Highway Works Little Hulton and Walkden Community Committee

1.0. Background

1.1. An early objective on the formation of Urban Vision was to improve the condition of highways within Salford.  To that end the Council decided to invest £22M into the roads and footways over a five year period, raising the money through unsupported borrowing and obtaining payback through reduced payouts on claims.

1.2. The graph below summarises the financial model used for this investment and shows:

· the previously agreed claim and reserve provision (2004 / 5)

· the required level of payout required to achieve the highway investment repayment

· the actual level of payout
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Fig 1.  Monetary Payout for Tripping Claims.

From this it can be seen that the actual level of payout is still over-achieving the business case.

1.3. In addition to the above, over the last 6 months Urban Vision have also been carrying out an average of 1500 minor carriageway and footway repairs per month.

1.4. The increase in activity certainly would appear to have had a positive impact on the condition of the network, as shown in the table below (although it should be noted that the figures reflect a sample rather than the full network.)

	
	
	Year

	
	
	2005/06
	2006/07
	2007/08
	2008/09

	Indicator
	BVPI 223 / NI 168 - Percentage of the principal road network where structural maintenance should be considered
	28%
	15%
	6%
	5%

	
	BVPI 224a / NI 169 - Percentage of non-principal road where structural maintenance should be considered
	36%
	20%
	8%
	6%

	
	BVPI 224b - Percentage of unclassified road where structural maintenance should be considered
	23.30%
	24%
	21%
	18%

	
	BVPI 187 - Condition of surfaced footway
	30.37%
	66%
	27%
	n/a


2.0. Highway Investment Programme.

2.1. Footway, Carriageway and Microasphalt Works already delivered:

	Albert Avenue
	Ellesmere Street
	Mountain Street

	Alexandra Road
	Gibson Lane
	Newearth Road

	Algernon Road
	Granville Street
	North Grove

	Argyle Avenue
	Greenwood Avenue
	Parkside Avenue

	Ashtonfield Drive
	Grosvenor Road
	Parsonage Drive

	Aspinall Crescent
	Hawthorne Avenue
	Pinfold Road

	Bexley Drive
	Haysbrook Avenue
	Poplar Road

	Blantyre Avenue
	Hirst Avenue
	Queen Street

	Bridgewater Road
	Hillside Avenue
	Queensway

	Broadway
	Hilton Lane
	Regent Avenue

	Broughton Street
	Holyoake Road
	Ridyard Street

	Cecil Street
	Hulton Avenue
	South Grove

	Chestnut Avenue
	Ivy Grove
	Trafford Drive

	Chilham Road
	Jackson Street
	Vicarage Road

	Coniston Avenue
	Kenyon Way
	Walkdene Drive

	Dagmar Street
	Kestrel Avenue
	West Way

	Dellside Grove
	Laburnum Road
	Whitehead Street

	Eastham Way
	Lansdale Street
	Whittle Street

	Ellesmere Avenue
	Malvern Grove
	


3.0. Future Works.

Proposed Microasphalt Schemes

3.1. Microasphalt is a specialised thin surfacing treatment whereby the roads are initially patched and then surfaced.  The treatment is best suited to certain types of road and the proposed programme is given below:

	Coniston Avenue
	Shalbourne Road
	West Avenue

	Parsonage Road
	Tynesbank
	


Community Committee is therefore requested to consider the proposed programme against the potential reserve schemes (below) and determine if any should have a higher priority:

	Bank Grove
	Malvern Grove
	Mount Skip Lane

	Langworthy Avenue
	Parkway
	Spa Crescent


3.2. Outstanding Highway Investment Schemes:

Footway Reconstruction

	Algernon Road
	Laurel Drive
	Southern Street

	Avon Close
	Louisa Street
	Stoneyside Grove

	Claughton Avenue
	Meadowside Grove
	Thorpe Street

	Edgefold Crescent
	Peel Park Crescent
	Wilfred Road

	Grosvenor Drive
	Smith Fold Lane
	Wilbraham Road

	Hodge Road
	
	


3.3. Community Committee is therefore requested to consider the above and:

1. Determine which schemes should take priority in future programme proposals.

2. If there any schemes which are omitted and what their relevant priority should be.
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Sheet1

				Previously Agreed Provision (2004/5)		Forecast Payout (illustrating required saving)		Actual Payout

		2005/6		£4,304,757		£3,804,757		£2,286,920

		2006/7		£4,304,757		£3,304,757		£2,806,968

		2007/8		£4,304,757		£2,804,757		£2,631,397

		2008/9		£4,304,757		£2,454,757		£1,905,936

		2009/10		£4,304,757		£2,454,757

		2010/11		£4,304,757		£2,454,757
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