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Messages

Message from the Mayor of the County of Galway
-

>

It gives me great pleasure, as Mayor of County Galway,
to introduce this Socioeconomic Profile 2008. The County
as a whole has prospered in recent years, however it

is evident from the profile that some communities are still
experiencing levels of disadvantage and exclusion. This
profile will help to shape future policy and decision making so that these disadvantaged areas can
be targeted by both Galway County Council and other external state agencies.

The new Corporate Plan due in 2009 is a good example of where this profile may be of benefit
when planning for the future. | therefore hope that the information in this profile along with all other
information available at the time will be used to shape the next Corporate Plan. Forward planning
has never been as important as it is today and we must ensure that the most disadvantaged
communities in our County are targeted in any future planning.

Clir. Peter Feeney,
Mayor of the County of Galway.

Message from the County Manager

| am pleased to present this Socioeconomic Profile 2008
and attached CD Rom which provides a vast amount of

qualitative and quantitative information on our County. This profile is an updated version of the
County Galway Poverty Profile published in 2005 and compares data from the 2002 and 2006
census results. This will provide a very useful tool for future planning for our county by this
organisation and other stakeholders.

I would like to thank all those involved in the preparation of this profile especially Ann Irwin who
was contracted to carry out work on the profile and the Social Inclusion Unit of Galway County
Council for finalising and producing the profile.

Martina Moloney,
County Manager.
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Forward

Frank Dawson, Director of Services,
Community, Enterprise & Economic Development Unit

I am delighted to present this report of Socioeconomic data of County Galway. The report very
clearly presents a picture of the County in terms of affluence and deprivation using recognised
measurement techniques and analysis. As this data is based on the 2006 census of population
and given the current economic climate, caution should therefore be exercised when reading and
extracting data from it. However, the profile does present a good picture of how County Galway
stood in 2006 and how this compares with previous years. This publication will provide a very
useful source of information in the planning and delivery of services by the local authority and by
member agencies of the County Development Board who are involved in service provision across
the County.

Tuam Town T Designated A H u tamd ARAPIDO Town

Tuam town was de dowgin the NationahSpdiidd Sttatégy. The purpose of a Hub
town is to support the growth of designated Gateways (Galway City is a Gateway) and to drive
local sub-regional development. Tuam town is also a designated RAPID Town which is a
Government initiative to target the most disadvantaged urban areas in the Country. The population
of Tuam town increased from 5947 in 2002 to 6885 in 2006 representing a 15.77% increase in
population which is higher that the County and State average. This increase in population actually
took place in the environs of the town centre while the centre of the town actually showed a
decrease in population.

The Labour Force Participation Rate for Tuam town in 2002 was 55.18% and this improved to
61.44% in 2006 which is almost the same as the County average. The unemployment rate for
Tuam town in 2002 was 13.24% and this improved to 12.09% in 2006 which is still significantly
higher than the County average of 7.7%.

With direct planning and investment in the town of Tuam through the RAPID and Hub Town
investment programmes it is envisaged that the town has the potential to grow to a population of
up to 10,000 in the next 5 years and that Tuam town will develop as a viable economic and
prosperous town into the future.

Ballinasloe Towni Desi gnated ARAPI DO Town

Ballinasloe Town was also desighated a RAPID Town. The population of Ballinasloe remained
fairly static with a population of 6101 in 2002 and increasing slightly to 6158 in 2006. The Labour
Force Participation Rate for Ballinasloe Town in 2002 was 51.61% and this improved to 57.07% in
2006. The unemployment rate for Ballinasloe Town however increased from 11.8% in 2002 to
12.68% in 2006. This was contributed to significantly by the closure of major industries in the town
in 2002.

Like Tuam Town, the town of Ballinasloe remains below the County average in terms of affluence.
With future investment and careful planning in the town, it is hoped that this will be rectified.



County Galway Socioeconomic Profile 2008

Overview of County Galway

The population of County Galway captured at the time of the 2006 census was 159,256 people.
This was an increase of 16,011 persons from 2002 or an 11.2% increase compared with a total
state increase of 8%. County Galway local authority area was ranked 9" highest for population

increase in the state.

In 2002, the labour force participation rate for County Galway showed a positive increase from
56.5% to 61.5% in 2006. The unemployment rate showed a positive decrease from 8.7% in 2002
to 7.7% in 2006. As mentioned previously however caution should be exercised when using these
statistics. Since the census was carried out, the live register for County Galway has increased by
approximately 82% from December 2006 to December 2008. The live register cannot be used to
determine the unemployment rate, however it does give an idea of how the unemployment rate
would have increased for County Galway since the census.

In 2002, 27.4% of the population (aged 15 years and over whose full-time education had ceased)
had completed education with no formal education or primary education only. This positively
decreased to 22.1% in 2006. The proportion of the population with 3™ level education also
improved between 2002 and 2006. In 2006 fewer people were leaving education without a formal
education and more people were achieving 3" level education.

County Galway also saw an increase in residents that were other than Irish with 6.2% of the
usually resident population in 2002 being other than Irish and this figure increasing to 8.1% in
2006. It is worth noting that this figure is still below the state average of 10.1% (2006). At 1.2% of
the population, County Galway had the highest proportion of Travellers of all local authority areas
in the country.

Between 2002 and 2006 the number of households with 2 or more cars increased from 42.9% to
49.9%. Interestingly, in 2006 67.14% of the usually resident population that had a motorcar
available to them in County Galway usually travelled to work by motorcar. This compares to
48.07% in Dublin City, where the public transport system would generally be considered to be the
best in the state. It is also interesting to note that although there are was a 33% increase from
2002 to 2006 of the number of cars travelling to work each day, the census results showed that the
time taken to travel to work did not change significantly between this period with only very slight
increases in some time categories. The time travel figures for County Galway were also very
similar to those of the state average. Commuters however in County Galway typically had to travel
longer distances than the state average with for example 13.9% of commuters travelling between
25 and 49 kilometres compared to the state average of 7.9%. This is mainly due to the large size of
the County and people commuting to the City. However, it does indicate though that even though
they have longer distances to travel than the state average the time taken to travel is not greater
than the state averages.

PC ownership increased from 40.1% in 2002 to 54.8% in 2006 (of permanent private households in
the County). Internet connection increased from 30.5% in 2002 to 44.6% in 2006 (of permanent
private households in the County). Of these, 22.8% of households were connected via a
Broadband connection which is just under half the state average.

It is evident from this profile that County Galway as a whole has improved in most of the categories
surveyed in the census. When local authority areas are ranked according to their Relative Index
Scores, County Galway improved from a ranking of 22" in 2002 to 18" in 2006. Despite this
general improvement in living standards and quality of life in the County over the last number of
years there still remains a number of areas in the County that have not benefited to the same
extent. There are pockets of disadvantage in the more rural areas of the County that consistently
display higher levels of poverty and exclusion. The intention of this profile is to draw attention to the
instances of disadvantage and exclusion being experienced by these communities and to influence
the direction of appropriate resources to these areas.
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I hope this publication will be of use to all readers and that future appropriate responses to poverty
in our County will emerge. | would like to thank the Social Inclusion Unit for driving and producing
this report, Ann Irwin for her research work and all other persons who contributed to the report.

