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INTRODUCTION

INTRODUCTION

Overview

This report shows a comparison between the Gosport Sustainability Profile
(previously known as Local Development Framework (LDF) baseline) data indicators
at July 2008 and the most recent Sustainability Profile published in July 2009. It
gives the Board the most up-to-date picture of Gosport, showing the direction of
travel for quality of life issues and also how Gosport is performing when compared to
other areas. It is intended for the Board to use this report to review the quality of life
issues for Gosport to ensure that the Sustainable Community Strategy’s Vision is still
robust and to refine the high-focus priorities within its action plan as necessary.

The report contains a data indicator table for twenty-one themes:

Geographical Area

Population and Households
Transport and Accessibility
Community Activity and Neighbourhoods
Crime and Disorder

Poverty and Deprivation

Health and Well-being

Housing

Education and Skills

10 Employment

11 Economy

12 Town and Local Centres

13 Leisure and Culture

14 Open Space, Coast and Harbour
15 Biodiversity and Geology

16 Quality of the Built Environment
17 Air Quality

OCONOOOAPRWN -

18 Use of Energy Resources
19 Use of Land Resources
20 Water Management

21 Waste Management

The indicator table summarises the data found in Gosport’s Sustainability Profile July
2009. This full report can be found at www.gosportpartnership.co.uk.

This document is the second data report for the Gosport Partnership. It is envisaged
that in time the datasets available will improve, especially with regard to the national
indicator set, and that in future versions more benchmarking information will be
available.

The Board should also be aware that these indicators were chosen for the
Sustainability Profile, not specifically for the LSP — therefore even although some
issues may be highlighted as red, they may not be high priority for the LSP.



INTRODUCTION

Sustainability Profile I ndicators

For each theme, there are a set of indicators. The indicator table lists these
indicators with direction of travel and performance standards to give the Board a
visual picture of how the Borough is performing for each of these issues. The table
also lists a Page Reference which refers to the Gosport Sustainability Profile 2009.

Direction of travel

This is based on a comparison between the Gosport Sustainability Profile data July
2008 and the most recent data July 2009. The symbols below are used throughout
the report to show which issues are improving and which are worsening.

Improved since July 2008 Sustainability Profile data

Stayed the same as July 2008 Sustainability Profile data

New data not available yet, therefore no change

Worsened since July 2008 Sustainability Profile data

Polarity unknown (arrows denote whether data has gone up or
down)

New Unable to provide direction of travel as indicator did not exist in July
indicator 2008 Sustainability Profile

New data | Unable to provide direction of travel as a new data source has been
source used, therefore no direct comparison can be made

Performance Standard

Where possible, a comparison at either a Hampshire' (H) or national (N) level is
shown to benchmark Gosport’s performance. Unfortunately sometimes the datasets
do not exist or are not uniform enough to give this comparison. The symbols below
have been used throughout the report wherever sufficient data exists to show how
Gosport performs against others.

Within the best quartile (best 25%)

Within the middle quartiles

Within the bottom quartile (bottom 25%)

Polarity Unable to make judgement as the polarity of the data is unknown
unknown

Where data has not been sufficient to allow comparisons, the following terms have
been used:

No comparisons This denotes that there is no comparative data at all

No quartile This denotes that there is not sufficient data to categorise into

comparisons quartiles but some comparative information is included in the
full Sustainability Profile

! Unless otherwise stated, the Hampshire comparison is against the other ten districts,
excluding the two cities.



INDICATORS — GEOGRAPHICAL AREA, POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLDS,

TRANSPORT AND ACCESSIBILITY

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H | N
1. GEOGRAPHICAL AREA
1.1 | Land area and land uses 2530 hectares 0 No comparisons 4
26% - open
space
21% - MoD
10% -
conservation
2. POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLDS
2.1. | Total population 76,415 0 No quartile 5
comparisons
2.2. | Population projections +1.8% " No quartile 5
comparisons
2.3. | Population density 32 p/hect No quartile 6
- comparisons
2.4. | Population structure 1/5 over 60 0 No quartile 7
1/5 under 60 comparisons
2.5. | Ethnicity of population 2.9% (non- - No quartile 9
white) comparisons
2.6. | Children speaking English as 1.6% " No quartile 9
additional language comparisons
2.7. | Total households and dwellings 35,974 - No quartile 9
comparisons
2.8. | Household composition n/a 0 No quartile 10
comparisons
2.9. | Marital status 52.3% married L
9.9% divorced
2.10.| Dependency ratios 65.2 No quartile
comparisons
3. TRANSPORT AND ACCESSIBILITY
3.1. | Perceptions of transport in Top issue 0 No comparisons 13
Gosport residents
3.2. | Main mode of travel to work 52.4 % car
3.3. | Traffic flow on major roads +3.2% No comparisons
3.4. | Commuting flows - out 41%
3.5. | Distance travelled to work 11.7km
3.6. | Congestion (National Indicator 22 mins
167 — average travel to work
time)
3.7. | Journeys per square kilometre 1070
3.8. | Car ownership in Gosport 75.4% " No quartile 18
comparisons
3.9. | Access to public transport Poor — no rail 0 No quartile 18
comparisons




