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QUANTIFYING PEACE AND ITS BENEFITS

The Institute for Economics and Peace (IEP) is an independent, non-partisan, non-profit research organisation dedicated to 

shifting the world’s focus to peace as a positive, achievable, and tangible measure of human well-being and progress.

IEP achieves its goals by developing new conceptual frameworks to define peacefulness; providing metrics for measuring 

peace; and uncovering the relationships between business, peace and prosperity as well as promoting a better 

understanding of the cultural, economic and political factors that create peace.

IEP has offices in Sydney and New York. It works with a wide range of partners internationally and collaborates with 

intergovernmental organisations on measuring and communicating the economic value of peace.

For more information visit www.economicsandpeace.org
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RESULTS & 
SUMMARY

What is the UK Peace Index?

By measuring the state of peace, we can 
further our understanding of the social, 
political and economic factors that help 
develop more peaceful environments

“

”

WHICH AREAS IN THE UK ARE 
THE MOST PEACEFUL?

MOST PEACEFUL AREA SCORE
1 Broadland 1.164

2 Three Rivers 1.239

3 South Cambridgeshire 1.264

4 East Dorset 1.268

5 Maldon 1.299

LEAST PEACEFUL AREA SCORE
1 Lewisham 4.529

2 Lambeth 4.494

3 Hackney 4.402

4 Newham 4.364

5 Tower Hamlets 4.360
 

The UK Peace Index provides a comprehensive measure of the 
levels of peacefulness within the United Kingdom from 2003 to 
2012.

Peace is defined as the absence of violence or the absence of 
the fear of violence.

The UK Peace Index also provides an analysis of the  
socio-economic factors associated with peacefulness, as well 
as an estimate of the economic benefits that would flow from 
increases in peace.

This is the inaugural edition of the UK Peace Index.
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INDICATOR R

DEMOGRAPHICS

Living in a Couple: Married -0.86

HEALTH

Under 18 Conceptions (rate per 1000) 0.69

Average of Health Deprivation and Disability Score 0.57

Average of ID 2010 Years of Potential Life Lost Indicator 0.63

Number of Persons Per Hectare 0.77

EDUCATION

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Level 2 Quali�cations -0.61

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Apprenticeship -0.54

High Pro�ciency in English -0.73

EMPLOYMENT

Small Employers and Own Account Workers -0.52

Never Worked and Long-Term Unemployed 0.82

Never Worked 0.81

Long-Term Unemployed 0.73

EconomicallyAactive: Unemployed 0.76

Economically inactive: Retired -0.63

DEPRIVATION

% Households Below 60% of Median Income 0.74

Household Is Not Deprived In Any Dimension -0.64

Household Is Deprived In 2 Dimensions 0.5

Household Is Deprived In 3 Dimensions 0.74

Household Is Deprived In 4 Dimensions 0.83

Index of Multiple Deprivation 0.75

Income Deprivation 0.79

Employment Deprivation 0.56

Health Deprivation and Disability 0.57

Barriers to Housing and Services 0.53

Living Environment Deprivation 0.66

Average of Population Weighted Average Road Distance to a Post O�ce -0.69

Average of Population Weighted Average Road Distance to a Food Store -0.59

Average of Population Weighted Average Road Distance to GP Premises -0.66

Average of Population Weighted Average Road Distance to a Primary 
School

-0.69

HOUSING

Claimants Receiving Both Housing Bene�t and Council Tax Bene�t 0.77

Claimants Receiving Housing Bene�t Only 0.76

Total Housing Bene�t Recipients 0.81

Housing Bene�t Recipients in Social Rented Sector 0.74

Homeless 0.51

Overcrowding 0.77

 

In order to understand the key factors associated with peace 

in the UK it is useful to compare the UKPI with other data sets 

available from the UK Office of National Statistics. The UKPI 

has been correlated with 40 different data sets spanning over 

300 indicators. While correlations cannot be used to determine 

causation, such analysis does highlight which factors appear to 

be most closely related to peace in the UK.  