Frank Dawson
Director of Services
January 2009
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Introduction

Policy Context

There are two major considerations in relation to the policy context of addressing social exclusion
and poverty. The first of these relates to national policy which addresses poverty and disadvantage
and the second refers to local authorities and their role in addressing poverty and disadvantage.

National Policy

The National Anti-Poverty Strategy i Sharing in Progress (NAPS) was drawn up by the Irish
Government following the United Nations Social Summit in Copenhagen in 1995. Published in
1997 against a background of economic growth and decreasing levels of unemployment, it was an
effort to address the fact that many were not benefiting from this prosperity and despite the
economic boom a substantial number of people were still living in poverty. It was the first strategic
attempt by the Irish Government to tackle poverty.

The definition of poverty used by NAPS is as follows:

People are living in poverty if their income and resources (material, cultural and
social) are so inadequate as to preclude them from having a standard of living,
which is regarded as acceptable by Irish society generally. As a result of
inadequate income and resources people may be excluded and marginalised
from participating in activities which are considered the norm for other people in
society.

NAPS, as it is commonly referred to, and its descendants, Building an Inclusive Society: Review
of the National Anti-Poverty Strategy under the Programme for Prosperity and Fairness (2002)
and the National Action Plan against Poverty and Social Exclusion (NAPS/Incl) (2003),
adopted a relative definition of poverty. The fact that the term poverty is not inclusive of all those
experiencing disadvantage was recognised and so the term social exclusion was included in the
strategies. The notion of social exclusion relates to barriers to participation such as discrimination;
physical barriers such as lack of transport or accessible amenities; people lacking in the skills etc.
required to fully participate in society or other barriers to full participation. The definition of social
exclusion used is one defined by Partnership 2000 and is as follows:

Cumulative marginalisation: from production (employment), from consumption
(income poverty), from social networks (community, family and neighbours),
from decision-making and from an adequate quality of life.

In 2000, after an initial assessment of NAPS was carried out, Building an Inclusive Society was
launched. Essentially an updated version of NAPS, it prioritised those living in consistent poverty®,
which was defined as being below 50-60% of average disposable income and experiencing
enforced basic deprivation. The themes to be addressed were also updated and are now:

Educational Disadvantage
Unemployment

Income Adequacy
Disadvantaged Urban Dwellers
Disadvantaged Rural Dwellers
Housing/Accommodation
Health

NoosrwNOE

! Consistent poverty is a measure of poverty that combines relative income measures with eight basic deprivation
measures which were regarded as necessities and possessed by a majority of those in the Living in Ireland Survey
conducted by the ESRI.

7
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Cross-Cutting Themes

o Child Poverty

o Womendés Poverty
o Older People

o Ethnic Minorities

. People with Disabilities

The key target set out in Building an Inclusive Society is to:

Reduce the numbers of those who are o6éconsi s
possible, eliminate consistent poverty, under the current definition of consistent

poverty. Specific attention will be paid to vulnerable groups in the pursuit of this

objective.

Published in 2003, the National Action Plan against Poverty and Social Exclusion

(NAPS/Incl), was part of an EU drive to meet the objective set by the European Council in Lisbon

in 2000 6to make a deci si veeritnyp aacntd osno ctihael eerxacd iucsai
does not differ significantly from Building an Inclusive Society.

The current National Action Plan for Social Inclusion 2007-2016 is intended to set out a
coherent and comprehensive approach for the next ten years using the lifecycle approach?. The
overall goal of the strategy is to make a decisive impact on consistent poverty i to reduce the
number of those experiencing consistent poverty to between 2% and 4% by 2012, with the aim of
eliminating consistent poverty by 2016 (p. 26).

Local Authorities

The second policy area relates to the increasing role of local authorities in combating social

exclusion and poverty. This was first introduced by the policy document Better Local

Government: A Programme for Change in 1996 and the subsequent Local Government Act,

2001 sets out the legislative framework for the implementation of the reform envisaged in Better

Local Government. One of the elements in the role of local government is to facilitate the

integration of local development systems. Towards 2016, Ten-Year Framework Social

Partnership Agreement 2006-2015envi sages t he devel opment of this
work of the SIM groups, including implementation at local level of the commitments contained in

this Agreement where appropriate, will be prioritised by the CDBs and supported by relevant
Government Department s Teansforning tréelanch-aAIBetti@rgQaality bfe s 0 .
Life for All: National Development Plan 2007-2013 sees the County/City Development Board
structure as the key coordinating mechanism for public service delivery (including social inclusion
activities) at local level and the means of ensuring more joined up delivery of social inclusion
programmes on the ground, and envisages that they will be developed and strengthened to

support the role in coordinating public service delivery at local level. In this context, the extension

of Social Inclusion Units to half of the city and county councils by the end of 2008 will support this
approach (p. 238). It is envisaged that the Social Inclusion Units and local authorities in general will
play a key role in facilitating integration in the future. Galway County Council was one of the local
authorities successful in establishing a Social Inclusion Unit at the beginning of 2008.

In recent years, many County/City Development Boards have engaged in the development of a

Social Inclusion Strategy and one of the first steps in this process is to ensure that all the

information pertaining to that area is gathered and compiled. The predecessor to this report,

County Galway Local Poverty Profile 2005, informed the work of developing Galway County

Council 6s Soci al I nclusion Str at eg ywaySbdoeconemie nvi s a
Profile 2008 will inform similar work into the future.

2 National Economic and Social Council, The Developmental welfare State and adopted by the National Partnership
Agreement Towards 2016 and the Social Inclusion aspects of Transforming Ireland - A Better Quality of Life for All:
National Development Plan 2007-2013.

8
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Data Sources & Data Analysis

The County Galway Socioeconomic Profile 2008 draws mainly on the Census of Population that
was carried out in 2006, the results of which are published by the Central Statistics Office (CSO).
Information from earlier censuses is used for comparison purposes. The census figures relate to
the de facto population, i.e. the population recorded for each area represents the total of all
persons present within its boundaries on the night of the census. It is the only data gathering
exercise that covers the entire population. The census is, therefore, a snapshot of the country at a
given time and like all snapshots may not be 100% accurate. This evidence indicates that though
the information contained in the census is the most accurate and wide-ranging available, it may not
always be totally consistent with the usual profile of an area.

The CSO publishes the results of the Census in the form of statistics on a national, regional and
city and county level. Information on smaller areas i electoral areas and electoral divisions - is
made available in the form of Small Area Population Statistics (SAPS). Using information at these
levels, it is possible to look at data for relatively small geographical areas. In the main, the County
Galway Socioeconomic Profile 2008 looks at information at Electoral Area and Electoral Division
(ED) levels. The information at these levels is analysed and compared to the same information at
national and Galway city and county level. This method provides an average or standard with
which the local area information can be compared.

This Socioeconomic Profile is, to a large extent, a visual tool that allows the reader at a glance to
assess the different areas for the particular indicator under review. The data in this Socioeconomic
Profile is primarily presented in tables and maps. Tables are presented to show data at national,
city and county level and at electoral area level. Maps are then used to present the information
from the tables at ED level. In order to allow for comparison of areas, the data is usually translated
into ratios or percentages. For example, the age profile of County Galway is translated into the
percentage of each age group of the overall population in order that we will be able to see at a
glance the age breakdown of any given ED.

