State of the Wards

i ‘\ ; '
)
| .

Luas/ AR Vil j
ARV B sad.

N 1L
£

LS

MANCHESTER

CITY COUNCIL






Manchester’s 2nd
State of the Wards
Report

2007/2008

CCCCCCCCCCC



Manchester’s 2nd State of the Wards Report 2007/2008

Contents

1. Introduction
1.1 Context

1.2 The Manchester Way - Manchester’s
Community Strategy 2006-2015

1.3 Mechanisms to monitor progress
1.4 2008-11 Local Area Agreement
1.5 Report structure

1.6 Updating and availability

2. The city - general context

2.1 Introduction

2.2 Wards

2.3 Population estimates

2.4 Age profile

2.5 Diversity and ethnicity

2.6 Index of Multiple Deprivation

3. Reaching full potential in education
and employment

3.1 Introduction
3.2 Un/employment
3.3 Attainment and attendance

3.4 Health

N

00 00 00 N N O O b

=
o

13
14
15

20
20
20
31
37

4. Neighbourhoods of choice

4.1 Introduction

4.2 Resident satisfaction and belonging to a

neighbourhood
4.3 Housing
4.4 Safety and crime
4.5 Youth offending services
4.6 Fire
4.7 Environment
5. Individual and collective self-esteem
5.1 Introduction
5.2 Belonging and sense of place
5.3 Community cohesion
5.4 Influencing decision-making
5.5 Volunteering
5.6 Wellbeing
Technical definitions

Summary chart

46
46

46
48
51
55
56
60
64
64
65
68
68
69
69
70
72



List of figures

Figure 1 —The Spines Diagram

Figure 2 — State of the City Indicator framework

Figure 3 — Children aged 0 to 14 by wards 2006

Figure 4 — Older persons aged 65 and over by wards 2006

Figure 5 — Percentage achieving KS2 in English at level 4 by ward, 2007
Figure 6 — Percentage achieving KS2 in maths at level 4 by ward, 2007
Figure 7 — Percentage achieving KS2 in science at level 4 by ward, 2007

Figure 8.1 — Percentage of pupils achieving no GCSE A*-G
qualifications, 2007

Figure 8.2 — Percentage of pupils achieving A*~C (including
English and maths) at GCSE, 2007

Figure 9 — Primary school attendance 2007
Figure 10 — Secondary school attendance 2007

Figure 11 — Proportion of school pupils where English is not their
first language 2007

Figure 12 — Levels of NEET in priority wards

Figure 13 — Life and healthy life expectancy at birth (persons)
wards in Manchester 1999-2003

Figure 14 — All Age All Cause Mortality Rate by ward 2003-05

Figure 15 — Mortality from circulatory diseases (0-74 years) by
ward 2003-05

Figure 16 — Incidence of all malignant cancers (0-74 years) by
ward 2000-04

Figure 17 — Mortality from all cancers (0-74) by ward 2003-05
Figure 18 — Smoking quit rates by ward 2006-07

Figure 19 — Low birth weight babies by ward in Manchester births
occurring in 2003-05

Figure 20 — Under-18 conception rates by ward 2002—04

Figure 21 — Road Collision casualties: total number killed or seriously
injured 2003-2007

Figure 22 — The total number of child casualties by road collisions
2003-2007

Figure 23 — Percentage of residents who are in good or fairly good health
Figure 24 — Residents’ satisfaction with their local area as a place to live

List of maps

Map 1 — Manchester wards
Map 2 — Change in population 2001-05

Map 3 — Change in population by ward mid-2006 to mid-2011
(experimental)

Map 4 — Non-white ethnic groups 2006

Map 5 — IMD 2007 — Manchester

Map 6 — Change in rank between IMD 2004 and 2007

Map 7 — City Strategy target areas within regeneration areas

Map 8 — Change in key out-of-work claimants November 2006 —
May 2007

Map 9 — Volumes of key out-of-work claimants May 2007

Map 10 — Change in Incapacity Benefit claimants November 2006 —
May 2007

Map 11 = Volumes of Incapacity Benefit claimants May 2007

Map 12 — Change in JSA claimants November 2006 — May 2007

Map 13 — Volumes of JSA May 2007

Map 14 — Change in LPIS claimants November 2006 — May 2007

Map 15 — Volumes of LPIS claimants May 2007

Map 16 — Total childcare places for children under 5 and location
of Sure Start Centres

