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Birming ha m Weekly COVI D-1 9 StatiStiCS Author: Dr Justin Varney (Department of Public Health)

Weekly Report: 30t January to 5th February 2022 Source: UKHSA data accessed 01/02/22: NHS T&T: NHS NIMS

Rate of testing Pillar 2 PCR & LFD total weekly tests:

it (per 100k persons; Pillar 2, 86,799
(Positive tests) (per 100k persons) . PCFI; & LFD) Positive tests % (PCR only)

In the 7 days up to 5t February, New cases Rate of cases
new cases decreased, along with

the overall case rate. The % of

positive PCR tests and the testing This week This week This week This week
rates using PCR and LFD have also

decreased.

All adults are encouraged to do 8,962 785.8

regular home testing using the

rapid Lateral Flow Tests. The test

kits are available at community
pharmacies and council collection
points across the city, or you can
also order online for home delivery
directly from the government for

free by post.

In hospitals across the city,

Last week Last week

Last week Last week

10,048 881.0

admissions ranged between 53 Cases by Specimen Date & Pilar Number of cases since December 2021
and 89 new cases a day in the Pillar 1: Cases in hospital or GP
week ending 5t February (total = Pillar 2: Cases in the community

508), a decrease of 5% when aK
compared to last week's
admissions of between 57 and 96
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week in Birmingham 2

ee gham, a 35% Dec 2021 Jan 2022 Feb 2022
decrease compared to 26 deaths Specimen Date

reported in the previous week. Pillar ®PILLAR 1 @ PILLAR 2

Count


https://maps.test-and-trace.nhs.uk/
https://www.gov.uk/order-coronavirus-rapid-lateral-flow-tests

Birmingham Weekly COVID-19 Statistics

Weekly Report 30t to 5th February 2022

This week, the total number of cases identified in Birmingham was
8,962 cases, compared to 10,048 cases reported in the previous week,
a decrease of 11%.

The 10 wards with the highest case rates (cases per 100,000 population)
this week are:
* Bournville & Cotteridge (1149.2)
* Frankley Great Park (955.9)
* Bournbrook & Selly Park (917.2)
* Rubery & Rednal (862.4)
» Sutton Four Oaks (845.1)
» Sutton Trinity (798)
» Sutton Wylde Green (795.1)
¢ Northfield (790.2)
* King's Norton North (790.1)
 Stirchley (789.7)

Compared to previous week, cases decreased in all age groups this
week. The largest decrease was 47% in the 0-19 age group, followed by
decreases of 32% in 40-59s, 25% in 20-39s, 19% in 80+, and 18% in 60-
79s.

Cases decreased in all ethnic groups this week. The largest decrease
was 42% in the Asian ethnic group, followed by decreases of 34% in the
Mixed/Other ethnic group, 33% in the White ethnic group, and 28% in
the Black ethnic group.
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Case number change in Birmingam
(ward level)

Change in weekly cases compared to the previous week
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Comparision of seven-day tatal cases from 29 Jan to 05 Feb by ward level covering Birmingham.

Birmingham Case Rates (Pillar 1 & Pillar 2)
30th January to 5th February 2022
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Birmingham Weekly COVID-19 Statistics

Weekly Comparison Reports of previous w/e 29th January, and current w/e 5th February 2022