Building on the approach adopted by the County Galway Local Poverty Profile 2005, this report
presents a more extensive range of information pertaining to County Galway. Though the report
continues to focus on presenting indicators and domains® that suggest poverty and disadvantage,
it also presents more general information in relation to the socioeconomic profile of County
Galway. The domains chosen for study by the County Galway Socioeconomic Profile 2008 are as
follows:

Deprivation & Affluence Index
Population & Population Change
Age
Principal Economic Status, Economic Dependency & Social Class
Family Units, Households & Accommodation
Education
Nationality & Ethnicity
Factors that can increase vulnerability
o Parenting Alone
0 Older People & Older People Living Alone
0 People with a disability
Carers & Voluntary Activity
Labour Market Participation and Unemployment
Car Ownership & Commuting
PC Ownership & Internet Connection
Ability to Speak Irish

% Indicators and domains do not definitively assess the extent of poverty in an area but they do, especially when taken
together, indicate the level of poverty and social exclusion.

9
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It is important to treat this information carefully because even within areas of relative affluence
there will be individuals and families who are experiencing poverty, social exclusion and
disadvantage for all sorts of diverse reasons and it is vital that these are not forgotten.
Furthermore, the contrary is also true and it is important to avoid labelling or stigmatising an area
or those that live within the area because the indicators chosen to study suggest the area is
relatively poor.

GIS Maps

The data from which these maps have been produced comes from the Central Statistics Office of
Ireland (CSO) using the Census of Ireland 2006 results. Maps were created using Electoral
Divisions (EDs). These are the smallest spatial units for which census data is available. EDs
aggregate to Electoral Areas.

The data is displayed using Choropleth or Ranged Thematic maps which use gradients of
shadings to denote the frequency distribution of data per area. The shade represents the range
within which the value for that ED falls. In general, ranges are shaded from light (lowest values) to
dark (highest values). The range and corresponding shade are indicated on the Legend. The
numbers in brackets beside the range represents the total number of EDs that fall within that
range. Maps have been grouped into different themes and are coloured accordingly.

Colour Schemes:

Scheme 1 Green - Population and Age

Scheme 2 Blue - Education

Scheme 3 Red - Employment Status/Class

Scheme 4 Brown - Home and household information
Scheme 5 Purple - PC/Car/Internet connection

Scheme 6 Yellow - Factors that can increase vulnerability

10
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Section 1 Executive Summary

In 2008, the Community, Enterprise & Economic Development Unit of Galway County Council
commissioned a Socioeconomic Profile of County Galway. A Socioeconomic Profile is, to a large
extent, a visual tool that allows the reader at a glance to assess the different areas for the
particular indicator under review. The data in this Socioeconomic Profile is primarily presented in
tables and GIS Maps. The data from which these tables and maps have been produced comes
from the Central Statistics Office of Ireland (CSO) using the Census of Ireland 2006 results. Maps
were created using Electoral Districts (EDs), these are the smallest spatial units for which census
data is available. Electoral Districts aggregate to Electoral Areas. To get a full picture of what is
being presented in this profile both the maps and percentages are read in conjunction with the
actual numbers for each indicator which are presented in table format and on the accompanying
CD.

Deprivation and Affluence Index

The Deprivation and Affluence Index was devised by Trutz Haase and Jonathan Pratschke and
was used in the County Galway Local Poverty Profile in 2005. Building on this, this report presents
the new Measures of Deprivation devised by Haase and Pratschke. Based on earlier deprivation
indices for Ireland, as well as analyses from other countries, three dimensions of
affluence/disadvantage are identified: Demographic Profile, Social Class Composition and Labour
Market Situation.

Nationally, the Absolute Index Score for 2006 was 10.4, which was marginally lower than the score
for 2002 of 10.8. The corresponding scores for County Galway were 8.0 in 2002 and 9.5 in 20086,
slightly lower than those for the State. However, the trend in Galway between 2002 and 2006
shows a positive increase in contrast to the national trend, which showed a decline. Between
1991-2006, County Galway had the sixth highest improvement in both Absolute and Relative Index
Scores, and the third highest between 2002 and 2006. When local authority areas are ranked
according to their Relative Index Scores, County Galway was ranked 22™ in 1991, 23" in 1996,
22" in 2002 and by 2006, this had improved to 18". County Galway is now in the middle range of
the affluence to deprivation spectrum.

At electoral area level, the Connemara Electoral Area was the most disadvantaged in both 2002
and 2006 (with a Relative Index Score of -5.2 in 2002 and -3.7 in 2006), though it showed the
most significant improvement between 2002 and 2006. It was followed by the Ballinasloe Electoral
Area (with a Relative Index Score of -2.7 in 2002 and -2.9 in 2006). The Oranmore Electoral Area
was the most advantaged in both 2002 and 2006 (with a Relative Index Score of 7.9 in 2002 and
8.7 in 2006).

In 2002, using the Relative Index Score at ED level, 134 out of the 216 EDs in County Galway
were more disadvantaged than the State average. In 2006, 140 EDs were more disadvantaged
than the State average. The five most disadvantaged EDs remained consistent between 2002 and
2006. They included Gorumna (with a Relative Index Score of -39.7 in 2002 and -35.6 in 2006),
Owengowla (-35.1 in 2002 and -35.5 in 2006), Turlough (-28.4 in 2002 and -29.5 in 2006),
Skannive (-30.9 in 2002 and -29.3 in 2006), and Camus (-24.4 in 2002 and -27.7 in 2006).

Demographic Profile

Population

According to the Census of Population 2006, the population of County Galway was 159,256
people, 51.3% of whom were male and 48.7% of whom were female. This was an increase of
16,011 persons from 2002 or an 11.2% increase. The greatest proportion of the population was in
the Loughrea Electoral Area (24.3%), followed by the Connemara Electoral Area (22.7%) and the
Tuam Electoral Area (22.1%). The lowest proportion of the population was in the Ballinasloe
Electoral Area (13.8%), followed by the Oranmore Electoral Area (17.1%).

11
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County Galway continues to be a predominantly rural area. In 2002, 15.4% of the population in
County Galway lived in the aggregate town areas, with 84.6% living in the aggregate rural areas.
By 2006, the proportion of the population living in the aggregate town areas had increased to
17.2%, though this was still substantially lower than the national proportion of 60.7%.

At ED level, the largest centres of population tended to be those EDs that are within commuting
distance of Galway City and those surrounding the urban centres in County Galway.

Population change

Between 1996 and 2002 the population of County Galway increased by 8.8%, and by 11.2%
between 2002 and 2006. The increase was greater in County Galway than nationally for the two
census periods. Between 1996 and 2006 the population of County Galway increased by 21%,
compared to the average for the State of 16.9%.

A significant proportion of the population increase between 2002 and 2006 (74.5%) was made up
of immigration. The level of immigration, as a proportion of population increase, was appreciably
higher in County Galway than in the State (59.3%) or in Galway City (55.7%).

Between 2002 and 2006 the largest increase in population at electoral area level was in the
Oranmore Electoral Area at 19.7%, followed by the Loughrea Electoral Area at 17.3%. The
smallest increase in population was in the Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 3.8%.

