
 
 

COMPARING IMD 2015 WITH IMD 2010 
 
Since the early versions of the IMD were published, it was evident that users 
wanted to compare the latest version with previous versions. With that in 
mind, the method used to create the IMD has remained broadly the same 
since it was first published in the year 2000. IMD 2015, in particular, was 
designed to maintain consistency with IMD 2010, and only a few changes 
have been made to the indicators that are used to build the index. This makes 
it possible to compare IMD 2015 with IMD 2010. 
 
Changes can only be described in relative terms, for example, the extent to 
which an area has changed rank or decile of deprivation. It would not 
necessarily be correct to state that the level of deprivation in an area had 
improved or worsened on some absolute scale. For example, it may be the 
case that all areas improve, but that one area improves more slowly than 
other areas and so is ‘overtaken’ by those areas. 
 
Relative Change in Gateshead 
 
The relative change in deprivation rank for Gateshead is shown in the table 
below. The end column (in green) shows that Gateshead’s IMD overall rank 
and the ranks for all of its domains improved from 2010 to 2015 relative to 
other local authorities. The degree of change is different across the domains 
with lower relative improvement in the health and disability, income, and 
employment domains compared to the rest. However, as described above, 
this does not necessarily mean that there has been an improvement in the 
absolute level of deprivation. 
 

IMD Domain and Weight 
(contribution to overall index) 

IMD 2010 
Rank* 

IMD 2015 
Rank 

Difference 

IMD Overall 43 73 +30 

Income 
(22.5%) 

42 53 +11 

Employment 
(22.5%) 

29 39 +10 

Education, Skills and Training 
(13.5%) 

59 91 +32 

Health and Disability 
(13.5%) 

17 23 +6 

Crime 
(9.3%) 

163 196 +33 

Barriers to Housing and 
Services 

(9.3%) 

164 250 +86 

Living Environment 
(9.3%) 

239 304 +65 

*IMD 2010 domain ranks created from a crude average of scores for each domain 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Absolute Change in Gateshead 
 
To see where Gateshead has improved or worsened since the last IMD, it is helpful to 
compare the available indicators that were used in its construction. Where possible these 
indicators are shown below. As a general rule, data used in IMD 2010 and 2015 is 
predominantly from 2008 and 2012 respectively. 
 
(Note: These provide an indication of the direction of travel only. In some cases the indicators and the dates used for the 
comparison may be slightly different to those used in the IMD. For example, the ‘Years of Potential Life Lost’ indicator used in 
IMD is an average from 2008 to 2012, but the indicator shown here is from 2010 to 2012. Another example is the IMD indicator 
showing the number of ‘Income Support Families’, for which we only have access to the number of individuals c laiming income 
support.) 

 
Income Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Adults 
and 
children 
in: 

Income Support families 4.7% 2.7% -2.0% 

Income-based Jobseeker’s Allowance 
families 

2.0% 3.3% +1.3% 

Income-based Employment and 
Support Allowance families 

0.3% 1.4% +1.0% 

Pension Credit (Guarantee) families 2.3% 2.5% +0.2% 

Working Tax Credit and Child Tax 
Credit families not already counted 

1.1% 0.6% -0.5% 

Asylum seekers in England in receipt of 
subsistence support, accommodation support, or 
both 

 No data  

 
 
Employment Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Women 
aged 18-
59 and 
men 
aged 18-
64 who 
are: 

Claimants of JSA (both contribution-
based and income-based) 

2.4% 4.0% +1.6% 

Claimants of ESA (both contribution-
based and income-based) 

1.7% 5.0% +3.3% 

Claimants of Incapacity Benefit 10.0% 3.6% -6.5% 

Claimants of SDA 0.7% 0.5% -0.2% 

Claimants of Carer’s Allowance 1.7% 2.1% +0.3% 

 
 
Education, Skills and Training Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Key Stage 2 attainment 28.0% 28.4% +0.4% 

Key Stage 4 attainment  No data  

Secondary school absence 6.2% 6.0% -0.2% 

Staying on in education post 16  No data  

Entry to higher education  No data  

Adult skills 50.9% 36.0% -14.9% 

English language proficiency  No data  

 
 
 
 



Health and Disability Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Years of potential life lost 2959 2920 -39 

Comparative illness and disability ratio 4.2% 4.0% -0.2% 

Acute morbidity 13.3% 13.0% -0.3% 

Mood and anxiety disorders 18.2% 15.9% -2.3% 

 
 
Crime Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Violence 7.3 5.2 -2.0 

Burglary 16.3 4.8 -11.6 

Theft 14.5 11.1 -3.5 

Criminal damage 12.4 5.9 -6.6 

 
 
Barriers to Housing and Services Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Road 
distance 
to: 

Post office  No data  

Primary school  No data  

General store or supermarket  No data  

GP surgery  No data  

Household overcrowding 6.1% 6.2% 0.0% 

Homelessness 5.3 2.1 -3.2 

Housing affordability  No data  

 
 
Living Environment Domain 

 
IMD 2010 

(2008) 
IMD 2015 

(2012) 
Difference 

Housing in poor condition  No data  

Houses without central heating 4.0% 1.3% -2.7% 

Air quality  No data  

Road traffic accidents 49.2 38.7 -10.5 

 
 
The tables above suggest that the absolute level of deprivation may well have improved since 
the previous IMD. There are many positive changes (in green) to the indicators across all 
domains. However, of note are the negative changes (in red) to indicators in the Income and 
Employment domains. These relate to claimants of JSA, ESA, pension credit and carers 
allowance. (Note: the negative change in the number of ESA claimants is an artificial change 
as many recipients were moved from claiming incapacity benefit to claiming ESA during the 
period covered by IMD 2010 and 2015)  
 
Summary 
 
The IMD 2015 shows improvement overall and across all domains relative to other local 
authorities. However, an examination of the indicators used to construct the index suggests 
there may still be a worsening of deprivation in some aspects of the Income and Employment 
domains – namely around JSA, ESA, pension credit and carers allowance. 