There are a number of challenges related to correlating the 

UKPI with national statistics and census data. One such issue 

is that London, being the major business centre of the UK, 

has a large number of professionals and expatriates living and 

working within its boroughs. It also has less retired people 

residing there. Wages in London are on average higher than 

the rest of the country. It also has some of the least peaceful 

regions in the UK. These dynamics make it somewhat unique 

and as such UK correlations that include the nation�s capital 

can paint a distorted picture. Rural and urban trends can also 

be different. In spite of this, while trends in certain domains can 

differ across regions in the UK, the effects of deprivation are 

constant and are strongly correlated with peace.

Since 1970 the UK Office of National Statistics has kept records 

specifically on deprivation. These cover a range of unmet 

needs of residents within a region using a set of  �indices of 

deprivation�.

1. Income Deprivation � measures the proportion of the 

population in an area experiencing deprivation due to low 

income.

2. Employment Deprivation � measures unemployment in the 

form of involuntary exclusion of people of working age from the 

labour market. 

3. Health Deprivation and Disability � measures premature 

death and impairment of quality of life due to poor conditions.

4. Education, Skills and Training Deprivation � measures 

deprivation of education and training for children/young people 

and adults.

5. Barriers to Housing and Services Deprivation � measures the 

physical and financial accessibility and key local services.

6. Living Environment Deprivation � measures immediate 

surroundings including quality of housing, air quality and road 

traffic accidents.

The higher the scores in these indices, the more deprived a 

region is. An Index of Multi-Dimensional Deprivation (IMD) is 

calculated by taking a weighted sum of domains. Significant 

correlates are illustrated in table eight.

INTRODUCTION

INDICATOR UKPI
Index of 
Multiple 
Deprivation

Income Employment

Health 
Deprivation 
and 
Disability

Education 
Skills and 
Training

Barriers to 
Housing and 
Services

Living 
Environment

UKPI 1.00 0.75 0.79 0.56 0.57 0.35 0.53 0.66

Index of Multiple Deprivation 0.75 1.00 0.97 0.93 0.90 0.75 0.39 0.63

Income 0.79 0.97 1.00 0.88 0.83 0.68 0.45 0.59

Employment 0.56 0.93 0.88 1.00 0.92 0.80 0.22 0.41

Health Deprivation and 
Disability 0.57 0.90 0.83 0.92 1.00 0.74 0.21 0.45

Education Skills and Training 0.35 0.75 0.68 0.80 0.74 1.00 0.06 0.19

Barriers to Housing and 
Services 0.53 0.39 0.45 0.22 0.21 0.06 1.00 0.47

Living Environment 0.66 0.63 0.59 0.41 0.45 0.19 0.47 1.00

 

Peace in the UK correlates most strongly with income 

deprivation followed by living environment, employment, 

health and housing. It does not correlate with education 

deprivation.  However, education is correlated to employment, 

health and income. Therefore it is important to remember 

when interpreting the correlations that while a direct link 

may not exist, indirect relationships do occur. In this case, 

an improvement in education could improve employment 

opportunities which does affect peace strongly. In light of these 

relationships, the following is sections of this report will now 

look at each domain of deprivation in more detail.

TABLE 7 List of Secondary Factors Correlated Against the UKPI with their 

Respective Correlation Coefficients

TABLE 8 Dimensions Of Deprivation And Peacefulness, Correlation Matrix

DIMENSIONS OF
DEPRIVATION
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The UK and the US di�er in their cultural attitudes towards and 

policy strategies aimed at reducing violence. For example, this 

is evident in the UK where the majority of police o�cers are not 

armed. In contrast, eligibility to own and carry a �rearm is at a 

minimum standard for the average police o�cer in the United 

States. Using the same de�nitions for categorising violent crime, 

it is possible to make harmonized economic comparisons 

between the UK and the US on violence.

The most striking di�erence between the US and UK in terms 

of their composition of violence is the di�erence between the 

homicide rate and violence crime rates. The homicide rate in the 

US is second largest in the OECD countries whereas the violent 

crime rate in the UK is the largest in the same group. So it is 

interesting to ask, what would be the e�ect to each economy if 

rates of these crimes were lowered. 

In the 2012 USPI the total e�ect of violence in the US was 

calculated to be around $460 billion USD. This estimate 

included the medical and material losses incurred as a result 

of violence in the US. It also includes estimations of the costs 

of policing, incarceration and the judiciary based on federal 

budget numbers. Of all crimes, homicide in the US is an issue 

that gets the most regular media attention. In 2010 the number 

of homicides in America was 14,748 resulting in a rate of around 

5 per 100,000. 

