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Introduction

This data pack has been commissioned by Healthy London Partnership (HLP) 

Children and Young Peopleôs (CYP) programme to support SPGs in preparation for 

the drafting of their Sustainability and Transformation Plans in relation to CYP. It is 

intended that the data pack will be extended and adapted following feedback from 

users. A second version will be made available by September 2016. It is intended that  

data will be refreshed annually together with included items.  

This first version has a number of general data items describing the population of 

CYP in each CCG and STP and some of the population health behaviours. In 

addition, it contains specific data around HLP CYP key programme areas. Each data 

section is preceded by an explanatory paragraph which gives context to the data 

items and programme deliverables.  

Where appropriate, CCG level data are displayed alongside those from i) the value 

for the whole STP; ii) comparator CCGs as per the commissioning for value packs 

(CFV); and averages for iii) London and iv) England. We have RAG rated each CCGs 

performance compared to England average where available confidence intervals 

allow.
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METHODOLOGY

All of the measures are sourced from published data with the exception of the ñSurgeryòand ñGeneral Healthòsections where all but two 
of the indicators have been derived from raw HES data supplied by the HSCIC. 

No statistical calculations have been applied other than averages and rates per head of population. Confidence intervals have been 
used from publically available data. None of the indicators are directly or indirectly standardised. (ie rates are crude rate s only).

All definitions are given in the technical appendix. Definitions for all indicators come from reputable publically available sources and are 
referenced in this separate document.

Some of the source data is at CCG level, some at Local Authority level. A separate list of CFV peers was used for LA data.

Summary page

The RAG ratingused is based on whether a CCG is significantly different from the England average. Eg If a high value is seen as ñbadò 
then a CCG is shown as red if the lower CI is above the England average. This is a similar method to the PHE published Outcom es 
Framework tool.

The indicator relating to the percentage of looked after children assessed has been assessed as "Green" at 100% and "Red" at belo w 95%

Commissioning for value peers are different for all CCGs. The STP-wide value is an aggregation of each CCGs 10 peer CCGs. It is 
possible (and likely) that a CCG could be part of more than one peer group.

The asthma audit data are available for London only, so England and CFV peers are not available.

Statistical notes

All averages are means, not medians.

Aggregations for STP, London and England have been done by summing the numerators and denominators for all the member 
organisations.

Some indicators have small numbers suppressed where appropriate. This might cause inaccuracies when aggregating up the data.

Extreme caution should be exercised when drawing conclusions from differences in crude rates. This of special relevance to the 
"Surgical" and General Health" sections. Further versions of this pack may address this by applying more statistical tests to the data

Page 4



INTERPRETING CHARTS

the value for thecfv peer ten closest CCGs or LAs 
(depending on the indicator). This peer is different for 
each CCG.

The CCG value. In this case West London. They havea lower 
value than the cfv peer , STP, London and England averages.

This chart shows the difference between the CCG and itspeers 
for the last four periods.
The latest period shows a value of 121. This is the variance 
between the CCG value (130) and its cfv peer (251).
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Support for Place -based Planning 

ñPlace based planningò is well described within ñDelivering the five year forward view: 
NHS planning guidance 2016/17 to 2010/21ò. This model delivers place-based ósystems of 
careô in which NHS organisations collaborate with other local NHS organisations and 
services to address the challenges and improve the health of the populations they serve.
Organisations work together to govern the common resources available for improving 
health and care in their area. Major changes to the role of commissioners are needed to 
support the development of systems of care.

Place based care is based on system leadership and a shared vision developed with and 
based on the needs of local populations. A key aim of the CYP programme is to develop 
such population based health networks linking commissioners, providers and service 
users from across health and social care. A key element of this will be a consistent CYP 
data set which can be used for planning purposes at SPG and CCG level. This is the first 
iteration of such a data set. The intention is to receive and respond to feedback on the 
data set and develop it further for publication by September 2016. 