At ED level, 155 of the 216 EDs in County Galway recorded a positive increase in population
between 2002 and 2006. Population increases were highest in the EDs surrounding the urban
centres, particularly those adjacent to, and within commuting distance of Galway City. Between
2002 and 2006, a total of 57 EDs showed a decline in population, with 4 EDs remaining static. Of
these declines, the largest were in Cushkillary (-34.9%), Derrycunlagh (-17.0%),

Derrylaur (-12.4%), Killoran (-11.5), Errislanan (-11.2%), Colmanstown (-10.6%) and Eyrecourt
(-10.3).

Age profile

The age profile of County Galway does not differ significantly from that of the State, though there
were proportionately, slightly more people in the youngest and the oldest age categories in County
Galway than the State. The Oranmore Electoral Area had the highest proportion of population
aged between 0-4 years and the lowest proportion aged 65 years and over. The Ballinasloe
Electoral Area had the highest proportion of population aged 65 years and over.

In 2002, the age dependency rate in County Galway was 55.3%, considerably higher than the
national rate of 47.6%. In 2006, the age dependency rate for County Galway fell to 51.7%, though
this was still appreciably higher than the national rate of 45.8%. At electoral area level, the
Ballinasloe Electoral Area had the highest age dependency rate at 57.4%, followed by the Tuam
Electoral Area at 53.0%. The Oranmore Electoral Area had the lowest age dependency rate at
46.8%.

Principal Economic Status, Economic Dependency & Social Class

Labour Force Participation Rate

The labour force participation rate is calculated as the sum of those at work, seeking their first job
and those unemployed as a percentage of the overall population aged 15 years and over. In 2002,
the labour force participation rate was 56.5% in County Galway, just marginally lower than the
labour force participation rate in the State of 58.3%. In 2006, the labour force participation rate of
61.5% in County Galway was slightly lower than the labour force participation rate in the State of
62.5%.

At electoral area level, the Oranmore Electoral Area had the highest labour force participation rate
at 67.9%, followed by the Loughrea Electoral Area at 63.4%. The Ballinasloe Electoral Area had
the lowest labour force participation rate at 58.1%, followed by the Connemara Electoral Area at
58.6%.

12
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At ED level, 146 of the 216 EDs in County Galway had labour force participation rates that were
lower than the State average (62.5%), and a total of 11 EDs had labour force participation rates
that were lower than 50%.

Unemployment

The Unemployment Rate is calculated as the sum of those unemployed and those seeking their
first job as a percentage of the labour force. For the purposes of calculating the Unemployment
Rate, the CSO classifies the population aged 15 years and over as either inside or outside the
labour force. In 2002, at 8.7% the unemployment rate in County Galway was similar to the national
unemployment rate at 8.8%. By 2006, the unemployment rate in County Galway had fallen to
7.7%, a lower rate than the national rate of 8.5%.

The number of people who described themselves as at work increased in County Galway between
2002 and 2006 from 51.6% to 56.8%.

In 2006 the Connemara Electoral Area had the highest unemployment rate at 12.2%, followed by
the Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 8.4%. The Oranmore Electoral Area had the Ilowest
unemployment rate at 5.1%, followed by the Loughrea Electoral Area at 5.9%.

Unemployment Blackspots

An ED is defined by the CSO as an unemployment blackspot if its labour force exceeds 200
persons and its unemployment rate, on a Principal Economic Status basis, exceeds 20%. Six EDs
were identified in County Galway as unemployment blackspots in 2006 i Skannive (Scainimh),
Gorumna, Knockboy, Sillerna, An Turlach and Cill Chuimin. Sillerna had the highest
unemployment rate, followed by Skannive and An Turlach. Similar to 2002, all the identified
unemployment black spots were in the Gaeltacht.

Broad Occupational Groups

In 2006 the largest proportion of workers in County Galway was classed as professional workers at
17.2%, slightly higher than the national average for this category at 16.5%. Proportionally, there
were over twice the number of farming, fishing and forestry managers in County Galway as the
national average. There were also higher levels of manufacturing workers (13.4% in County
Galway compared to 11.8% nationally) and building and construction workers (12.1% in County
Galway compared to 8.8% nationally). At electoral area level, the largest proportion of professional
workers and administrative and government workers was in the Oranmore Electoral Area. The
largest proportion of farming, fishing and forestry managers was in the Ballinasloe Electoral Area.
The largest proportion of manufacturing workers was in the Tuam Electoral Area.

Economic Dependency Rate

In 2002, the Economic Dependency Rate (EDR) in County Galway was at 1.5, higher than that of
the State at 1.4. In 2006, the EDR in County Galway was 1.3, two points lower than the 2002 rate,
though still higher than the State average of 1.2. This means that for every active person in County
Galway there were 1.3 inactive persons. At electoral area level, the Connemara Electoral Area had
the highest EDR at 1.5, followed by the Ballinasloe Electoral Area. The Oranmore Electoral Area
had the lowest EDR at 1.0, followed by the Loughrea Electoral Area at 1.2.

Social Class

In 2006, there were a higher proportion of Combined Professional, Managerial and Technical
Social Class and a lower proportion of Combined Semi-skilled and Unskilled Social Class in
County Galway than nationally. The number of people in the Combined Professional, Managerial
and Technical Social Class in County Galway increased by 4%, from 29.9% to 33.9% between
2002 and 2006, and was higher than the State average in 2006 of 32.9%. In the same period, the
number of people in the Combined Semi-skilled and Unskilled Social Class decreased by 2.1%,
from 17.3% to 15.2%, and was lower than the State average in 2006 of 15.3%. At electoral area
level, the Oranmore Electoral Area had the highest proportion of population in the Combined
Professional, Managerial and Technical Social Classes at 40.1%, followed by the Loughrea
Electoral Area at 35.1%. The Tuam Electoral Area had the lowest proportion of population in the
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Combined Professional, Managerial and Technical Social Classes at 29.7%, followed by the
Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 31.0%. The Connemara Electoral Area had the highest proportion of
population in the Combined Semi-skilled and Unskilled Social Classes at 16.5%, followed by the
Tuam Electoral Area at 15.6%. The Oranmore Electoral Area had the lowest proportion of
population in the Combined Semi-skilled and Unskilled Social Classes at 12.8%, followed by the
Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 15.1%.

Family Units, Households and Accommodation

Family Units

There were a total of 39,720 family units in County Galway in 2006, with a total of 59,963 children
living in these family units. Couples with children comprised the largest category of family unit at
58.0%, higher than the State average of 53.2%. The majority of children live in families headed by
a couple i 84.5%, compared to a State average of 79.0%. Fathers parenting alone with children
made up 2.3% of family units, similar to the State average of 2.5%. Children in families headed by
a lone father made up 2.5% of all children, compared to 2.8% nationally. Mothers parenting alone
with children made up 12.1% of family units, lower than the State average of 15.4%. Children in
families headed by a lone mother comprised 13.0% of all children, lower than the state average of
18.1%.

Households

In 2006, there were a total of 53,308 private households in County Galway, with a total of 155,271
people living in these private households. Overall, there was an average of 2.9 people per private
household in County Galway, compared to 2.8 in the State. In 2002, the corresponding figures
were 3.1 in County Galway and 2.9 in the State.