Estimates for the static and dynamic e�ects of homicide in the 

USPI are calculated using medical cost data from the Centre 

for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). According to these 

�gures, the average medical cost per homicide was around 

$6,100 USD (£4,100). The average cost in lost productivity per 

homicide was estimated by the CDC as being around $1.6 

million USD (£1 million). 

When a person can�t work because they are injured then there 

is a loss of output to the economy. For each additional pound 

not spent as a result, there is a �ow-on e�ect for the rest of 

the economy. To account for this �ow on e�ect, the USPI in its 

calculation of the dynamic peace dividend applies a one-for-

one multiplier. The same approach has been adopted for the  

UKPI. Therefore, in 2012 the dynamic cost of a homicide in the 

US was estimated to be over £2 million GBP or US$3.2 million 

dollars. At these levels, the total economic e�ect of homicide 

alone in the US in 2012 was £32 billion (around US$48.5 billion). 

Currently, the UK homicide rate is around 5 times lower than 

the US. Therefore, if the US could lower its rate to that of the 

UK�s, it would potentially add £25 billion or US$38 billion  to its 

economy.

At a rate of over 800 per 100,000 people, violent crime in the 

UK is one of the highest in the developed world. On average a 

violent crime costs the UK around £3,700 per incident in direct 

costs medical costs. A further £50,000 is lost from the economy 

in lost productivity and emotional trauma. Applying the one-

for-one multiplier it can be estimated that the dynamic peace 

dividend of lost productivity in the UK due to violent crimes 

is around £100,000 per crime. At these levels this means that 

violent crime currently diverts a potential £47 billion from the 

UK economy in medical and lost output alone. If the UK could 

reduce its violent crime rate by half to be comparable to the US, 

it would potentially add £23 billion to its economy in realised 

productivity and saved medical costs.

 

COMPARISON TO THE USA
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CHART 91 US and UK: Violent Crime Rate 

If the UK could drop its violent crime rate to that of the US the potential 
additional activity to the economy is £23 billion. 

CHART 92 UK vs US: Homicide Rate 

If the US could drop its homicide rate to that of the UK the potential 
additional activity to the economy is £25 billion.
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The spate of mass shootings in the US has reignited debate 

around guns, crime, public and private safety, and homicides. 

The debate has prompted comparisons of homicides and 

violent crime between the US and other developed nations 

such as the United Kingdom. The following section presents 

a comparison between the US and UK including Scotland and 

Northern Ireland. 

CHART 93 Homicide Rate: Home Nations and the US (2003-2011) 

The homicide rates of England and the US, along with Wales, 

Scotland, and Northern Island, are shown in the chart above. 

As with many developed countries, there has been a long 

term decline in the homicide rate. Whilst in particular instances, 

extra policing can be cited as a possible reason for declines 

in homicide, the cause for why this phenomenon has occurred 

across several nations is not fully known and the reasons can 

di�er for di�erent countries.  For instance, in New York City a 

large increase in the police force during the 1990s was the most 

likely and plausible reason for the fall in crime rates, although 

through the 2000s police numbers and crime dropped together. 

However, the UK has similarly seen a reduction in homicides 

and violent crime despite police numbers being cut back. 

Chart 93 shows the homicides rates between 2003 and 2011.  

The average homicide rate over the period for England is 1.4 

homicides per 100,000 people whilst the US is almost 4 times 

higher at 5.4 per 100,000. In the UK, Scotland has the highest 

homicide rate at an average of 2.7 homicides per 100,000 for 

the same period whilst Wales has the lowest at 1.1 per 100,000. 

The homicide rate in Northern Ireland has more than halved 

during the same period. The US  9-year average was 16,287 

homicides per year. The UK on the other hand had peaked in 

2003 with 996 homicides and averages 725 homicides per year 

for the nine year period. If the US had the average homicide rate 

of England over the nine year period, almost 12,000 deaths per 

annum could be avoided. 

CHART 94 Homicide as a % of all Violent Crime (2003-2011 Average)

 

The graph above shows homicides as a percentage of all 

serious violent crimes.  It shows that homicides make up 

around, on average, 1.2% of all serious violent crimes in the US 

compared to the UK�s 0.13%. Thus, homicides as a portion of 

total serious violent crimes is almost 10 times greater in the US 

than the UK.