INDICATORS — TRANSPORT AND ACCESSIBILITY

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H N
3.10.| Cycle rates in Gosport 0 No quartile 20
Broom Way +23.4% comparisons
Haslar Road -4.9%
Rowner Road +3.6%
South Street (East and Waterfront) +10%
Walpole Road (East and +9%
Westbound)
3.11.| Gosport Ferry usage 3.6 million 0 No comparisons 20
3.12.| Accessibility: Percentage of new 0 No comparisons 20
residential completions within 30
minutes to a range of services
by public transport and walking
Primary school 100%
Secondary school 100%
Further education college 100%
Hospital 0%
Doctor 100%
Employment centre 65%
Principal or district shopping centre 100%
Food supermarket 100%
3.13.| Accessibility: Percentage of 0% " No comparisons 20
population that are within 20
minutes travel time (urban -
walking; rural - driving) of a
range of 3 different sports facility
types (at least one of which has
achieved a quality mark)
3.1. | Casualty rates
Pedestrian — 0-15 yrs old 12
Pedestrian — 16-59 yrs old
Pedestrian — 60 yrs plus
Vehicle — child passenger
Vehicle — drivers aged 17-24 41
Vehicle — driver ages 60 plus 11
Pedal cyclist 52
Motorcycle/moped 55
Road casualty rate — people -12.5 New
killed or seriously injured (NI 47) indicator
Children killed or seriously 0 New
injured in road traffic accidents indicator
(NI 48)
3.15.| % of people very or fairly 40.3% New %% 24
satisfied with local transport indicator
information
3.16.| % of people very of fairly 45.3% New %% 24
satisfied with local bus services indicator




INDICATORS — COMMUNITY ACTIVITY AND NEIGHBOURHOODS, CRIME AND

DISORDER
No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H | N
4, COMMUNITY ACTIVITY AND NEIGHBOURHOODS
41. | % who agree that their local 75.4% %% 25
area is a place where people
from local backgrounds get on
well together (NI 1)
4.2. | % of residents who feel that they 49.3% New
belong to their immediate indicator
neighbourhood (NI 2)
4.3. | % of residents who have been 11.9% New
involved in decisions which indicator
affect the local area in the past
12 months (NI 3)
4.4. | % of residents who agree that 19.8% New
they can influence decisions in indicator
their local area (NI 4)
4.5. | % of people who would like to 27.2% New
be more involved in local indicator
decision making
4.6. | % of residents who are satisfied 71.1%
with their local area as a place
to live (NI 5)
4.7. | Participation in regular 19.7% New
volunteering (NI 6) indicator
4.8. | Election turnout
National 60.5% L No quartile 26
comparisons
Local 36.65% No quartile 26
comparisons
4.9. | % of people aged 65 and over 83.1% New
who are satisfied with home and indicator
neighbourhood (NI 138)
5. CRIME AND DISORDER
5.1. | Crime statistics — overall crime 124.15
score (offences per 1000
population)
5.2. | % increase in young offenders -8.33% New
entering the system indicator
5.3. | % who think that anti-social 23.6% New
behaviour is a problem in their indicator
area (NI 17)
54. | % who agree that the police 22% New
and other local public services indicator
are successfully dealing with
anti-social behaviour and crime
in their local area (NI 21)
5.5. | % who agree that in their local 18.4% New
area parents take enough indicator

responsibility for the behaviour

of their children (NI 22)