In 2006, at 99.2% the vast majority of households in County Galway were permanent private
households, marginally lower than the State average of 99.5%.There were 426 temporary
households in County Galway in 2006, comprising 0.8% of all households. At electoral area level,
the largest proportion of temporary households was in the Connemara Electoral Area at 1.4%,
followed by the Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 0.9%.

Accommodation

In 2006, 81.3% of permanent housing units in County Galway were owner occupied, a slight
decrease on the 2002 rate of 82.5% but still a significantly higher figure than the State average of
73.1%.

A total of 38.1% of permanent housing units in County Galway were owner occupied with a
mortgage and 43.2% were owner occupied without a mortgage, the latter figure being significantly
higher than the State average of 34.1%. Less than 1% of permanent housing units in County
Galway were being purchased from the local authority, compared to 1.6% nationally. The number
of households renting from the local authority was, at 3.5%, less than half of the national figure of
7.2%. At electoral area level, the highest level of owner occupation was in the Tuam Electoral
Area at 83.2%, followed by the Oranmore Electoral Area at 83.0%. The lowest level of owner
occupation was in the Loughrea Electoral Area at 79.7%, followed by the Connemara Electoral
Area at 80.1%. The highest level of households being rented from the local authority was in the
Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 5.4% and the lowest level was in the Oranmore Electoral Area at
1.0%.

In 2006, the number of households without central heating was 5,702 or 10.8% of permanent
private households, a decrease of 6.1% on the 2002 figure (16.9%), though still higher than the
national figure of 9.3%. At electoral area level, the largest proportion of permanent private
households without central heating, were in the Connemara Electoral Area at 13.6%, followed by
the Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 12.6%.
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Education

Levels of education

In 2006, 22.1% of the population aged 15 years and over whose full-time education had ceased
had completed education with no formal education or primary education only, a decrease of 5.3%
on the 2002 figure of 27.4%, though still higher than the national figure of 18.9% (Table 7.2.1).

Between 2002 and 2006, the proportion of population with third level education improved. In 2002,
13.4% of the population aged 15 years and over whose full-time education had ceased had a
degree or higher in County Galway, compared to 15.9% of the State population. In 2006, the
numbers of people in this category in County Galway had increased by 4% to 17.4%, though it
remained lower than the State figure of 19.4%. Overall in 2006, 28.3% of the population aged 15
years and over whose full-time education had ceased in County Galway had some level of third
level education, compared to 30.5% nationally (Table 7.2.1).

At electoral area level, the highest proportion of the population aged 15 years and over whose full-
time education had ceased had completed education with no formal education or primary
education only was in the Ballinasloe Electoral Area (25.9%), followed by the Connemara Electoral
Area (24.4%). The lowest proportion of the population aged 15 years and over whose full-time
education had ceased had completed education with third level education was in the Ballinasloe
Electoral Area (22.0%), followed by the Tuam Electoral Area (22.1%). The highest proportion of
the population aged 15 years and over whose full-time education had ceased had completed
education with third level education was in the Oranmore Electoral Area where over a third
(35.6%) of the population aged 15 years and over had third level education. Fewer than 13% of
the populations aged 15 years and over in the Ballinasloe and Tuam Electoral Areas had a degree
or higher (Table 7.2.3).

Age education ceased

In 2006, 22.2% of the population aged 15 years and over in County Galway ceased education at
aged 15 years or younger, a decrease of 4.7% on the 2002 figure of 26.9%, though still higher than
the State average of 21.1%. At electoral area level, the Ballinasloe, Tuam and Connemara
Electoral Areas had the highest levels of persons whose education ceased at age 15 or younger,
all of which are over 3% higher than the state average and over 2% higher than the County Galway
average for 2006. The Oranmore Electoral Area had the highest percentage of persons whose
education ceased at age 20 or older and the lowest percentage of persons whose education
ceased at aged 15 years and under.

Nationality & Ethnicity

Nationality

The nationality of 8.1% of the usually resident population in County Galway was other than Irish in
2006, compared to the State average of 10.1% and the 2002 figure in County Galway of 6.2%. At
electoral area level, the Loughrea Electoral Area had the highest proportion of usually resident
population whose nationality was other than Irish at 11.1%, followed by the Connemara Electoral
Area. The Ballinasloe Electoral Area has the lowest proportion of usually resident population
whose nationality was other than Irish at 6.4%, followed by the Tuam Electoral Area at 6.9%.

Ethnicity

A question was asked about membership of the Irish Traveller community for the first time in the
2002 Census. In 2006 this question was expanded to ask about the ethnic status of all those in the
State. In 2006, there were 1,908 (1.2% of the usually resident population) members of the Irish
Traveller Community in County Galway, a decrease of 49 on the 2002 figure. At 1.2% of the
population, County Galway had the highest proportion of Travellers of all local authority areas in
the country. The corresponding figure in the State was 0.5%.
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A total of 9,004 people (5.7%) described their ethnic status as other white (other than White Irish)
and 446 people (0.3%) described their ethnic status as Black or Black Irish. A total of 619 (0.4%)
people stated that their ethnic status was Asian or Asian Irish and 2,180 (1.4%) stated that their
ethnic status was Other. The people who stated that their ethnic status was Black, Black Irish,
Asian or Asian Irish were, proportionally, significantly fewer than the national average.

At electoral area level, the Tuam Electoral Area had the largest number of Travellers at 810 people
or 2.3% of the usually resident population, followed by the Ballinasloe Electoral Area (439 people
or 2.0% of the usually resident population) and the Loughrea Electoral Area (468 people or 1.2% of
the usually resident population). The largest number of people who described themselves as
Black or Black Irish were in the Loughrea (144 people or 0.4% of the usually resident population)
and Oranmore Electoral Areas (121 people or 0.4% of the usually resident population). The
largest number of people who described themselves as Asian or Asian Irish were in the Loughrea
Electoral Area (208 people or 0.5% of the usually resident population).

Factors that can increase vulnerability

Parenting Alone

In 2006, 14.4% of all family units in County Galway were headed by one parent, slightly higher
than the 2002 figure of 14.0%, though significantly lower than the 2006 national average of 18.0%.
At electoral area level, the highest proportion of families headed by one parent was in the
Connemara Electoral Area at 16.4%, followed by the Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 14.8% and
Tuam at 14.7%. The lowest proportion of families headed by one parent was in the Oranmore
Electoral Area at 10.8%.

Older People & Older People Living Alone

There were slightly fewer older people (aged 65 years and over) living in County Galway in 2006
(12.2%) than there were in 2002 (12.8%). As was the case in 2002, proportionately there were
more older people in County Galway (12.2%) than in the State (11.0%) in 2006. At electoral area
level, the largest proportions of older people were in the Ballinasloe Electoral Area (14.7%),
followed by the Tuam Electoral Area (13.2%), though the greatest actual number of older people
was in the Loughrea Electoral Area. The smallest proportion was in the Oranmore Electoral Area
(8.2%). In 2006 in County Galway there were 25% of persons aged 65 and over living alone in
private households. This is close to the State average of 25.9%. Of these 42.28% were male and
57.72% of these were female.

