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Supporting Information

The graph below shows the BVPI risk ranking and social deprivation ranking for each borough, in order of the BVPI risk, where 1 is the lowest
BVPI risk ranking.

The table below highlights the difference between the level of social deprivation and BVPI risk. A negative score indicates a higher level of
activity than would be expected in relation to the boroughs social deprivation ranking.
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All boroughs within Surrey experience low levels of social deprivation, falling within the top quartile of all local authorities within England and
Wales (source: ONS). Of the 11 boroughs Spelthorne has the highest level of social deprivation. Reigate and Banstead has the second
highest level of the 11 boroughs. Surrey Heath has the lowest level of social deprivation out of the 11 boroughs.
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BVPI 142i: Number of calls to fires attended: Total calls (excluding false alarms) by Borough year to date year year year
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Note: All Borough figures exclude motorway and A3 incidents, therefore the total for the 11 Boroughs will not equal the global figure for some
of the indicators. In some cases the address of an incident is unknown and therefore it is not always possible to determine a Borough for all
incidents, this may also affect Borough totals.

File Ref: H:\surrey heath\Committee\LC 05\08.12.05\Item 9 Annex A.doc
Date of Issue: 20/10/05

Issue Number: 1

Date of Review: 20/11/05




2005/06 2004/05 2003/04 2002/03

BVPI 146ii: Number of calls to malicious false alarms attended by Borough cumulative  endof  end of end of
year to date year year year
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Figures subject to change following Electronic FDR1 input.

Note: All Borough figures exclude motorway and A3 incidents, therefore the total for the 11 Boroughs will not equal the global figure for some
of the indicators. In some cases the address of an incident is unknown and therefore it is not always possible to determine a Borough for all
incidents, this may also affect Borough totals.
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BVPI 149i: Number of false alarms caused by automatic fire detection by Borough cumulative  end of end of end of
year to date year year year
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Figures subject to change following Electronic FDR1 input.

Note: All Borough figures exclude motorway and A3 incidents, therefore the total for the 11 Boroughs will not equal the global figure for some
of the indicators. In some cases the address of an incident is unknown and therefore it is not always possible to determine a Borough for all
incidents, this may also affect Borough totals.
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BVPI 149ii: Number of those properties with more than 1 attendance by Borough cumulative  end of end of end of
year to date year year year
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Figures subject to change following Electronic FDR1 input.

Note: All Borough figures exclude motorway and A3 incidents, therefore the total for the 11 Boroughs will not equal the global figure for some
of the indicators. In some cases the address of an incident is unknown and therefore it is not always possible to determine a Borough for all
incidents, this may also affect Borough totals.
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BVPI 206i + 206iii: Number of deliberate fires (excluding deliberate fires in vehicles) cumulative  end of end of end of
by Borough year to date year year year
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Figures subject to change following Electronic FDR1 input.

Note: All Borough figures exclude motorway and A3 incidents, therefore the total for the 11 Boroughs will not equal the global figure for some
of the indicators. In some cases the address of an incident is unknown and therefore it is not always possible to determine a Borough for all
incidents, this may also affect Borough totals.

Figures subject to change following Electronic FDR1 input.
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BVPI 206ii + 206iv: Number of deliberate fires in vehicles by Borough 2005/06 2004/05 2003/04 2002/03
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Note: All Borough figures exclude motorway and A3 incidents, therefore the total for the 11 Boroughs will not equal the global figure for some
of the indicators. In some cases the address of an incident is unknown and therefore it is not always possible to determine a Borough for all
incidents, this may also affect Borough totals.

Figures subject to change following Electronic FDR1 input.
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