Electoral Ward Name No. Positive |No. Positive| [Electoral Ward Name No. Positive |No. Positive| [Electoral Ward Name No. Positive |No. Positive
cases per cases per cases per cases per cases per cases per
100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
(current (previous (current (previous (current (previous
week) week) week) week) week) week)
Bournville & Cotteridge 1149.2 1461.6 Kingstanding 700.3 968.9 Perry Common 497.7 776.1
Frankley Great Park 955.9 1339.9 Harborne 685.0 922.8 Stockland Green 491.1 767.5
Bournbrook & Selly Park 917.2 597.0 Hall Green North 661.3 1002.8 Lozells 483.9 792.8
Rubery & Rednal 862.4 1198.3 Quinton 655.5 963.7 Erdington 476.8 992.1
Sutton Four Oaks 845.1 812.2 Billesley 648.5 1146.2 Bordesley Green 468.2 569.6
Sutton Trinity 798.0 1143.1 Hall Green South 643.7 1316.7 Holyhead 464.9 609.2
Sutton Wylde Green 795.1 1450.0 Sutton Roughley 641.7 789.2 Gravelly Hill 462.1 745.0
Northfield 790.2 1294.0 King's Norton South 617.8 940.2 Balsall Heath West 4411 780.3
King's Norton North 790.1 1099.3 Glebe Farm & Tile Cross 602.6 924.6 Small Heath 438.1 671.8
Stirchley 789.7 1339.5 Highter's Heath 584.7 968.4 Ladywood 431.7 695.4
Sutton Reddicap 788.2 828.6 Moseley 580.7 990.8 Bromford & Hodge Hill 428.7 679.6
Bartley Green 785.0 992.2 Sheldon 580.1 915.9 Sparkhill 403.5 737.4
Allens Cross 773.9 1203.9 Shard End 572.1 737.9 Druids Heath & Monyhull 403.1 1209.3
Weoley & Selly Oak 769.5 1045.1 South Yardley 568.7 853.0 Nechells 395.7 401.7
Yardley East 741.7 966.1 Perry Barr 567.1 848.2 Newtown 393.6 380.7
Sutton Vesey 738.0 1050.6 Castle Vale 559.7 1036.5 Heartlands 386.5 676.4
Garretts Green 724.1 1206.8 Ward End 547.9 942.4 Soho & Jewellery Quarter 373.3 583.1
Sutton Mere Green 724.0 1499.1 Handsworth Wood 538.8 783.8 Bordesley & Highgate 368.2 540.0
Pype Hayes 723.3 1117.9 Acocks Green 534.4 922.7 Alum Rock 355.0 642.7
Sutton Walmley & Minworth  |721.3 797.3 Yardley West & Stechford 531.6 901.5 Aston 351.4 535.5
Brandwood & King's Heath  |708.1 1383.8 Oscott 502.2 909.9 Birchfield 351.1 758.1
Edgbaston 705.5 682.9 Tyseley & Hay Mills 502.1 876.7 Sparkbrook & Balsall Heath 312.0 721.4
East
Longbridge & West Heath 704.3 9441 North Edgbaston 500.9 790.1 Handsworth 287.2 741.8
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Uptake in Birmingham Residents - COVID-19 1st, 2nd and Booster Doses

NIMS Data (Extracted 08/02/2022)

Vaccine 1st, 2nd and Booster % Uptake among Birmingham Residents
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Uptake of 15, 2nd and booster
doses remain consistently lower
amongst under-50s compared to
over-50s.

|dentified vulnerable groups
including over-65s, clinically
extremely vulnerable and COVID
at-risk cohorts show good uptake
of 1st and 2nd doses, with booster
uptake between 50% and 65%.

Booster uptake in NHS and social
care workers is lower compared
to the uptake of 1stand 2nd doses.
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COVID-19 Vaccine Uptake 1st Dose aged 12+
(wards with less than 60% uptake)
NIMS Data (Extracted 08/02/2022)

Wards with under 60% uptake
of vaccine - 1st Dose

Total Uptake 12+ Total Uptake 16+ Total Uptake 12-49 Total Uptake 50+

First Dose

Newtown
57.7% - 59.9%

% S Holyhead 49.6%

- 53.8% - 56.4% Nechells 51.5%

B 516%-537% Soho & Jewellery Quarter 53.0% 54.8% 48.6% 67.7%

Bl 49.5% - 515% Bordesley & Highgate 53.3% 55.8% 48.5% 72.6%

[ Bnam _Constituencies Birchfield 53.4% 55.5% 47.0% 69.6%
Alum Rock 53.6% 57.2% 47.3% 74.5%
Ladywood 53.7% 54.8% 50.3% 69.6%
Bordesley Green 55.0% 57.9% 49.0% 72.5%
Ward End 55.8% 59.8% 48.5% 78.0%
Balsall Heath West 56.1% 58.8% 47.9% 77.7%
Handsworth 56.3% 58.2% 50.3% 71.4%
Sparkbrook & Balsall Heath East 56.3% 59.3% 50.4% 74.4%
Edgbaston 56.4% 56.6% 48.0% 82.9%
Bournbrook & Selly Park 57.3% 57.5% 52.9% 85.8%
North Edgbaston 57.3% 58.9% 51.1% 73.6%
Aston 57.3% 59.7% 51.8% 73.7%
Heartlands 57.6% 61.4% 50.9% 78.2%
Sparkhill 58.8% 61.6% 52.1% 78.0%

: , Small Heath 59.2% 62.5% 52.8% 78.6%
Sparkhil Gravelly Hill 59.7% 61.8% 49.9% 79.7%

Lozells 59.9% 62.0% 55.4% 73.9%

The less than 60% uptake of the first dose still appear to be concentrated in the
centre of Birmingham.

