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Within certain neighbourhoods in Manchester large volumes 

of LPIS claimants remain. These neighbourhoods are located 

to the north and east of the City Centre, in pockets of Central 

Manchester and around Wythenshawe Town Centre to the 

south of the city. 

Map 15 – Volumes of LPIS claimants May 2007 
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Childcare places
There are 34 Sure Start Children’s Centres across Manchester. 

Each Sure Start Centre off ers a range of high-quality 

integrated services at a neighbourhood level.

Map 16 shows the number of childcare places per 100 

children under 5 years old. The highest concentrations of 

under-5 childcare places are in the northern and City Centre 

wards of the city.

Map 16 –  Total childcare places for children under 
5 and location of Sure Start Centres
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3.3 Attainment and attendance
Ward data for attainment and attendance is based on each 

pupil’s home address, only for those pupils attending local 

authority-maintained schools in Manchester.

Key Stage 2 (KS2) achievement by ward
Key Stage 2 is children aged 10–11 in their last year of 

primary school.

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

(Figures 5, 6 and 7) Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF)
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Figures 5, 6 and 7 show that there is a wide variation across 

the city in subject results at KS2. It is likely that the majority of 

the diff erences are linked to varying levels of deprivation, and 

the composition of the population in that district. 

The schools in the South district achieved the highest results 

for the city in all subjects, but in this area only 28% of children 

are eligible for free school meals (a measure of deprivation), 

compared to 40% for the city as a whole. The north east 

schools achieve relatively good results in reading, maths, and 

science. Writing performance is weak with only 54.8% of 

pupils reaching at least level 4; however, this is an 

improvement on last year’s result of 46.3%.

Key Stage 4 achievement by ward
There is a strong relationship between deprivation and 

performance at GCSE level when looking at the percentage of 

pupils gaining fi ve or more A*–C grades. Didsbury East, 

Didsbury West and Chorlton are the areas with the highest 

percentage of pupils achieving fi ve or more A*–C grades. 

Woodhouse Park was the ward with the lowest performance 

mark, with Miles Platting and Newton Heath and Harpurhey 

closely following. 

Figure 8.1 shows the percentage of pupils by ward who did 

not achieve any KS4 qualifi cations. The northern and eastern 

wards of the city, in particular the Miles Platting and Newton 

Heath, Harpurhey, Gorton South and Ancoats and Clayton 

wards have the largest number of pupils with no 

qualifi cations. The Didsbury West and City Centre wards (due 

to the very small number of children living in the City Centre, 

no inferences can be drawn from the fi gure) have no children 

who did not achieve any qualifi cations at KS4.

Figure 8.1 – Percentage of pupils achieving no GCSE A*–G qualifi cations, 2007

Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF)
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Figure 8.2 – Percentage of pupils achieving A*–C (including English and maths) at GCSE, 2007

Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF)
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Map 17 –  Percentage of pupils achieving A*–C 
(including English and maths) at GCSE 2007
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The wards to the south of the City Centre, in particular the 

Didsbury, Chorlton and Levenshulme wards, have the highest 

percentage of children who achieved fi ve A*–C (including 

English and maths) in the city. The wards in the north and 

Wythenshawe districts of the city had the lowest percentages 

of children who achieved fi ve A*–C (including English and 

maths) in the city.

Primary attendance 
The Didsbury and Chorlton wards have the highest levels of 

primary school attendance in the city and the Wythenshawe 

district of Manchester, in particular the Baguley and 

Woodhouse Park wards, have the lowest levels of primary 

school attendance.

Figure 9 – Primary school attendance 2007

Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF)

Due to the very small number of children living in the City 

Centre, no inferences can be drawn from the fi gure.

Levels of secondary school attendance vary greatly across the 

diff erent wards of the city. The wards with the highest levels 

of secondary school attendance are the Crumpsall, Longsight, 

Gorton North and Hulme wards. The Cheetham, Sharston 

and Whalley Range wards all have much lower than 

Manchester average levels of secondary school attendance.
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Figure 10 – Secondary school attendance 2007

Source: Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF)

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 fi rst language is 

not English (28.9% of all pupils). The number of pupils whose 

fi rst 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 fi rst language 2007

Source: Manchester Schools Census 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 identifi ed a group of priority 

schools in which specifi c 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.

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 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.

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% 13.4% –8.6%

Northenden 17.4% 9.3% –8.1%

Sharston 20.9% 13.7% –7.2%

Cheetham 14.4% 7.4% –7%

Ardwick 14.3% 8.4% –5.9%

Baguley 13.8% 8% –5.8%

Moss Side 11.3% 5.6% –5.7%

Woodhouse Park 17.5% 12% –5.5%

Gorton North 13.2% 7.8% –5.4%

Charlestown 13.2% 7.8% –5.4%

Moston 10.7% 5.6% –5.1%

Brooklands 14.2% 9.3% –4.9%

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 

Figure 12 – Levels of NEET in priority wards

Source: Connexions Activity Survey
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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.

Source: Offi  ce for National Statistics. Crown Copyright

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 suff er 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.

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-specifi c 

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.

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

Source: Offi  ce for National Statistics. Crown Copyright

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. All 

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 it is in the City Centre.

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 

Source: Offi  ce for National Statistics. Crown Copyright
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