INDICATORS — CRIME AND DISORDER, POVERTY AND DEPRIVATION, HEALTH AND

WELLBEING
No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
56. | % who agree that the police 19.7% New
and other local public services indicator
seek people's views about anti-
social behaviour and crime in
their local area (NI 27)
57. | % who feel informed about 14.4% New
what to do in the event of a indicator
large-scale emergency (NI 37)
58. | % who think that drunk and 36.4% New
rowdy behaviour is a problem in indicator
their local area (NI 41)
5.9. | % who think that drug use or 33.6% New
drug dealing is a problem in indicator
their local area (NI 42)
5.10. | Indices of Crime Deprivation 0.22 0
6. POVERTY AND DEPRIVATION
6.1. Proportion of children in families 17,380 u
receiving child benefit
6.2. | Percentage of population of 9.16% New
working age who are claiming indicator
out of work benefits (NI 152)
6.3. | Percentage of households in 21% " No quartile 33
fuel poverty comparisons
6.4. | Indices of Multiple Deprivation 82.5 0 %% 33
6.5. | Income deprivation 181.2 L %% 36
7. HEALTH AND WELLBEING
7.1. | Health deprivation and disability -0.23 0 %% 39
7.2. | Healthy life expectancy at age 65
Female (NI 137f) | +14.84 years n %% 41
Male (NI 137m) +12.83 " % 41
7.3. | Mortality rates
All age all cause — per 100,000 546.64 |
population (NI 120) :
All circulatory diseases at ages 90.23 New
under 75 — per 100,000 population indicator
(N1 121)
Female mortality from all cancers at 115.13 #
ages under 75 - per 100,000
population (NI 122a)
Male mortality from all cancers at 132.31 |

ages under 75- per 100,000

population (NI 122b)




INDICATORS — HEALTH AND WELLBEING

No Indicator Current data Direction Performanc e Page
of travel standard ref
H | N
7.8. | General fertility rates (live births 64.6 0 Polarity unknown 43
per 1000 women aged 15-44)
7.9. | Low birth weight (no of live and 8.1
stillborn infants with birth weight
under 25009 per 100)
7.10. | Infant mortality rates: Deaths up 5.6
to 1 year per 1,000 live births
7.11. | Under 18 conception rates (per 52.5
1000)
7.12. | Binge drinking adults 16.2%
7.13. | Healthy eating 27.1%
7.14. | Drug misuse (per 1000 aged 15- 6.3 No quartile
64) comparisons
7.15. | Mental health (per 1000 working 22.6 44
age population claiming
incapacity benefit for mental
illness)
7.16. | Suicide and injury of 6.82 New
undetermined intent mortality indicator
rate
7.17. | Limiting long-term illness 31.9% " No quartile 44
(households with one or more comparisons
person)
7.18. | % of Gosport adults who are 27.4% L & %% 45
smokers
7.19. | Quit smoking success rate 50.2% New & 45
indicator
7.20. | Obesity rates
Overweight school-entry age 28.5% " 45
children
Obese children 11% L -
Obese adults 23.8% "
7.24. | Adult participation in sport and 12.9% New data
active recreation source
7.25. | Children and young people 90% New
participation in PE and sport indicator
7.26. | Hospital admissions for injuries 1348 New
from falls in people aged 65 and indicator
over
7.27. | Hip fractures admission rate in 580 New
over 65s indicator
7.28. | % of people who say their health 75% L
is good or very good (NI 119)
7.29. | Perception of local health 4th top issue 0 No comparisons 47
services to be improved




INDICATORS — HEALTH AND WELLBEING, HOUSING

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
N
7.30. | Average number of decayed, 1.5 47
missing, filled teeth (DMFT) in
five year olds
7.31. | Looked-after children 37 per 1000 L % % 47
8. HOUSING
8.1. | Dwelling types within Gosport 12.3% " Polarity unknown 49
detached
27.4% semi
38.5%
terraced
21.3% flats
8.2. | Housing tenure within Gosport 27.3% owned " ) ) 49
outright
44.3% owned
mortgage
11.7% rent
from LA
5.7% rent
privately
8.3. | Households on the Housing 8.1% " 0% V) 50
Register
8.4. | % Non decent council homes 22.7% L %% 50
(NI 158)
8.5. | Average property price £146,461 Polarity unknown 50
8.6. | Average property price 4.23 %% 51
compared against average
earnings ratio
8.7. | Net housing completions in 277 0 No comparisons 52
Gosport
8.8. | Number of affordable homes 85 L %% 52
delivered (gross) NI 155
8.9. | Number of households on 9.3% New 53
waiting lists (% of all indicator
households)
8.10. | Property Sales 1080
8.11. | Number of Unauthorised Gypsy 0
& Traveller Encampments
8.12. | Homelessness (per 1000 2.5 No quartile

households)

