Southampton Prevention and Early Help Outcome Framework for CYP 0-19 years: November 2017 Update

No |Indicator Area Yri Yr2 Yr3 Yra (hendictiaie Polarity Year 4 Comments
Local Trend | % Difference to SN | % Difference to Eng
Outcome 1: Children in Southampton aspire and achieve
la |% of 2 year olds benefitting from Southampton 52% 65% 6% |} @ | ---------- 1 || -——-m———-——- 2017
funded early education Statistical Neighbours 63% 69% 69% A upward trend
% Difference - City & SN A RO O / A /\ shows an
England 58% 68.0% 71.0% improvement
% Difference - City and England -10% -4% -7%
1b  |% of 2 year olds at or above the Southampton 84.8 2016 Approx. only 50% of children
expected level of developmentin all  |Statistical Neighbours have ASQ score recorded
areas of development % Difference - City & SN
England
% Difference - City and England | | (¢ 4} VW _________.
1c  |% Children achieving a good level of ~ [Southampton 61.8 66.1 69.8 70.2 2016 Soton ranked 3 best out of
development at the end of reception |Statistical Neighbours 59.5 64.8 67.1 68.6 A upward trend SNs
% Difference - City & SN 4% 2% 4% 2% m shows an
England 60.4 66.3 69.3 70.7 improvement
% Difference - City and England 2% 0% 1% 1%  r \ ______
1d KS 2 - % achieving expected standard |Southampton 54 61 2017 Soton ranked 4th best
in reading, writing and maths Statistical Neighbours 50.3 57.9 \ A upward trend
% Difference - City & SN 7% 5% / A shows an
England 53 61 improvement
% Difference - City and England 2% % ( ! || ==-===--=- B A« -------
le |Average Attainment 8 Score per Pupil |Southampton 45.7 47.5 4 11 oA 92l ---——-——-————- Pl -----=---- 2017 Soton ranked 4th worse
(KS 4) Statistical Neighbours 46.4 48.3 44.2 A upward trend
% Difference - City & SN -2% -2% 0% /\ \/ ¢ shows an
England 47.4 48.5 44.2 improvement
% Difference - City and England -4% -2% 0%
Outcome 2: Children in Southampton are safe and secure
2a |Looked After Children Rate Southampton 104 120 120 108 2017 Soton 2nd worse out of
Statistical Neighbours 76.2 75 75.7 76.3 /\ A downward comparators. Was worse for
% Difference - City & SN 6% 60% 9% 42% A m trend shows an previous 3 years
England 60 60 60 62 improvement
% Difference - City and England % 00% 00% 4% | R (R | Bl
2b  [Under 18 conceptions rate Southampton 34.3 36.2 29 29.2 2015 Ranked 2nd worse out of
Statistical Neighbours 35.5 30.2 28.6 24.8 _—_\_ A downward statistical neighbours
% Difference - City & SN -3% 20% 1% 18% trend shows an
England 27.7 243 22.8 20.8 improvement
% Difference - City and England 24% 49% 27% 40%
2c  |Hospital admissions for unintended Southampton 130 134.8 136 111.2 2015/16
injuries (0-14 years) rate Statistical Neighbours 112.0 117.4 105.7 104.1 N A downward
% Difference - City & SN m trend shows an
England improvement
% Difference - City and England  |[BEPEYZSEVIZSNwr /e 7% || | || =~~~ 7~=====-="
2d  |Hospital admissions for unintended Southampton 141.2 148.9 140.4 163.3 2015/16
injuries (15-24 years) rate Statistical Neighbours 128.5 131.4 124.5 A downward
% Difference - City & SN 10% | 13% | 13% /\/ /_/ trend shows an
England 131.5 137.7 132.6 improvement
% Difference - City and England 7% 8% (B 22% | |
2e |Reduction in children Southampton 221 335 244 Sum of no. of missing episodes, no. Q1 17/18 [Reported Quarterly.
missing/exploited/trafficked - Statistical Neighbours /\__ suspected or identified as being A downward Data may include double
% Difference - City & SN trafficked and no. where CSE is a trend shows an counting across definitions
England factor in referral improvement and same young person
% Difference - City and England more than once
Outcome 3: Children in Southampton are happy and healthy
3a  |% Excess Weight at Year R Southampton 24.5 22.8 22.6 23.2 2016/17
Statistical Neighbours 22.8 22.5 22.6 23.2 A downward
% Difference - City & SN 7% 1% 0% 0% ¥/ \— trend shows an
England 22.5 21.9 22.1 22.6 ¥ improvement
% Difference - City and England 9% 4% 2% 3% {\ el @ - _Teee | || __________.
3b  |% Excess Weight at Year 6 Southampton 37.2 34.3 37.2 35 2016/17
Statistical Neighbours 33.5 33.7 34.2 35 A downward
% Difference - City & SN 11% 2% 9% 0% \/\ @ \/\ \/\ ¢ trend shows an
England 335 33.2 34.2 RZC I | A N e R improvement
% Difference - City and England 11% 3% 9% 2%\ v || __________.




