48,068 63.7 63.7 

Leicester South 73,518 45,942 62.5 62.5 

Leicester West 63,204 34,522 54.6 54.6 
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Loughborough 75,217 52,020 69.2 69.2 

North West Leicestershire 72,193 51,548 71.4 71.4 

Rutland and Melton 79,693 54,603 68.5 68.5 

South Leicestershire 76,851 53,926 70.2 70.2 

Leicestershire    66.24 

Source: Electoral Commission UKPGE Turnout 
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The zoomed in map here shows the wards in the three city constituencies – some of these are the 
most deprived, in particular areas of Leicester West which only saw 54.6% voter turnout. This 
suggests a level of disenfranchisement among the voters in the most deprived wards.  

For local council elections at unitary authority council level, there does seem to be a correlation 
between voter turnout and level of deprivation.  

Authority Ward Name Electorate  
Total participation turnout (inc postal votes 

rejected and votes  rejected at count) 

Leicester Abbey 12,655 54.25 

Leicester Aylestone 8,492 61.34 

Leicester Beaumont Leys 12,340 52.71 

Leicester Belgrave 13,263 69.46 

Leicester 
Braunstone Park 
& Rowley Fields 13,362 49.08 

Leicester Castle 10,354 58.87 
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Leicester Evington 12,545 64.66 

Leicester Eyres Monsell 8,080 47.25 

Leicester Fosse 8,902 50.04 

Leicester 
Humberstone & 
Hamilton 12,753 60.10 

Leicester Knighton 12,700 69.21 

Leicester North Evington 13,668 66.10 

Leicester Rushey Mead 13,170 67.80 

Leicester Saffron 7,513 47.96 

Leicester Spinney Hills 9,103 67.99 

Leicester Stoneygate 13,173 63.84 

Leicester Thurncourt 8,048 60.52 

Leicester Troon 8,938 60.02 

Leicester Westcotes 8,371 51.00 

Leicester Western 13,637 52.97 

Leicester Wycliffe 9,149 70.69 

Source: The Electoral Commission English Local council elections Electoral Data 

Against the Index of Multiple Deprivation 2015 Deprivation Score where 100 is the GB score, Abbey 
ward scores 228.21; Braunstone Park scores 259.24 and Eyres Monsell scores 251.57. 
 

Authority Ward 
Name 

Electorate  Total participation turnout (inc 
postal votes rejected and votes  

rejected at count) 

IMD: Deprivation 
score (GB=100) 
(2015) 

Leicester Abbey 12,655 54.25 228.21 

Leicester Aylestone 8,492 61.34 135.76 

Leicester Beaumont 
Leys 

12,340 52.71 197.47 

Leicester Belgrave 13,263 69.46 177.72 

Leicester Braunstone 
Park & 
Rowley 
Fields 

13,362 49.08 259.24 

Leicester Castle 10,354 58.87 144.87 

Leicester Evington 12,545 64.66 99.44 

Leicester Eyres 
Monsell 

8,080 47.25 251.57 

Leicester Fosse 8,902 50.04 157.05 

Leicester Humber 
stone & 
Hamilton 

12,753 60.1 128.52 

Leicester Knighton 12,700 69.21 66.88 

Leicester North 
Evington 

13,668 66.1  
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Leicester Rushey 
Mead 

13,170 67.8 122.54 

Leicester Saffron 7,513 47.96  

Leicester Spinney 
Hills 

9,103 67.99 201.17 

Leicester Stoneygate 13,173 63.84 152.5 

Leicester Thurncourt 8,048 60.52 153.49 

Leicester Troon 8,938 60.02  

Leicester Westcotes 8,371 51  

Leicester Western 13,637 52.97  

Leicester Wycliffe 9,149 70.69  

 

In the “Working Together to Build Great Communities Draft Leicestershire Communities Strategy, 
2017-21’, Leicestershire County Council concludes: “Leicester is made up of vibrant and active 
communities, who have a history of working together in partnership with others, to make a positive 
difference.” 

Highlights of Vital Issues 

 Leicester city’s crime score is 36% higher than the national average for GB of 100. 
 

 Against the Index of Multiple Deprivation 2015 Deprivation Score where 100 is the GB 
score, Leicester City’s Abbey ward scores 228.21; Braunstone Park scores 259.24 and Eyres 
Monsell scores 251.57. 

 

 Some of Leicester City’s most deprived wards saw much lower voter turnout than the 
national average of 66.91 – notably Braunstone Park & Rowley Fields – IMD Score 
259.24/voter turnout 49.08% and Eyres Monsell – IMD score 251.57/voter turnout 47.25%. 
 

 

Conclusion 
 
Leicestershire and Rutland are diverse counties with a variety of issues associated with city and rural 
life. Our Vital Signs report looks as how local charitable groups are helping to address some of the 
needs identified in this report, and how they are helped in that by the many funds and foundations 
that sit on the community foundation platform. 
 
For more information please contact us at 0116 262 4916. 