CHART 95 % of Homicides by Firearm (2004-2010 Average)
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The issues around gun control especially in the US is politically 

contentious and stirs deep passions. Yet the e�ect of guns 

on both societies have been profound. In the US, access to 

guns contributes to the high portion of homicides by �rearms: 

two out of three homicides are caused by guns. On the 

other hand, in the UK only 7% of all homicides are caused by 

�rearms, equating to 1 in 13. Furthermore, whilst gun violence is 

geographically distributed all over the US, over half of all �rearm 

related o�ences in the UK occur in three police authorities: 

Metropolitan London, Greater Manchester, and West Midlands.

Due to the relatively poor access and availability of guns in 

the UK, the use of knives has become a mainstream issue 

after numerous tragic knife related incidents. As a response, 

new o�ences categories such as �aggravated knife crime�, and 

measures like mandatory life sentences for those who commit a 

second serious violent crime or sexual assault have been put in 

place to deter knife crime in particular. 

Table twelve shows the average number of homicides by 

�rearms and knives in the US and the UK between 2009 and 

2011. In the US, for every knife homicide there are 5 homicides 

by �rearms. Interestingly, the reverse holds for the UK: for every 

�rearm homicide, there are 5 knife homicides for every one by a 

gun. In the US two-thirds of homicides were caused by �rearms 

in 2012.

TABLE 12 Knife and Firearm Homicides (2009-2011)

USA ENGLAND & WALES

Firearms 8885 47

Knives 1754 233

Ratio (F/K) 5.1 0.2

Ratio (K/F) 0.2 4.9

 
In the UK homicides involving knives or sharp instruments 

accounted for 39% of all homicides. The BCS found that in the 

UK, out of all violent incidents knives were used 6% of the time. 

In the London area, knife crime accounted for less than 0.5% 

of the total reported crime. Although the UK may have a higher 

violent crime rate than the US, the likelihood of a weapon being 
used in a violent crime is higher in the US than the UK. 



05

60 61

05
APPENDIX APPENDIX

Booth, R. (2012). New schools to be smaller after coalition cuts building budget. The Guardian Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.guardian.co.uk/education/2012/sep/30/new-schools-smaller-coalition-budget 

Hennessy, P. (2010). Labour left taxpayer £60billion bill for new hospitals. The Telegraph Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.telegraph.co.uk/health/healthnews/8408774/Labour-left-taxpayer-60billion-bill-for-new-hospitals.html 

Kelso, P. (2013). Football League still in upbeat mood despite revealing £1billion debt. The Telegraph Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.telegraph.co.uk/sport/football/9835418/Football-League-still-in-upbeat-mood-despite-revealing-1billion-debt.html 

Federal Bureau of Investigations. (2011). Crime in the United States 2011.  
Retrieved from http://www.�i.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2011/crime-in-the-u.s.-2011/o�enses-known-to-law-enforcement/expanded-o�ense-data 
 
Beleaga, T. (2012). London knife crime: how bad is it? The Guardian Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/datablog/2012/apr/12/london-knife-crime 

Coleman, K., Jansson, K., Kaiza, P., & Reed, E. (2006). Homicide, Firearm O�ences and Intimate Violence 2005/2006. Home O�ce Statistical Bulletin, (January 2007). 

Rape Crisis. (2013). Rapecrisis - England and Wales. Retrieved from http://www.rapecrisis.org.uk/Statistics2.php
Gentleman, A. (2013). Budget 2013: little hope for aspirations of the country�s poorest. The Guardian Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/2013/mar/20/budget-2013-jaywick-aspirations-poorest 

Cribb, J. (Institute for F. S., Joyce, R. (Institute for F. S., & Phillips, D. (Institute for F. S. (2012). Living standards , poverty and inequality in the UK : 2012 in the UK : 2012. 
 
Institute for Economics and Peace. (2012). 2012 UNITED STATES PEACE INDEX (pp. 1�52). Sydney.  
Retrieved from www.EconomicsandPeace.org 

The World Bank. (2010). Violence in the City: Understanding and Supporting Community Responses to urban Violence (pp. 1�347). Washington D.C. 

Committee, H. (2011). Crowded houses Overcrowding in London�s social rented housing, (March). 