Produced by Birmingham Public Health Division (2021)
@ Crown copyright and database rights 2021 Ordnance Suwvey 100021326,

The table highlights the wards with less than 60% uptake.

*Under 50s are aged 12-49 years old



COVID-19 Vaccine Uptake 2nd Dose, aged 12+
(wards with less than 60% uptake )

Total Uptake 12-

Total Uptake 12+ Total Uptake 16+ 49

Total Uptake 50+

NIMS Data (Extracted 08/02/2022) Newtown 41.8% 44.9%

Wards with under 60% uptake Holyhead ekl CitE s
of vaccine - 2nd Dose Nechells 45.2% 48.8% 37.8% 72.0%
e Alum Rock 45.3% 49.9% 37.5% 71.1%
|:| 55.5% - 59% Birchfield 46.3% 49.7% 38.0% 67.0%
[ ]521%-554% Bordesley & Highgate 46.5% 50.0% 40.8% 69.7%
[ 48.3% - 52% Bordesley Green 46.8% 51.1% 39.2% 69.9%
I 43.2% - 48.2% Ward End 47.0% 52.2% 38.0% 74.7%
El ‘;‘8% i 43'17" _ Soho & Jewellery Quarter 47.4% 50.0% 42.3% 64.7%

ACGOICHEeS Sparkbrook & Balsall Heath

East 48.2% 52.4% 40.7% 71.2%
Handsworth 48.7% 52.2% 40.8% 69.0%
Heartlands 48.8% 54.3% 40.4% 75.2%
Aston 49.2% 53.1% 42.0% 70.9%
Balsall Heath West 49.7% 53.5% 40.3% 74.8%
Ladywood 50.0% 51.5% 46.4% 67.5%
Bromfor o Sparkhill 50.5% 54.7% 42.1% 74.8%
Hodge Hill Small Heath 51.0% 55.8% 42.7% 76.1%
North Edgbaston 51.5% 54.2% 43.9% 71.8%
Lozells 52.0% 55.6% 45.9% 70.8%
Edgbaston 53.1% 54.5% 44.1% 81.7%
Gravelly Hill 53.4% 56.5% 41.9% 77.2%
Bournbrook & Selly Park 54.8% 55.7% 50.3% 84.8%
Tyseley & Hay Mills 55.1% 59.5% 45.0% 79.3%
Stockland Green 55.4% 58.6% 43.3% 79.7%
Yardley West & Stechford 58.1% 63.1% 47.3% 83.0%
Glebe Farm & Tile Cross 58.4% 62.9% 45.7% 83.9%
Bromford & Hodge Hill 58.6% 63.8% 46.1% 85.3%
Garretts Green 59.0% 63.2% 46.9% 83.5%

As with 15t dose, areas with less than 60% uptake of the 2nd
dose still appear to be concentrated in the centre of
Birmingham.

Produced by Birmingham Public Health Division (2021)
© Crown copyright and database rights 2021 Ordnance Survey 100021326.

The table highlights the wards with less than 60% uptake.

* Under 50s are aged 12-49 years old



COVI D'1 9 Va CCine U pta ke Booster Dose, aged 1 2+ Total Uptake 12+ Total Uptake 16+  Total Uptake 12-49  Total Uptake 50+