comparisons




INDICATORS — EDUCATION AND SKILLS

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H N
9. EDUCATION AND SKILLS
9.1. | Pre-school and Early Years — no 2.53 L No comparisons 55
of children per available day
care places
9.2. | Number of Local Education| 27 primary, 3 00 No comparisons 56
Authority schools secondary, 4
special units
9.3. | Current and predicted number of school pupils and school capacit
Primary school places | 5,988 surplus ir No comparisons 56
13%
Secondary school places | 4638 surplus — No comparisons 56
8%
9.6. | Post -16 provision — full-time 75% " No quartile 56
education and training retention comparisons
rate
9.7. | % of Year 11 leavers destined to 3.92% New No quartile 57
be NEET (not in education, indicator comparisons
employment or training)
9.8. | Achievement of 5 or more A*-C 55.1% No quartile 57
grades at GCSE incl. English comparisons
and Maths (NI 75)
9.9. | Secondary school persistent 9.16% No quartile 58
absence rate (NI 87) comparisons
9.10. | Permanent exclusions from 1490 | 58
school (NI 114) !
9.11. | Working age population 72.2% New %% 59
qualified to at least Level 2 (NI indicator
163)
9.12. | Working age population 45.4% New %% 59
qualified to at least Level 3 (NI indicator
164)
9.13. | Working age population 28.1% New No quartile 59
qualified to at least Level 4 (NI indicator comparisons
165)
9.14. | Take-up of 14-19 learning 929 No comparisons
diplomas (NI 90)
9.15. | Proportion of adults with poor 25.1% poor
literacy and numeracy literacy, 25.7%
poor numeracy
9.16. | Adult Participation in taught 27.6%
learning
9.17. | Indices of Education Deprivation 27.59

10




INDICATORS - EMPLOYMENT

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H | N
10. EMPLOYMENT
10.1. | Gender and age 49.6% male " No quartile 62
characteristics — 50.4% female comparisons
economically active
population
10.2. | Overall employment rate (NI 81.1% New %
151) indicator
10.3. | Economic activity and 86.4% active
inactivity rate 13.6% inactive
10.4. | Working age people on out 9.6% New
of work benefits (NI 152) indicator
10.5. | Unemployment rates 3.1% 65
10.6. | Jobcentre Plus vacancies- 9.2 New
no of JSA claimants per indicator
unfilled jobcentre vacancy
10.7. | Employment deprivation 0.07 0 %%
10.8. | Employment by occupation — Associate No quartile 68
top 3 professional/tec Comparisons
hnical,
admin/secretaria
| personal
service,
10.9. | Employment by sector — top Public admin, Polarity unknown
3 Distribution/hote
Is/restaurants,
Finance/IT
10.10.| Job Density 0.52
10.11.| Workplace self-containment 71%
- % jobs filled by local
residents
10.12.| Average earnings of £10.75 per
employees in the area (NI hour
166)
10.13.| Working from home 6.9%

11



INDICATORS — ECONOMY, TOWN AND LOCAL CENTRES

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H N
11. ECONOMY
11.1. | VAT registered businesses 1495 No quartile 71
comparison
11.2. | Business density (no of 22.93
business registered for VAT
per 1000 population)
11.3. | Business Size 9.54
11.4. | Enterprise: VAT registrations 48.3 New
per 10,000 adults — NI 171 indicator
11.5. | Gross Value Added (GVA) £15,154 "
per person
11.1. | Prime rents and yields for industrial and office property
Industrial | £73.35m2, 7% 0 No quartile 73
comparisons
Office £129.1m2 0 No quartile 73
7.25% comparisons
11.8. | Commercial and industrial | Office: 6.4% L No quartile 73
land and floorspace Factory: 38.4% comparisons
Warehouse
28.7%
Retail: 21.1%
Other bulk:
5.3%
11.9. | Jobs in the tourism sector 6.3% _I
12. TOWN AND LOCAL CENTRES
12.1. | Perceptions of retail facilities 74.2% " 78
(got better or stayed the
same)
12.2. | Ground floor uses Principal Main use - 0 No comparisons 79
and District Centres retail
12.3. | % of units in principal and | Town —59.7 " No comparisons 81
district centres occupied by | retail, 19.3%
retail financial/profes
sional
12.4. | Vacancy rates Floorspace:3.6 No quartile 81
% comparisons
Units: 8.8%
12.5. | Pedestrian footfall 145 No comparisons
(movements per minute on
High St)
12.6. | Rents £50 per sq ft
per annum
12.7. | Yields 8.5% No quartile

comparisons
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INDICATORS — LEISURE AND CULTURE, OPEN SPACE, COAST AND HARBOUR,
BIODIVERSITY AND GEOLOGY