In aò system of careò approach, commissioners will focus on defining and measuring 
outcomes, putting in place budgets covering the whole of a populationôs care, and using 
long-term contracts with providers linked to the delivery of these outcomes. Delegates on 
the CYP commissioning development and leadership programme will be supported to 
commence thinking on how planning on this basis can be enabled within each STP area. 
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CCG AND STP AREA

Barnet
Camden
Enfield
Haringey

Barking & Dagenham
City and Hackney
Havering
Newham
Redbridge
Tower Hamlets
Waltham Forest

Brent
Central London
Ealing
Hammersmith and 
Fulham
Harrow
Hillingdon
Hounslow
West London

Bexley
Bromley
Greenwich
Lambeth
Lewisham
Southwark

Croydon
Kingston
Merton
Richmond
Sutton
Wandsworth
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Indicator year Barnet Camden Enfield Haringey Islington STP London CFV England

Population detailed age breakdown (% under age 1y) 2014 1.4% 1.1% 1.5% 1.5% 1.2% 1.4% 1.5% 1.4% 1.2%

Population detailed age breakdown (% age 1-4y) 2014 5.9% 4.9% 6.2% 5.5% 4.7% 5.6% 5.9% 5.8% 5.1%

Population detailed age breakdown (% age 5-9y) 2014 6.8% 5.4% 7.4% 6.3% 4.9% 6.3% 6.4% 6.4% 6.0%

Population detailed age breakdown (% age 10-14y) 2014 5.8% 4.8% 6.2% 5.6% 4.2% 5.5% 5.4% 5.4% 5.5%

Population detailed age breakdown (% age 15-18y) 2014 4.6% 3.5% 5.2% 4.5% 3.5% 4.4% 4.4% 4.4% 4.7%

Population detailed age breakdown (% age 19-24y) 2014 7.0% 11.1% 7.4% 7.5% 11.3% 8.5% 7.8% 8.7% 7.9%

% White British (under 18 yrs) 2011 56.9% 49.7% 49.7% 47.7% 49.1% 51.3% 46.6% 49.7% 78.5%

% Mixed multiple (under 18 yrs) 2011 10.1% 13.1% 10.9% 13.9% 14.9% 12.1% 10.5% 10.7% 5.2%

% Asian British (under 18 yrs) 2011 16.3% 17.9% 10.5% 8.2% 8.9% 12.5% 19.8% 15.2% 10.0%

% Black African/Caribbean (under 18 yrs) 2011 10.9% 15.4% 23.3% 25.2% 22.9% 19.1% 19.1% 20.7% 5.0%

% Other (under 18 yrs) 2011 5.7% 3.8% 5.6% 5.0% 4.2% 5.1% 4.0% 3.7% 1.3%

Deprivation (% of children living in poverty) 2013 15.8% 27.6% 25.5% 24.4% 32.4% 23.7% 21.8% 23.5% 18.6%

Autism spectrum disorder (% of school pupils) 2013 1.0% 0.6% 1.0% 1.3% 0.5% 1.0% 0.9% 1.0% 0.9%

Learning disabilities prevalence (rate per '000, school age) 2014-15 16.9 15.8 21.2 26.8 40.1 22.4 24.9 27.0 32.4

estimated asthma popln (based on national prevalence rates) 2014 8798 4414 8200 5977 3910

estimated diabetes popln (based on national prevalence rates) 2014 147 74 137 100 65

estimated LTC popn (based on national prevalence rates) 2014 13197 6622 12300 8965 5864

neo-natal mortality (<28 days) crude rate per 1,000 live births 2014 1.0 2.2 1.5 2.0 2.4 1.7 2.1 2.4 2.8

Infant mortality rate (<1 yr) 2012-2014 2.2 2.9 4.0 3.0 2.6 3.0 3.6 3.9 4.0

Transport injury mortality (0-15 years) per 100,000 population 2012 - 14 12.0 6.9 12.9 18.9 19.3 15.1 14.9 16.7 20.7

Asthma admissions per 100,000  (<18y) 2014/15 135.5 169.9 219.1 170.6 296.1 166.5 206.9 211.2 207.1

Asthma admissions per 100,000  (age 3-18y) 2014/15 157.1 229.4 253.0 218.1 352.3 228.2 262.5 273.4 243.2

% children with asthma that have asthma plans 2015 54% 50% 48% 46% 51% 50% 47% 47% 47%

%  CYP with asthma (5-18) who made a request for an emergency inhaler prescription 2015 21% 25% 30% 26% 31% 26% 25% 26% 25%

% CYP with asthma assessed for inhaler technique 2015 64% 67% 69% 67% 68% 67% 67% 66% 67%

% CYP with asthma having flu vaccination 2015 31% 32% 34% 30% 40% 33% 33% 33% 33%

Smoking prevalence (%) amongst children (age 15) 2014/15 4.7% 7.1% 3.5% 6.5% 9.4% 5.8% 6.3% 6.4% 8.1%

Flu vaccinations age 2-4 all groups Sep 15 to Jan 16 27% 29% 24% 26% 20% 25% 26% 28% 34%

Flu vaccinations age 2-4 in at risk groups Sep 15 to Jan 16 43% 42% 39% 36% 38% 40% 41% 44% 49%