Map 17 — Percentage of pupils achieving A*-C (including English
and maths) at GCSE 2007

32

32
34
35

35
36

37
38

38

39
40
40

43
43

44

22
23

24
25
26
27
28
29

30

33

Manchester’s 2nd State of the Wards Report 2007/2008

Figure 25 — Residents’ satisfaction with their local area as a place to
live by ward

Figure 26 — Total BCS crime by ward 2007-08

Figure 27 — ASB disturbance incidents by ward 2007-08

Figure 28 — Domestic burglary by ward 2007-08

Figure 29 — Thefts from vehicles by ward 2007-08

Figure 30 — Criminal damage by ward 2007-08

Figure 31 — Offences by offender: home address 2007/08

Figure 32 — High volume offending by ward

Figure 33 — Deliberate primary fires (excluding vehicles)

Figure 34 - Deliberate secondary fires (excluding vehicles)

Figure 35 — Accidental primary dwelling fires

Figure 36 — Street cleanliness 2007/08

Figure 37 — Fly-tipping returns 2007/08

Figure 38 — Percentage of residents who feel they belong to their local area
Figure 39 — Levels of belonging and satisfaction with the local area

Figure 40 — Correlation between residents’ satisfaction with the
local area and deprivation

Figure 41 — Percentage of residents who believe their local area is
a good place to bring up children or in which to grow old

Figure 42 — Percentage of residents who feel their local area is a good
place to grow old

Figure 43 — Percentage of residents who feel their local area is a good
place to bring up children

Figure 44 — Percentage of residents who agree that their local area
is a place where people from different backgrounds
get on well together

Figure 45 — Percentage of residents who agree they can influence
decisions in their local area

Figure 46 — Percentage of residents who are engaged in reqular
volunteering for two hours at least once a week

Figure 47 — Percentage of residents who are satisfied with their life overall

Figure 48 — Residents’ satisfaction compared to satisfaction with
their lives overall

Map 18 — Model-based estimates of healthy lifestyle behaviours —
smoking prevalence 2003-05

Map 19 — Model-based estimates of healthy lifestyle behaviours
— binge drinking prevalence 2003-05

Map 20 — Average property prices for terraced properties 2007

Map 21 — Average waiting times for families wanting social housing
Map 22 — Housing tenure in Manchester, March 2008

Map 23 — Percentage of residents worried about crime by ward 2007-08
Map 24 - Deliberate primary fires (excluding vehicles) 2007-08

Map 25 — Accidental primary dwelling fires

Map 26 — Green Flag parks 2007

List of tables

Table 1 - Ward population estimates (experimental statistics):
Manchester mid-2006

Table 2 — IMD indicators by domain

Table 3 — Levels of NEET in October 2006 and October 2007 in
priority wards

47
51
52
52
53
53
55
55

58
58
60
62
65
65

66

66

67

67

68

68

69
69

70

42
48

50
54
57
59

15

36





















Manchester’s 2nd State of the Wards Report 2007/2008

Figure 10 - Secondary school attendance 2007
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Languages spoken

The annual Schools Census records the principal language
spoken by schoolchildren in Manchester (please note this
survey is completed by parents). In 2007, there were around
17,300 pupils in Manchester schools whose first language is
not English (28.9% of all pupils). The number of pupils whose
first language is not English has increased by a third (33.6%)
between 2003 and 2007. The most common non-English
languages spoken by pupils were Urdu (8.1% of pupils),
Punjabi (3.6%), Arabic (2.3%), Somali (2.3%) and Bengali (1.9%).

Figure 11 - Proportion of school pupils where English is not their first language 2007
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In seven wards (Longsight, Rusholme, Cheetham, Whalley
Range, Moss Side, Crumpsall and Levenshulme) over 50%

of school pupils recorded English as being their second
language. This mirrors the distribution of black and minority
ethnic groups described in section 2 of this report.

Not in education, employment or training (NEET)
Manchester has a number of wards with very high levels of
NEET young people. The Manchester NEETs co-ordinator
working with partners has identified a group of priority
schools in which specific strategies are in place to target
these local hot spots. The wards where the priority schools
are located are referred to as the NEET priority wards.