People with a Disability

In 2002, there were 12,210 people with a disability in County Galway, accounting for 8.5% of the

population, a slightly higher proportion than that of the State at 8.3%. In 2006, there were 13,883

people with a disability in County Galway or 8.7% of the population i an increase of 1,673 people
since 2002. Proportionally, this figure (8.7%) was slightly higher than the figure for 2002 but lower
than the national average for 2006 (9.3%).

At electoral area level, the largest actual number of people with a disability was in the Loughrea
Electoral Area (3,409 people or 8.8% of the population). Proportionally, the largest proportion of
people with a disability was in the Ballinasloe Electoral Area (2,362 people or 10.7% of the
population). The smallest number of people with a disability was in the Oranmore Electoral Area
(1,872 people or 6.9% of the population).
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Carers & Voluntary Activity

Carers

There were 6,843 people who described themselves as Carers in County Galway in the 2006
census, accounting for 4.3% of the population, a slightly higher proportion than the State average
of 3.8%. At electoral area level, the percentage of the total population was similar in each (around
4%) with the highest proportion at 4.6% in the Tuam Electoral Area.

Voluntary activity

In 2006, 22,227 people or 14.0% of the population stated that they were involved in voluntary
activity in County Galway, a slightly higher proportion than the average for the State (13.0%). At
electoral area level, the Connemara Electoral Area had the highest level of voluntary activity in the
County at 15.5%. At ED level, 134 of the 216 EDs had higher proportions of population involved in
voluntary activity than the State average of 13%.

Car Ownership & Commuting

Car Ownership

Between 2002 and 2006, the number of households with no motor car in County Galway fell from
16.6% to 14.1%, and the number of households with two or more cars increased from 42.9% to
49.9%. In 2006, 7,473 or 14.1% of households in County Galway had no motor car, a lower
proportion than the State average of 19.7%. A higher proportion of households had two motor cars
in County Galway (39.5%) than the State average (32.9%). At electoral area level, the Connemara
Electoral Area had the highest proportion of households with no motor car at 17.0% and the
Oranmore Electoral Area had the lowest level of households with no motor car at 7.9%. The
Oranmore Electoral Area had the highest proportion of households with three or more motor cars
at 13.5%.

Commuting

In general, the commuting distances in County Galway were longer than the State average, with,
for example, 13.0% of commuters in County Galway travelling between 25-49 kilometres compared
to a State average of 7.9%. At electoral area level, the electoral areas had lower than average
commuting distances in all of the electoral areas up to 4 kilometres and higher than the State
average in each electoral area except in the Oranmore Electoral Area thereatfter.

PC Ownership & Internet Connection

PC Ownership

In 2002, 40.1% of permanent private households in County Galway owned a Personal Computer,
marginally lower than the State average of 43.5%. In 2006, 28,977 or 54.8% of permanent private
households in County Galway owned a Personal Computer, still marginally lower than the State
average of 56.6%, but an increase of almost 15% on the 2002 figure. At electoral area level, the
highest rate of PC ownership was in the Oranmore Electoral Area at 65.3%, followed by the
Loughrea Electoral Area at 55.2%. The lowest rate of PC ownership was in the Ballinasloe
Electoral Area at 50.0%.

Internet Connection

In 2002, 30.5% of permanent private households in County Galway were connected to the Internet,
marginally lower than the State average of 34.1%. In 2006, 23,566 or 44.6% of permanent private
households in County Galway were connected to the Internet, still marginally lower than the State
average of 46.7%, but an increase of over 14% on the 2002 figure. Of these connected households
5,374 or 22.8% were connected via a Broadband connection, half the average for the State. At
electoral area level, the rate of Internet connection was highest in the Oranmore Electoral Area at
55.1%, followed by the Loughrea Electoral Area at 45.4%. The connection rate was lowest in the
Ballinasloe Electoral Area at 39.4%.
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Ability to speak Irish

In 2002, a total of 17.3% of people aged three years and over speak Irish daily in County Galway.
In the 2006 Census, the questions in relation to speaking Irish were asked differently and so it is
difficult to make direct comparisons between the two censuses. In 2006, the national average of
persons in the State that speak Irish daily was 12.7%. County Galway was over 5% higher at
19.9%. At electoral area level, all of the electoral areas in County Galway were equal or higher
than the national average. The highest rate was in the Connemara Electoral Area at 41.9%, more
than three times higher than the State average. At ED level the proportion of people who speak
Irish daily was significantly higher than the national average in 133 of the 216 EDs.
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Section 2 Deprivation and Affluence Index

The Deprivation and Affluence Index devised by Trutz Haase and Jonathan Pratschke was first
used in the County Galway Local Poverty Profile in 2005. Building on this, this report presents the
New Measures of Deprivation in the Republic of Ireland devised by Haase and Pratschke. This
new measure supersedes and replaces the previous analysis by Haase and Pratschke (2005), as
all estimates are derived from a new matrix of observations covering all four census periods.
Basically the Deprivation and Affluence Index assigns a score to each area in relation to
Demographic Profile, Social Class Composition and Labour Market Situation. The Absolute Index
Score is the score achieved by an area. The Relative Index Score is the Absolute Index Score
minus the underlying trend (the average national growth). The relative score is useful because it
indicates how well or how badly an area is doing relative to the underlying trend. Therefore, a
particular area may have improved by, for example, a score of +10 between 2002 and 2006 but in
relative terms, when the underlying trend is subtracted, it may actually have disimproved.

For the development of the latest round of social inclusion plans, the appropriate deprivation
measure to use is the 2006 Relative Index Score. It shows the position of any given ED relative to
all other EDs in 2006. Therefore, when making comparisons over time, the appropriate scores to
use are the Absolute Index Scores without the labels, as the meaning of what constitutes affluence
or deprivation changes from one census to another. When making a statement about a particular
ED or an area at a particular point in time (e.g. in 2006) the appropriate score to use is the 2006
Relative Index Score.

The figures presented in this report are not directly comparable to those presented in the County
Galway Local Poverty Profile 2005, as the index has been redesigned. Please see Appendix 1 for
a more comprehensive explanation of the Deprivation and Affluence Index.

Table 2.1 Absolute and Relative Index Scores in Local Authority Areas, 1991-2006

Absolute | Absolute | Absolute | Absolute | Relative Relative Relative Relative

Loca iy Avea | x| lndex | Clndex | “ndec | lnder | ndex | lnder | dex
1991 1996 2002 2006 1991 1996 2002 2006