Machin, S., Vuji�, S., & Machin, S. (2010). The Crime Reducing E�ect of Education The Crime Reducing E�ect of Education, (5000). 

Brand, S., & Price, R. (2000). The economic and social costs of crime (pp. 1�100). London. doi:Home O�ce Research Study 217 

Dubourg, R., Hamed, J., & Thorns, J. (2005). The economic and social costs of crime against individuals and households 2003 / 04. Home O�ce Online Report (pp. 1�46). 
London.  
Retrieved from http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20110218135832/rds.homeo�ce.gov.uk/rds/pdfs05/rdsolr3005.pdf 

Victims Commisioner. (2011). Revisions made to the multipliers and unit costs of crime used in the Integrated O�ender Management Value for Money Toolkit (pp. 1�9). 

Institute for the Study of Civil Society. (2012). Comparisons of Crime in OECD Countries.  
Retrieved from http://www.civitas.org.uk/crime/crime_stats_oecdjan2012.pdf 

Jansson, K. (2007). Measuring crime for 25 years. British Crime Survey.  
Retrieved from http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20110218135832/rds.homeo�ce.gov.uk/rds/pdfs07/bcs25.pdf

BBC Online. (2005). Scotland worst for violence - UN.  
Retrieved from http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/scotland/4257966.stm 

The Herald Scotland. (2011). Grim truth behind Scottish knife crime.  
Retrieved from http://www.heraldscotland.com/news/home-news/shocking-rise-in-scottish-knife-crime.15457796 

Henley, J. (2011). Karyn McCluskey: the woman who took on Glasgow�s gangs. The Guardian Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.guardian.co.uk/society/2011/dec/19/karyn-mccluskey-glasgow-gangs

Totaro, P. (2011). Fear and loathing in the city of rage. The Sydney Morning Herald. Retrieved from Fear and loathing in the city of rage  
Read more: http://www.smh.com.au/world/fear-and-loathing-in-the-city-of-rage-20110610-1fwxq.html

World Health Organization. (2011). Behind the �Glasgow e�ect�. Bulletin of the World Health Organization, 89(10), 701�776.  
Retrieved from http://www.who.int/bulletin/volumes/89/10/11-021011/en/index.html

The Scottish Government. (2011). Child Poverty Strategy for Scotland. 
Retrieved from http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/344949/0114783.pdf

The Scottish Government. (2008). Equally Well: Report of the Ministerial Task Force on Health Inequalities.  
Retrieved from http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/229649/0062206.pdf

Wave Trust. (2013). Community Initiative to Reduce Violence (CIRV), Glasgow.  
Retrieved from http://www.wavetrust.org/intervention/details/community-initiative-reduce-violence-cirv-glasgow

Carrell, S. (2011). Glasgow gangs fade away as anti-violence campaign takes hold. The Guardian Online.  
Retrieved from http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/2011/aug/21/glasgow-gangs-fade-away-campaign

Nolan, P. (2012). Northern Ireland Peace Monitoring Report, (February).  
Retrieved from http://cain.ulst.ac.uk/events/peace/docs/nipmr_2012-02.pdf

REFERENCES
APPENDIX A

INDICATOR SOURCE CODE YEAR R

Living in a couple: Married UK O�ce of National Statistics Living Arrangements KS104EW 2011 -0.86

Not Living in a Couple: Never Married UK O�ce of National Statistics Living Arrangements KS104EW 2011 0.84

Not Living in a Couple: Separated or Divorced UK O�ce of National Statistics Living Arrangements KS104EW 2011 0.49

One person household: Total UK O�ce of National Statistics Household Composition KS105EW 2011 0.36

Lone Parent Households UK O�ce of National Statistics
Lone Parent Households 
with Dependent Children IEP 
Calculation

2011 0.72

Very good health UK O�ce of National Statistics Household Composition KS105EW 2011 -0.01

Good health UK O�ce of National Statistics Household Composition KS105EW 2011 -0.26

Bad health UK O�ce of National Statistics Household Composition KS105EW 2011 0.32

Very bad health UK O�ce of National Statistics Household Composition KS105EW 2011 0.42

Under 18 Conceptions UK O�ce of National Statistics Conceptions 2011 0.69

Average of Health Deprivation and Disability Score UK O�ce of National Statistics Health Deprivation and Disability 2010 0.57