No |Indicator Area Yrl Yr2 Yr3 Yr4 VIR (I Polarity Year 4 Comments
Local Trend % Difference to SN % Difference to Eng
3¢ |Hospital admissions as a result of self- |Southampton 400.9 391.8 487 558.8 2015/16
harm (10-24 years) rate Statistical Neighbours 438.9 511.2 513.3 540.3 _/ A downward
% Difference - City & SN -9% -23% -5% 3% * trend shows an
England 346.3 415.8 398.8 430.5 improvement
% Difference - City and England 16% -6% % 0%
3d [Mental Health Inpatient Hospital Southampton 238 116.9 90.6 109.9 2016 Soton ranked 3rd highest
Admissions (10-17 years) rate Statistical Neighbours 78.7 77 81.3 86.2 A downward
% Difference - City & SN 02% A 1% % \/ * trend shows an
Engiand 87.6 87.2 | 87.4 85.9 improvement
% Difference - City and England % A% 8% =
3e |Children with a General Anaesthetic ~ |Southampton 12.4 12.6 11.9 Chart is compared to 2016/17 |[Solent NHS Trust and NHS
tooth extractions Portsmouth 8.9 9.6 9.9 Portsmouth only A downward England
(0-17 years) rate % Difference - City & SN 39% 31% 20% /\ A \ N trend shows an
England improvement
% Difference - City and England | | |}  } ®&  }F || ~T-TT====-
3e |% MMR Vaccination for one dose (2 |Southampton 94.1 95.2 95.7 94.9 2015/16
years) Statistical Neighbours 93.0 93.4 93.4 93.1 ﬁ /\ A upward trend
% Difference - City & SN 1% 2% 2% 2% 7 shows an
England 92.3 92.7 92.3 91.9 improvement
% Difference - City and England 2% 3% 1% 3% | s Wl _ _ _ _ ______.
3g [Reduction in under 18 alcohol Southampton 85.2 95.6 98.2 76.9 2013/14- |Ranked worse out of
admissions rate Statistical Neighbours 53.6 47 44.2 42.2 /\ /\ A downward 15/16 comparators
% Difference - City & SN 9% 03% % 82% —~ m ¢ ¢ trend shows an
England 48 42.8 39 37.4 improvement
% Difference - City and England 8% % % 06% || | B S T
Outcome 4: Children in Southampton are resilient and ready for adulthood
4a [First time entrants to the youth justice [Southampton 826.6 [ 527.2 | 4753 [ 348.6 2016 Soton ranked 4th best
system rate Statistical Neighbours 488.4 501.7 455.2 409.5 A downward
% Difference - City & SN 5% 4% -15% * m ¢ trend shows an
England 409.4 371.6 326.9 improvement
% Difference - City and England B 7 | | e = | B
4b  |% Families Turned Around Southampton 12.3 14 15 wer |l - - -----= Chart shows performance 17/18 Q1
Target 29.9 29.9 29.9 53.3 / compared to Target instead A upward trend |- reported
% Difference - City & SN -59% -53% -50% -70% * of statistical neighbours shows an quarterly
/\ improvement
4c  |% Mothers Smoking at time of Southampton 15.2 16.4 14.7 14.3 2015/16 |[Note: there are data quality
delivery Statistical Neighbours 13.5 13.7 12.7 /\/ A downward issues with Statistical
% Difference - City & SN % 7% 13% * \/ * trend shows an Neighbours data
England 12.7 12 11.4 w6 || T & |l e ___ improvement
% Difference - City and England 20% % 9% e 1 = __________.
4b | % Breastfeeding at 6-8 weeks Southampton 45.9 44.5 48.9 50.3 2016/17 |91% of mothers had a
Statistical Neighbours Not possible to report due to not all areas (including A upward trend feeding status recorded in
Target: 50% by 2015/16 % Difference - City & SN * Southampton) achieving 95% validation shows an 16/17 compared to 61% in
England P g 5% improvement 2013/14
% Difference - City and England
4e |% Low Birth Weight (<2500g) of term [Southampton 2.9 2.7 26 2.5 2015 3rd best rate
babies Statistical Neighbours 2.9 2.9 2.7 3.0 A downward
% Difference - City & SN 0% -7% -4% -17% ¢ ¢ trend shows an
England 2.8 2.8 2.9 2.8 improvement
% Difference - City and England 4% -4% -10% -11%
Af Increase in CYP participating in youth [Southampton
schemes/forums and volunteering Statistical Neighbours
(placeholder) % Difference - City & SN
England
% Difference - City and England
SN = Statistical Neighbours
Better n Improvement compared to previous year Dashed Line within chart is

KEY:
Difference compared to comparator
(Statistical Neighbours or England)

0-2% Worse

2-20% Worse

* Worse compared to previous year
No change compared to previous year

comparators rate