o
(wards with less than 60% uptake) Pl Rock
Ward End 18.7% 20.9%
NIMS Data (Extracted 08/02/2022)
Sparkbrook & Balsall Heath East| 19.4% 21.3%
Wards with under 60% uptake Bordesley Green 20.5% 22.5%
of vaccine - Booster Dose Sparkhill 21.7% 23.7%
Small Heath 21.9% 24.2%
Booster Dose Aston 22.3% 24.3%
[ ]51.6%-569% Birchfield 223% 24.2%
[]43.5%-51.5% Heartlands 22.7% 25.3%
- 96.3% - 43.4% Lozells 23.0% 25.2%
Nechells 23.1% 25.1% 15.3% 51.8%
- 26.4% - 36.2% Bordesley & Highgate 23.5% 25.4% 17.4% 48.1%
I 16.3% - 26.3% Holyhead 23.8% 25.8% 14.6% 47.9%
] Bham_Constituencies Balsall Heath West 24.2% 26.2% 14.6% 49.6%
Handsworth 26.3% 28.4% 16.7% 50.8%
Soho & Jewellery Quarter 27.8% 29.4% 21.8% 48.0%
Tyseley & Hay Mills 30.8% 33.6% 17.6% 62.3%
North Edgbaston 31.0% 32.8% 21.2% 56.6%
Yardley West & Stechford 32.4% 35.5% 17.6% 66.4%
Bromford & Hodge Hill 32.5% 35.6% 16.7% 66.0%
Ladywood 32.8% 33.9% 28.1% 55.4%
Gravelly Hill 33.2% 35.4% 18.9% 62.5%
Stockland Green 33.9% 36.4% 18.8% 64.6%
Glebe Farm & Tile Cross 34.8% 37.8% 18.0% 68.2%
Garretts Green 36.2% 39.5% 19.9% 69.3%
Handsworth Wood 38.8% 41.3% 22.9% 67.1%
Hall Green North 40.0% 43.4% 24.5% 71.5%
Perry Barr 40.2% 42.8% 21.8% 71.0%
Edgbaston 40.3% 42.0% 29.5% 75.0%
Bournbrook & Selly Park 40.5% 41.5% 35.2% 76.6%
/Acocks Green 40.6% 43.7% 24.1% 71.1%
Kingstanding 41.2% 44.5% 22.8% 71.5%
Perry Common 43.4% 46.6% 24.5% 73.5%
VT Weoley & Selly Oak 46.3% 49.7% 29.8% 76.3%
Shard End 46.5% 49.8% 26.1% 78.5%
Yardley East 46.7% 49.9% 24.8% 77.1%
Weoley & Castle Vale 47.7% 51.3% 26.4% 79.2%
Bartley Selly Gak King's Norton South 47.7% 51.5% 29.5% 76.6%
Green Sid Billesley 47.8% 51.3% 29.8% 75.9%
Stii'chley/& King‘ﬁ“ S South Yardley 48.1% 51.5% 29.6% 76.9%
Heath ¥ Bartley Green 48.7% 52.1% 29.4% 78.0%
*SJ!E;': ) — Moseley 48.8% 51.7% 34.4% 72.2%
King's Y ot o Pype Hayes 49.1% 52.6% 30.5% 76.8%
Mortan Manyhull ., Heath Oscott 49.3% 52.5% 29.2% 78.1%
* _ Ng th Erdington 49.5% 52.3% 30.9% 77.5%
Rubery & Logg’aglgge Eg&i Produced by Birmingham Public Health Division (2021) Frankley Great Park 49.6% 23.6% 31.9% 78.8%
Rednal Heath Shuth © Crown copyright and database rights 2021 Ordnance Survey 100021326 Druids Heath & Monyhull 50167 S E20% WIS
Allens Cross 51.5% 55.3% 33.5% 79.7%
Harborne 53.1% 56.1% 40.9% 78.4%
. . . 0, 0,
With the exception of the Northern/more affluent areas, less than 60% booster uptake is ~ F e L —_— s —
widespread in other parts of Birmingham. Highter's Heath 53.7% 57.1% 33.6% 80.7%
. . . . .. . Quinton 54.5% 57.9% 37.2% 79.8%
» Uptake in Bournville & Cotteridge (60.6%) and Northfield (63.0%) is just marginally Stirchley 56.0% 59.2% 23.8% 78.2% *Under 50s are
. . . . . T i} 0y 0 -
higher than its surrounding areas in the South with less than 60% uptake. e e teath so% o5 oo 2o aged 1247 years
Longbridge & West Heath 56.9% 60.3% 37.0% 83.0%
WHall Craon CAanith 7 Qo/ ~1 Qo/ 277 Qo/ QA N0/
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