Average of ID 2010 Years of Potential Life Lost indicator UK O�ce of National Statistics Health Deprivation and Disability 2011 0.63

Average of Acute morbidity indicator UK O�ce of National Statistics Health Deprivation and Disability 2012 0.41

Number of persons per hectare UK O�ce of National Statistics Population Density QS103EW 2011 0.77

No Quali�cations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 0.11

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Level 1 Quali�cations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 -0.25

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Level 2 Quali�cations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 -0.61

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Apprenticeship UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 -0.54

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Level 3 Quali�cations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 -0.14

Highest Level of Quali�cation; Level 4 Quali�cations and Above UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 0.08

Schoolchildren and Full-Time Students; Age 16 to 17 UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 -0.19

Schoolchildren and Full-Time Students; Age 18 and Over UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 0.54

Full-Time Students; Age 18 to 74; Economically Active; In Employment UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 0.56

Full-Time Students; Age 18 to 74; Economically Active; Unemployed UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 0.65

Full-Time Students; Age 18 to 74; Economically Inactive UK O�ce of National Statistics
Quali�cations and Students 
KS501EW

2011 0.49

High Pro�ciency in English UK O�ce of National Statistics Pro�ciency in English QS205EW 2011 -0.73

Low Pro�ciency in English UK O�ce of National Statistics Pro�ciency in English QS205EW 2011 0.73

Higher Managerial, Administrative and Professional Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.14

Large Employers and Higher Managerial and Administrative Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.44

Higher Professional Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.06

Lower Managerial, Administrative and Professional Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.36

Intermediate Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.38

Small Employers and Own Account Workers UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.52

Lower Supervisory and Technical Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.2

Semi-Routine Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 -0.02

Routine Occupations UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 0.12

Never Worked and Long-Term Unemployed UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 0.82

Never Worked UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 0.81

Long-Term Unemployed UK O�ce of National Statistics
Socio-economic Classi�cations 
KS611EW

2011 0.73
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INDICATOR SOURCE CODE YEAR R

Economically active: Unemployed UK O�ce of National Statistics Socio-economic Classi�cations KS611EW 2011 0.76

Economically inactive: Retired UK O�ce of National Statistics Socio-economic Classi�cations KS611EW 2011 -0.63

Average Weekly Household Total Income Estimate UK O�ce of National Statistics Model Based Estimates 2008 -0.1

All Usual Residents Employed In The Armed Forces UK O�ce of National Statistics Armed Forces QS121EW 2011 -0.22

Percentage Households below 60% of Median Income UK O�ce of National Statistics Model Based Estimates 2010 0.74

Household is not deprived in any dimension UK O�ce of National Statistics
Households by Deprivation Dimensions 
QS119EW

2011 -0.64

Household is deprived in 1 dimension UK O�ce of National Statistics
Households by Deprivation Dimensions 
QS119EW

2011 0.33

Household is deprived in 2 dimensions UK O�ce of National Statistics
Households by Deprivation Dimensions 
QS119EW

2011 0.5

Household is deprived in 3 dimensions UK O�ce of National Statistics
Households by Deprivation Dimensions 
QS119EW

2011 0.74

Household is deprived in 4 dimensions UK O�ce of National Statistics
Households by Deprivation Dimensions 
QS119EW

2011 0.83

Index of Multiple Deprivation UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.75

Income Deprivation UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.79

Employment Deprivation UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.56

Health Deprivation and Disability UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.57

Education Skills and Training Deprivation UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.35

Barriers to Housing and Services UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.53

Crime UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.74

Living Environment Deprivation UK O�ce of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation Local Area Summaries 2010 0.66

Claimants Receiving Both Housing Bene�t and Council Tax Bene�t UK O�ce of National Statistics Housing Bene�t/Council Tax Bene�t Claimants 2011 0.77

Claimants Receiving Housing Bene�t Only UK O�ce of National Statistics Housing Bene�t/Council Tax Bene�t Claimants 2011 0.76

Claimants Receiving Council Tax Bene�t Only UK O�ce of National Statistics Housing Bene�t/Council Tax Bene�t Claimants 2011 0.07

Housing Bene�t Recipients in Social Rented Sector UK O�ce of National Statistics Housing Bene�t/Council Tax Bene�t Claimants 2011 0.74