Table 3 — Levels of NEET in October 2006 and October 2007 in priority wards

Ward Oct 2006 Oct 2007 Difference
Harpurhey 23.1% 13.5% -9.6%
Ancoats and Clayton 22% 134% -8.6%
Northenden 174% 9.3% -81%
Sharston 20.9% 13.7% -7.2%
Cheetham 14.4% 74% 7%
Ardwick 14.3% 8.4% -5.9%
Baguley 13.8% 8% -5.8%
Moss Side 11.3% 5.6% -57%
Woodhouse Park 17.5% 12% -5.5%
Gorton North 13.2% 7.8% -54%
Charlestown 13.2% 7.8% -54%
Moston 10.7% 5.6% -5.1%
Brooklands 14.2% 9.3% -49%
Bradford 15.5% 11.3% -4.2%
Miles Platting and Newton Heath 16.7% 13.5% -3.2%
Hulme 11.3% 9.6% -1.7%
Higher Blackley 10.6% 10.6% 0

Source: Connexions Activity Survey
The NEET average for Manchester as of November 2007 was

8.4% of young people aged 16-18 not in education,
employment or training.

Figure 12 — Levels of NEET in priority wards
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Figure 12 highlights the variation in NEET scores within the
priority wards. The Sharston, Harpurhey, Miles Platting and
Newton Heath and Ancoats and Clayton wards all have high
NEET scores. Moston, Moss Side, Cheetham and Charlestown
all have lower than NEET Manchester average NEET scores.
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3.4 Health

Analysis of the most recent data suggest that, although
there has been a general reduction in mortality rates across
Manchester, the level of health inequality within the city has
not changed since the late 1990s. The Public Health Annual
Report 2007 recommends that health improvement
strategies should have a greater focus on reducing these
internal inequalities as well as on improving the health of
the whole population relative to the national average.

Source: Public Health Annual Report 2007
For three of the Figures below (Figure 13, Figure 16, Figure

20) the pre-2004 ward boundaries are used because of the
historical nature of the data sources used.
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Figure 13 - Life and healthy life expectancy at birth (persons) wards in Manchester 1999-2003
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Figure 13 shows life and healthy life expectancy at a ward
level across Manchester. The dark green bars on the chart
show the number of years on average a resident in that
particular ward will have a level of good health. The light
green bars on the chart show on average the number of
years a resident in that particular ward will suffer from poor
health. Added together, the number of years of good health
and poor health is equal to the total estimated life
expectancy for that particular ward. The trend lines at the top
of Figure 13 highlight how levels of life expectancy at a ward
level compare to the Manchester and England averages.
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Healthy life expectancy at birth is the expected number of
years a newborn baby would survive and be healthy if he or
she experienced the particular area’s age and sex-specific
mortality and health rates throughout his or her life. Figure 13
highlights that seven out of the ten wards (pre-2004 ward
boundaries) with the lowest life expectancy are in the north
or east of the city (Ardwick, Beswick and Clayton, Harpurhey,
Newton Heath, Bradford, Charlestown and Cheetham).

Figure 13 also indicates that the pattern of healthy life
expectancy at birth for Manchester wards shows a strong
negative correlation with patterns of deprivation and ill health
within the city. Estimated life expectancy in the Didsbury
ward is nine years higher than in the Ardwick ward, and the
number of years lived in the poor health period is also lower.
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All Age All Cause Mortality (AAACM)

AAACM (directly age-standardised rate per 100,000
population) is used as a proxy to measure progress in terms
of increasing life expectancy, particularly at local level.
AAACM is thought to be a more locally relevant measure
because it is closely related to life expectancy and based on
the same mortality and population data.

Figure 14 - All Age All Cause Mortality Rate by ward 2003-05
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Only two wards in Manchester, City Centre and East Didsbury,
have lower AAACM rates than England as a whole. Didsbury
West has an AAACM rate equal to the national average. Al
other wards are above this rate. The AAACM rate is the
highest in Harpurhey (1,050 per 100,000), which is nearly 70%
higher than the England average.

Circulatory diseases mortality (0-74 years)

Across Manchester as a whole, the mortality rate from circulatory
diseases in persons aged under 75 is 140 per 100,000,
compared with the England average of 85 per 100,000. The
premature mortality rate from circulatory diseases is over four
times higher in Ardwick than itis in the City Centre.

Figure 15 — Mortality from circulatory diseases (0-74 years) by ward 2003-05
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Source: Office for National Statistics. Crown Copyright
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