Dublin City -2.2 1.3 8.8 7.0 -2.2 -1.1 .8 -2.5
South County Dublin 3.1 7.6 13.7 11.3 3.1 5.4 7.0 3.4
Dublin Fingal 10.7 13.9 17.6 15.8 10.7 12.0 11.8 9.7
Dun Laoghaire/Rathdown 19.3 20.6 22.5 20.9 19.3 18.9 17.9 16.8
Kildare 5.9 10.3 155 14.3 5.9 8.3 9.2 7.6
Meath 3.9 7.5 14.1 135 3.9 54 7.4 6.5
Wicklow 3.8 7.5 13.2 12.6 3.8 5.3 6.3 5.2
Carlow -1.0 1.0 8.1 8.1 -1.0 -1.4 -1 -1.1
Kilkenny 3.8 6.4 11.3 111 3.8 4.2 4.0 3.1
Wexford -1.4 1.0 6.6 7.1 -1.4 -1.4 -2.0 -2.5
Tipperary SR 5 3.9 8.6 8.4 5 1.6 .6 -7
Waterford City .0 3.3 8.1 6.5 .0 1.0 -1 -3.3
County Waterford 2.7 5.6 10.3 10.5 2.7 3.4 2.7 2.3
Cork City 1 2.1 7.5 6.5 A1 -2 -.8 -3.2
County Cork 6.2 9.0 14.0 13.8 6.2 6.9 7.3 6.9
Kerry .0 24 8.7 8.7 .0 .0 .6 -3
Clare 5.2 6.6 12.0 11.9 5.2 4.4 4.8 4.2
Limerick City -3.8 -.8 4.0 2.2 -3.8 -3.3 -5.2 -9.3
County Limerick 6.0 9.0 13.1 12.3 6.0 6.9 6.2 438
Tipperary NR 29 5.1 10.4 10.5 2.9 2.9 2.8 2.3
Galway City 13.8 14.0 16.1 13.6 13.8 12.1 9.9 6.6
County Galway -1 1.6 8.0 9.5 -1 -.8 -2 .9
Mayo -2.6 -1.6 52 6.6 -2.6 -4.1 -3.8 -3.2
Roscommon 2.5 4.1 8.4 9.8 25 1.8 .3 1.3
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Louth -3.8 1 6.0 6.7 -3.8 -2.4 -2.7 -2.9
Leitrim -1.9 4 6.4 8.2 -1.9 -2.1 -2.2 -9
Sligo 3.3 5.4 9.9 10.1 3.3 3.1 2.1 1.8
Cavan -1.7 .0 5.6 6.6 -1.7 -2.4 -3.2 -3.2
Donegal -10.9 -7.1 4 1.7 -10.9 -9.8 9.7 -10.0
Monaghan -2.1 1.8 5.8 6.7 -2.1 -5 -3.0 -3.0
Laois 7 2.8 7.6 9.6 7 5 -7 1.0
Longford -2.0 2 54 5.6 -2.0 -2.3 -3.4 -4.5
Offaly -1.6 .6 7.5 7.6 -1.6 -1.8 -8 -1.7
Westmeath 2.8 5.1 10.2 10.1 2.8 2.9 25 1.7
Region

Dublin 4.7 8.1 13.7 12.0 4.7 5.9 7.0 4.3
Mid East 4.6 8.6 14.4 13.6 4.6 6.5 7.8 6.6
South East 7 35 8.7 8.6 7 11 7 -4
South West 3.3 5.9 114 11.3 3.3 3.6 4.1 3.4
Mid West 35 6.0 10.8 104 35 3.7 3.3 21
West 1.5 3.0 8.6 9.4 15 .6 5 .8
Border -4.5 -1.3 4.7 5.7 -4.5 -3.8 -4.3 -4.5
Midlands .3 25 8.1 8.7 3 1 -1 -3
NUTS Il Region

SE 3.7 6.7 12.3 11.4 3.7 4.6 51 3.5
BMW -1.3 1.1 6.9 7.7 -1.3 -1.3 -1.6 -1.6
Ireland 2.3 5.2 10.8 104 2.3 3.0 3.3 2.1

Source Haase & Pratschke2008

¢ Nationally, the Absolute Index Score for 2006 was 10.4, which was marginally lower than the
score for 2002 of 10.8. The corresponding scores for County Galway were 9.5 (2006) and 8.0
(2002), slightly lower than those for the State. However, the trend in Galway between 2002 and
2006 shows a positive increase in contrast to the national trend, which showed a decline.

¢ In 1991, the starting point for County Galway, at -.1, was significantly lower than that of the
State at 2.3.

e Between 1996 and 2006, the State improved by 5.2 points from 5.2 to 10.4. In the same period
County Galway improved by 7.9, from 1.6 to 9.5.

¢ In relative terms, the improvement in County Galway was significantly lower than that of the
State between 1991 and 2006, and actually disimproved between 1991 and 1996. However,
against the national trend, County Galway continued to improve between 2002 and 2006.

Table 2.2 Change in Absolute and Relative Deprivation Scores and Ranking, 1991-2006

Change in | Change in | Change in | Change in
Absolute | Absolute | Relative Relative

Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking

Local Authority Area Index Index Index Index 1991 1996 2002 2006
Scores Scores Scores Scores
1991-2006 | 2002-2006 | 1991-2006 | 2002-2006
Dublin City 9.3 -1.8 -3 -3.3 30 24 16 25
South County Dublin 8.2 -2.4 .3 -3.5 12 7 7 10
Dublin Fingal 5.1 -1.8 -1.0 -2.2 3 3 2 2
LaDc:g;laire/Rathdown 16 -1.6 2.5 1.1 L 1 1 1
Kildare 8.4 -1.3 1.7 -1.7 6 4 4 3
Meath 9.7 -.6 2.6 -9 8 8 5 6
Wicklow 8.8 -.6 1.4 -1.0 9 9 8 7
Carlow 9.1 .0 -1 -1.0 23 25 21 22
Kilkenny 7.3 -2 -7 -.8 10 11 11 11
Wexford 8.5 5 -1.0 -5 24 26 26 24
Tipperary SR 7.9 -2 -1.2 -1.2 18 17 18 20
Waterford City 6.5 -1.6 -3.4 -3.2 20 18 20 31
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County Waterford 7.8 2 -4 -4 15 12 13 12
Cork City 6.5 -9 -3.3 2.4 19 21 25 30
County Cork 7.6 -2 7 -4 4 6 6 4
Kerry 8.7 .0 -2 -9 21 20 17 19
Clare 6.7 -1 -1.0 -.6 7 10 10 9
Limerick City 6.0 -1.8 -5.4 -4.1 32 32 33 33
County Limerick 6.3 -8 -1.2 -1.4 5 5 9 8
Tipperary NR 7.6 .0 -.6 -.6 13 14 12 13
Galway City -1 -2.4 -7.1 -3.2 2 2 3 5
County Galway 9.6 15 1.0 1.1 22 23 22 18
Mayo 9.2 14 -.6 5 31 33 32 29
Roscommon 7.3 1.4 -1.2 1.1 16 16 19 16
Louth 10.6 .8 9 -2 33 30 28 26
Leitrim 10.1 1.8 1.0 1.3 27 28 27 21
Sligo 6.8 2 -1.6 -4 11 13 15 14
Cavan 8.3 1.0 -1.5 .0 26 31 30 28
Donegal 12.6 1.2 .9 -3 34 34 34 34
Monaghan 8.8 .9 -.9 .0 29 22 29 27
Laois 8.9 2.0 4 1.7 17 19 23 17
Longford 7.6 2 -2.5 -1.1 28 29 31 32
Offaly 9.2 1 -1 -9 25 27 24 23
Westmeath 7.3 -1 -1.1 -.8 14 15 14 15
Region

Dublin 7.3 -1.8 -3 -2.6 1 2 2 2
Mid East 9.0 -.8 2.0 -1.2 2 1 1 1
South East 7.9 -1 -1.1 -1.0 6 5 5 7
South West 8.0 -1 .0 -7 4 4 3 3
Mid West 6.8 -5 -1.4 -1.2 3 3 4 4
West 7.8 .8 -.8 2 5 6 6 5
Border 10.1 1.0 .0 -1 8 8 8 8
Midlands 8.4 5 -5 -2 7 7 7 6
NUTS Il Region

SE 7.7 -9 -1 -1.6 1 1 1 1
BMW 9.0 .8 -3 .0 2 2 2 2
Ireland 8.1 -4 -2 -1.2

Source Haase &Pratschke 2008

Between 1991 and 2006, County Galway had the sixth highest improvement in both Absolute
and Relative Index Scores, and the third highest between 2002 and 2006.

