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fBirmingham suffers from high vels of deprivation, wi t h
43% of the population |iving LSOAs in the 10% most

deprived in Engl and, and 51 o f hm re ms)
l'iving in the 10% most depr.i ec! are Ij ngﬁa
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Deprivation in the West Midl almadpul ati on i n Most Deprived A
There are relatively high |l evels of Idfepwe vaedooknatctloespit dgoWeisdn M fd |l tamea sl
area. On the rank of average score mpatheel®%rmostghdelpriisvetdhenedtgthbmas hoo
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1 Birmingha 7 41 % +1. %
2 [Sandwel | 12 20 % -1 -3 %
3 Wol ver ham 24 21 % +7 -5 %
4 Wal sall 25 26 % -8 +6 %
5 |ICoventry 78 14% + 24 -4 %
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Deprivation in the Core Citi#&aspl: Local Authorities
10% most Deprived

Deprivation tends to be more concentrated in urban areas, 3
Engli sh cor e cities ar e amongst t he top 10 mo st deprived
authorities in England. On the rank of average score measure
i s he mo st deprived cor e city and i s joined i n t he top
Manchester and Birmingham. Bristol is the | east deprived
However, ranked at 65t h it i s stil |l i n he top 25% of
authority areas nationally.
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