Estimated asthma population (15-18 years) based on national prevalence rates 2014 6045 2989 5683 4095 2592

Tier 4 admissions per 100,000 population 2012 73.9 79.3 79.3 75.3 76.7 76.7 76.3 76.9 78.3

self harm hospital admissions age 10-24 per 100,000 population 2010/11 - 12/13 226.9 143.0 156.2 191.7 248.6 184.5 204.8 210.7 347.0

Warwick Edinburgh Mental Wellbeing scores 2014/15 48.7 47.9 48.4 48.0 48.0 48.3 47.8 47.7 47.6

% school pupils with social,emotional, MH needs 2014 2.3% 2.0% 2.7% 2.2% 2.9% 2.4% 2.1% 2.2% 2.0%

Emotional wellbeing of looked after children: % assessed 2014 99.0% 86.0% 90.0% 64.0% 71.0% 77.5% 79.2% 72.9% 70.1%

Emotional wellbeing of looked after children: % considered "of concern" 2012/13 31.0% 37.0% 32.0% 39.0% 44.0% 34.2% 35.2% 36.1% 36.3%

% of children (<5 yrs) with tooth decay 2012 25.0% 36.3% 43.9% 38.0% 30.4% 34.7% 28.2% 26.6% 30.4%

Rate of hospital admission for dental caries 2012/13 - 14/15 205.4 441.3 422.9 613.4 481.5 407.3 551.3 515.8 321.7

Admission for torsion of testis procedure per 100,000 pop (0-18) 2014/15 4.5 2.3 3.7 3.3 5.1 3.8 5.1 5.9 6.4

Admission for appendectomy per 100,000  population (0-18) 2014/15 80.7 54.4 81.7 78.6 63.9 74.8 77.8 86.5 94.8

Tonsillectomy operations per 100,000 population aged 0-18 2014/15 133.0 108.7 219.5 133.8 135.6 152.7 134.4 144.7 164.2

All admissions (under 18) per 1000 population 2014/15 127.6 102.4 162.2 157.7 137.2 140.1 122.4 126.5 132.1

Emergency admissions (under 18) per 1000 population 2014/15 51.6 41.4 75.2 68.5 62.9 61.0 54.2 60.9 69.1

All Emergency infant  admissions (<1 yr) per 1000 population 2014/15 232.7 173.4 489.6 383.9 233.6 319.9 216.6 263.3 330.9

% of A&E attenders (under 18) admitted via A&E 2014/15 9.2% 10.3% 13.9% 15.4% 13.9% 12.4% 12.7% 13.6% 12.5%

% of A&E attenders (infants <1yr) admitted via A&E 2014/15 15.9% 12.5% 36.5% 33.3% 18.3% 25.0% 18.7% 22.4% 22.7%

Emergency Infant (<1 yr) average length of stay 2014/15 1.1 1.9 0.8 1.2 1.6 1.1 1.6 1.4 1.4

A&E attendances (infants <1yr) per 1000 population 2014/15 1053.7 965.0 1180.5 1051.6 989.8 1063.8 990.1 899.3 718.6

A&E attendances (age 1-4) per 1000 population 2014/15 692.7 510.9 767.2 663.6 589.0 666.1 602.2 563.3 496.7

A&E attendances (age 5-17) per 1000 population 2014/15 400.4 315.9 422.5 373.3 361.3 384.6 344.3 335.1 316.2

A&E attendances (age 1-18) per 1000 population 2014/15 478.7 375.4 510.4 452.0 429.0 461.2 417.1 400.7 364.2

A&E attendances (age 19-25) per 1000 population 2014/15 634.0 433.7 609.2 670.8 445.9 554.2 524.8 479.5 430.8
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Demography 

This section gives a visual representation of the population density of CYP within 
each STP area. This is shown as both a  count of these CYP and as a % of the whole 
population. Data are then provided in tabular form giving the numbers of CYP in each 
CCG for under 18 years and under 25 years. A comparator table puts this in the 
context of the STP, commissioning for value and national averages. 

An age profile of each CCG and STP is shown in a radar plot illustrating the 
percentage of population in each child age band. 

The top 5 ethnic groups amongst CYP in each CCG  are described in this section, 
together with graphical representation of the percentages of these groups in each 
CCG. 

Levels of deprivation and autistic spectrum disorder are described in this section 
against the comparators previously described. 

The numbers of CYP with asthma and diabetes in each CCG has been calculated 
based on population and national agreed rates of prevalence of both diseases.
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DEMOGRAPHY - MAPS
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