When local authority areas are ranked according to their Relative Index Scores, County
Galway was ranked 22" in 1991, 23" in 1996, and 22™ in 2002. By 2006, this had improved to
18™ and County Galway is now in the middle range of the affluence to deprivation spectrum.
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Table 2.3 Absolute & Relative Index Scores in the Electoral Areas, County Galway & the State,
2002 & 2006
Change in Change in
Absolut | Absolut | Absolute | Relative | Relative Relative Ranked Ranked
e Index | e Index Index Index Index Index Relative Relative
Score Score Score Score Score Score Index Index
Area 2002 2006 20022006 2002 2006 20022006 | Score 2002| Score 2006
Loughrea 10.2 11.3 1.2 2.5 3.5 0.9 2 2
Oranmore 14.5 15.1 0.6 7.9 8.7 0.8 1 1
Tuam 6.8 8.2 1.4 -1.8 -0.9 0.8 3 3
Connemara 4.0 6.2 2.2 -5.2 -3.7 1.5 5 5
Ballinasloe 6.0 6.8 0.8 -2.7 -2.9 -0.2 4 4
County
Galway 8.0 9.5 1.5 -0.2 0.9 1.1 22 18
State 10.8 10.4 -0.4 3.3 2.1 -1.2

Source Haase &Pratschke 2008

e At electoral area level, the Connemara Electoral Area was the most disadvantaged in both
2002 and 2006, followed by the Ballinasloe Electoral Area. The Oranmore Electoral Area was
the most advantaged in both 2002 and 2006.

e The Connemara Electoral Area showed the most improvement between 2002 and 2006, with
improvement in the Absolute Index Score at 2.2 and in the Relative Index Score at 1.5.
Conversely, the Oranmore Electoral Area showed least improvement between 2002 and 2006,
with the change in the Absolute Index Score at 0.6 and in the Relative Index Score at 0.8.

Table 2.4 Absolute & Relative Index Scores in the most disadvantaged EDs, County Galway,
2002 & 2006
Change
in
Relative Ranked | Ranked
Absolute | Absolute | Change in Relative Relative Index Relative | Relative
Index Index Absolute Index Index Score Index Index
Score Score Index Score Score Score 2002 Score Score
2002 2006 20022006 2002 2006 2006 2002 2006
State 10.8 10.4 -0.4 3.3 2.1 -1.2
County
Galway 8.0 9.5 15 -0.2 0.9 1.1 22 18
Connemara 4.0 6.2 2.2 -5.2 -3.7 1.5 5 5
Gorumna -23.6 -16.7 6.9 -39.7 -35.6 4.1 214 214
Owengowla -19.9 -16.6 3.3 -35.1 -35.5 -4 213 213
Turlough -14.5 -12.3 2.2 -28.4 -29.5 -1.1 209 212
Skannive -16.5 -12.2 4.4 -30.9 -29.3 1.6 210 211
Camus -11.3 -11.0 .3 -24.4 -27.7 -3.3 208 210
Lettermore -16.8 -9.2 7.6 -31.2 -25.2 6.0 211 209
Inishbofin -16.9 -8.9 8.0 -31.3 -24.8 6.5 212 208
Roundstone 9.1 -8.9 2 -21.6 -24.7 -3.1 205 207
Kilcummin -7.4 -8.8 -1.4 -19.5 -24.6 5.1 201 206
Sillerna -10.5 -8.6 1.9 -23.3 -24.3 -1.0 207 205
Doonloughan -5.4 -8.4 -3.1 -16.9 -24.1 -7.2 199 204
Knockboy 9.1 -5.5 3.6 -21.6 -20.0 1.6 206 203

Source Haase & Pratschke, 2008
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e In 2002, using the Relative Index Score at ED level, 134 EDs were more disadvantaged than
the State average. In 2006, 140 EDs were more disadvantaged than the State average.

* Using the Relative Index Score, the twelve most disadvantaged EDs are shown in Table 2.4
above.

e The picture of the most disadvantaged EDs has, to a large extent, remained static between
2002 and 2006, except for the inclusion of Kilcummin and Doonloughan in 2006.

e The five most disadvantaged are Gorumna (with a Relative Index Score of -39.7 in 2002 and -
35.6 in 2006), Owengowla (-35.1 in 2002 and -35.5 in 2006), Turlough (-28.4 in 2002 and -29.5
in 2006), Skannive (-30.9 in 2002 and -29.3 in 2006), and Camus (-24.4 in 2002 and -27.7 in
2006).

e All of the most disadvantaged EDs are in the Connemara Electoral Area.

e A number of the most disadvantaged EDs have improved between 2002 and 2006. For
example, the Absolute Index Scores of Inishbofin, Lettermore, Gorumna, Skannive, Knockboy,
Owengowla and Turlough improved by between 2.2 and 8 (the State average was 2.1). The
Relative Index Scores of the same areas also improved by between -1.1 and 6.5 (the State
average was -1.2).

e The EDs most resistant to improvement were Roundstone, Camus, Kilcummin and
Doonloughan.

Table 2.5 Absolute & Relative Index Scores in the most affluent EDs, County Galway, 2002 &
2006
Change in Change in
Absolut | Absolut Absolute Relative | Relative Relative Ranked Ranked
e Index | e Index Index Index Index Index REIEVNYE REIEVNYE
Score Score Score Score Score Score Index Index
2002 2006 20022006 2002 2006 20022006 | Score 2002| Score 2006
State 10.8 10.4 -4 3.3 2.1 -1.2
County 22 18
Galway 8.0 9.5 1.5 -.2 .9 1.1
Galway rural 22.6 23.8 1.2 18.0 20.8 2.8 1 1
Barna 22.5 23.1 .6 18.0 19.9 1.9 2 2
Tullokyne 20.9 21.2 3 15.9 17.2 1.3 5 3
Moycullen 21.4 20.1 -1.4 16.6 15.6 -1.0 4 4
Oranmore 21.9 20.1 -1.8 17.1 15.6 -1.5 3 5
Clarinbridge 17.7 19.6 1.8 11.9 14.9 3.0 13 6
Dorrus 15.4 19.6 4.2 9.0 14.9 5.9 22 7
Kiltullagh 18.8 19.5 N 13.2 14.8 1.6 12 8
Stradbally 20.5 19.2 -1.3 15.4 14.5 -9 9
Ballynacourty 20.2 19.2 -1.0 15.0 14.4 -.6 10

Source Haase & Pratschke, 2008

e At ED level, Galway Rural, Barna, Tullokyne, Moycullen and Oranmore are the most
consistently affluent EDs in County Galway.
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Absolute Index Scores, 1991 - 2006

Map 2.1 Absolute Index Score by ED, County Galway, 1991
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Map 2.2 Absolute Index Score by ED, County Galway, 1996
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