Homeless UK O�ce of National Statistics Homelessness 2011 0.51

Overcrowding UK O�ce of National Statistics
Indices of Deprivation: Overcrowding, Barriers to 
Housing and Services

2004 0.77

Violent crimes attributable to alcohol De�nition: Violent crime rate per 1000 attributable 
to alcohol  

Local Alcohol Pro�les for England 2012 0.82

Sexual crimes attributable to alcohol De�nition: Sexual crime rate per 1000 attributable 
to alcohol  

Local Alcohol Pro�les for England 2012 0.76

Binge drinking Local Alcohol Pro�les for England 2008 -0.1

Deaths from lung cancer Local Tobacco Control Pro�les 2013 0.54

Smoking Prevalence (IHS) Local Tobacco Control Pro�les 2013 0.44

Mental Health Service Users; Total UK O�ce of National Statistics
Mental Health: Adults Accessing NHS Specialist 
Mental Health Services

2011 0.3

Mental Health Service Users; Males Mental Health
Mental Health: Adults Accessing NHS Specialist 
Mental Health Services

2011 0.43

Mental Health Service Users; Females Mental Health
Mental Health: Adults Accessing NHS Specialist 
Mental Health Services

2011 0.18

Average of A�ordability Indicator Indices of Deprivation
Indices of Deprivation: Barriers to Housing and 
Services

2010 0.34

Population Weighted Average Road Distance to a Post O�ce Indices of Deprivation
Indices of Deprivation: Barriers to Housing and 
Services

2010 -0.69

Population Weighted Average Road Distance to a Food Store Indices of Deprivation
Indices of Deprivation: Barriers to Housing and 
Services

2010 -0.59

Population Weighted Average Road Distance to GP Premises Indices of Deprivation
Indices of Deprivation: Barriers to Housing and 
Services

2010 -0.66

Population Weighted Average Road Distance to a Primary School Indices of Deprivation
Indices of Deprivation: Barriers to Housing and 
Services

2010 -0.69

Long-Term Unemployed UK O�ce of National Statistics Socio-economic Classi�cations KS611EW 2011 0.73
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Global Terrorism Index Report 2012
Institute for Economic & Peace - December 2012

The Global Terrorism Index (GTI) is the �rst index to systematically rank and 
compare 158 countries according to the impact of terrorism.

Violence Containment Spending in the United States
Institute for Economic & Peace - September 2012

Violence Containment Spending provides a new methodology to categorise and 
account for the public and private expenditure on containing violence.

Global Peace Index Report 2012
Institute for Economic & Peace - June 2012

The Global Peace Index is the world’s preeminent measure of peacefulness. This is 
the 6th edition of the Global Peace Index.

United States Peace Index Report 2012
Institute for Economic & Peace - April 2012

The 2012 United States Peace Index (USPI) has found that the U.S. is more peaceful 
now than at any other time over the last twenty years.

Economic Consequences of War on the U.S. Economy
Institute for Economic & Peace - February 2012

The Economic Consequences of War on the U.S. Economy analyses the 
macroeconomic e�ects of U.S. government spending on wars since World War II. 

Measuring Peace in the Media 2011
Institute for Economics & Peace and Media Tenor - January 2012

IEP and Media Tenor have jointly analysed global television networks’ coverage of 
peace and violence issues; it covers over 160,000 news items from 31 programs. 
 
Pillars of Peace
Institute for Economics and Peace - October 2011 (updated January 2013)

Pillars of Peace is a new conceptual framework for understanding and describing the 
factors that create a peaceful society.  
 
Holding G8 Accountability to Account
Je�ery Sachs, Earth Institute and Steve Killelea, IEP � September 2010

A critical analysis of the G8’s internal accountability mechanism and the failure of the 
G8 to meet self determined deadlines for aid relief donations in Africa.

Available for download at 
www.economicsandpeace.org



The Institute for Economics and Peace is a registered charitable research institute in Australia and a Deductible Gift Recipient.
IEP USA is a 501(c)(3) tax exempt organization.

IEP is an independent, non-partisan,  
non-profit research organisation dedicated to 
shifting the world’s focus to peace as a positive, 
achievable, and tangible measure  
of human wellbeing and progress.

IEP has offices in Sydney and New York. It works 
with a wide range of partners internationally and 
collaborates with intergovernmental organizations 
on measuring and communicating the economic 
value of peace.  
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