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H | N
13. LEISURE AND CULTURE
13.1. | % of residents very or fairly 30.8%
satisfied with sport and
leisure facilities
13.2. | % of residents very or fairly 51%
satisfied with
museums/galleries
13.3. | % of residents very or fairly 72.6%
satisfied with libraries
13.4. | % of residents very or fairly 23.9%
satisfied with
theatres/concert halls
13.5. | % of residents very or fairly 61.8%
satisfied with  parks and
open spaces
13.6. | Adult participation in sport 24.78% New
and active recreation NI 8 indicator
14. OPEN SPACE, COAST AND HARBOUR
14.1. | Landscape character n/a n/a No quartile 86
comparisons
14.2. | Open spaces managed to Crescent 0 No comparisons 87
Green Flag Award Standard Gardens
14.3. | Quality and value of open 31.2% high L No comparisons 87
space quality, high
value
14.4. | Use of allotment land 3.5% vacant " No comparisons 88
14.5. | Access to the coast and 17.1km 0 No comparisons 89
harbour coastline
15. BIODIVERSITY AND GEOLOGY
15.1. | Extent of nature 612ha 0 No comparisons 90
conservation designations
15.2. | % of Sites of Special 40.6% New No quartile 92
Scientific Interest (SSSI) in indicator comparisons
favourable or recovering
condition
15.3. | Extent of Biodiversity Action n/a n/a No comparisons 93
Plan (BAP) Priority Habitats
15.4. | Extent of ancient woodlands 25.7ha 0 No comparisons 93
15.5. | Distribution of Hampshire 16 of 50 0 No comparisons 93
BAP species
15.6. | Local perceptions of access 93.3% " No quartile 94
to nature — got better or comparisons

stayed the same
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INDICATORS — QUALITY OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT, AIR QUALITY, USE OF
ENERGY RESOURCES, USE OF LAND RESOURCES

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H | N

16. QUALITY OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT

16.1. | Extent of Features of 10.1% of land " No comparisons 95
Historic Importance

16.2. | Number and percentage of 28 properties, No comparisons 96
Listed Buildings on the 5.8% stock
Buildings at Risk Register

16.3. | % of residents very or fairly 51.3% New
satisfied with keeping public indicator
land clear of litter and refuse

17. AIR QUALITY

17.1. | Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) 16.25mg per o 05 98

cubic measure
17.2. | Small particles (PM10) 20.34mg per o 05 98
cubic measure
17.3. | Sulphur Dioxide (S02) Within national e No comparisons 99
target

17.4. | Air Quality Management 0 " $ $ 100
Areas

18. USE OF ENERGY RESOURCES

18.1. | Per capita CO2 emissions in 4.9
the LA area (National
Indicator 186)

18.2. | Carbon Footprint 11.6

18.3. | Average annual 14,254 kwh
consumption of gas

18.4. | Average annual 4,392 kwh
consumption of electricity

18.5. | Ecological footprint 5.82 No quartile

comparisons

19. USE OF LAND RESOURCES

19.1. | Development of housing on 100% I $ $ 104
previously developed land

19.2. | Development of employment 100% " No comparisons 104
uses on previously
developed land

19.3. | Location of mineral 0 0 No comparisons 104
resources

14



INDICATORS — WATER MANAGEMENT, WASTE MANAGEMENT

No Indicator Current data Direction Performance Page
of travel standard ref
H | N
20. WATER MANAGEMENT
20.1. | Rivers of good or fair 0 " L L 105
chemical and biological
water quality
20.2. | Compliance with EC Bathing 6 L No comparisons 105
Waters Directive (No of
coastal areas Solent Quality
Award)
20.3. | Designation of marine Shellfish L No comparisons 106
waters waters
20.4. | Daily domestic water use 154 litres per 0 % 106
(per capita consumption, person per day
litres)
20.5. | Availability of sufficient water Deficit by L No comparisons 106
supply 2020/21
20.6. | Groundwater 70% drinking 0 No quartile 107
water. comparisons
Good, high
confidence
20.7. | Properties at risk from 22.2% of land 0 No comparisons 107
flooding in flood risk
zones
20.8. | Sea level allowances 4mm per year 00 No comparisons 109
21. WASTE MANAGEMENT
21.1. | Location of local waste 6 00 No comparisons 110
facilities
21.2. | Kg of residual household 566.1 kg " % Q 110
waste collected per head NI
191
21.3. | % of household waste 24.1% New L %% 111
recycled and composted (NI indicator
192)
21.4. | % of household waste used | 49.2% (Hants) " Data only at 111
to recover heat, power and county level
other energy sources
21.5. | % of household waste 18.6% L No quartile 111
landfilled comparisons
21.6. | Commercial and industrial | 0.8% of Hants " Q 111
waste disposal total
21.7. | Construction and demolition | 3.5% of Hants L No quartile 111
waste treatment total comparisons
21.8. | Hazardous waste returns 3% of Hants L No quartile 111
total comparisons
21.9. | Existing waste disposal 0.6% of Hants L No quartile 112
landfilled in Gosport total comparisons
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