	Part 1 
	ITEM NO.



REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR OF CUSTOMER AND SUPPORT SERVICES



TO THE LEAD MEMBER FOR CUSTOMER AND SUPPORT SERVICES

MONDAY, 9TH JANUARY, 2006 


TITLE : 
2006/07 REVENUE SUPPORT GRANT SETTLEMENT – PROPOSED CONSULTATION RESPONSE

RECOMMENDATION : 


That the draft RSG consultation response be approved for submission to the ODPM, subject to comments from Budget and Audit Scrutiny Committee on 11th January,


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY :   

Responses to the consultation on the provisional RSG settlement are due to be returned to the ODPM by 5pm on 11th January. This report sets out the proposed consultation response.


BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS : 
Letter from ODPM dated 5th December, 2005 entitled 

(Available for public inspection)

Local Authority Finance (England) : Revenue Support







Grant 2006/07 and 2007/08 and Related Matters,







together with detailed RSG documents on the ODPM







website


ASSESSMENT OF RISK: 
Low

	


SOURCE OF FUNDING: 

Revenue Budget

	


COMMENTS OF THE STRATEGIC DIRECTOR OF CUSTOMER AND SUPPORT SERVICES (or his representative):

1. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS


Not applicable 

2. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS


The report has been written by the Head








of Finance

3.
PROPERTY (if applicable):  


Not applicable

4.
HUMAN RESOURCES (if applicable): 
Not applicable

	


CONTACT OFFICER : 
John Spink
Tel : 793 3230    e-mail : john.spink@salford.gov.uk

WARD(S) TO WHICH REPORT RELATE(S): 
None directly, but potentially all


KEY COUNCIL POLICIES:

Budget Strategy 


DETAILS

The document attached is the proposed response to the consultation by the ODPM on the 2006/07 provisional Revenue Support Grant settlement.

The document is also to be considered by Budget and Audit Scrutiny Committee on 11th January.

Lead Member is requested to consider the contents of the proposed response and agree or amend, as appropriate, the response for despatch to the ODPM, subject to comments from Budget and Audit Scrutiny Committee on 11th January.

ALAN WESTWOOD

Strategic Director of Customer and Support Services
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_1197965884.xls
NW by inc in pop

				COMPARISON OF THE MOVEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNCIL TAX BASE AND POPULATION PROJECTIONS 2004/05 TO 2007/08

				Regional ID		Local Authority		Taxbase for  2004/05 Settlement (Nov 2003)		Taxbase for  2005/06 Settlement (Nov 2004)		Taxbase for  2006/07 Settlement (Oct 05) (including extra discounts for long-term empty homes) - as at 11 Nov		2006/07 Extra discounts for long-term empty homes from CTB1 06/07 - as at 11 Nov		Taxbase for 2006/07 Settlement (excluding discounts for long-term empty homes: latest information)		Average annual % increase between 2004/05 and 2006/07 (geometric mean)		Projected taxbase for October 2006		Projected taxbase for October 2007		Taxbase Increase / reduction 2004/05 to 2007/08				Mid-2002 Population Estimates used in the 2004/05 Amending Report		Mid-2003 Population Estimates		Mid-2006 Population Projections		Mid-2007 Population Projections		Population Increase / Reduction 2004/05 to 2007/08

				NW		Manchester		116,393.1		118,787.4		120,479.6		620.3		119,859.3		1.4781		122,260.4		124,067.5		7,674.4				428,544		432,474		440,122		442,812		14,268

				NW		Vale Royal		45,908.5		46,249.1		46,373.6		0.0		46,373.6		0.5053		46,607.9		46,843.4		934.9				123,074		124,084		127,507		128,591		5,517

				NW		Wyre		38,620.1		38,830.1		38,848.2		0.0		38,848.2		0.2949		38,962.8		39,077.6		457.5				107,049		108,302		111,476		112,470		5,421

				NW		Wigan		93,085.1		93,564.9		94,105.1		0.0		94,105.1		0.5464		94,619.3		95,136.3		2,051.2				302,202		303,846		306,152		306,960		4,758

				NW		Bolton		80,704.7		81,195.2		81,392.1		0.0		81,392.1		0.4250		81,738.0		82,085.4		1,380.7				262,334		263,820		265,623		266,257		3,923

				NW		Crewe and Nantwich		38,520.7		39,192.5		39,748.0		0.0		39,748.0		1.5805		40,376.2		41,014.4		2,493.7				111,990		112,727		115,086		115,885		3,895

				NW		Ribble Valley		21,769.7		22,053.5		22,201.1		0.0		22,201.1		0.9860		22,420.0		22,641.0		871.3				54,941		55,862		58,017		58,680		3,739

				NW		Fylde		29,246.5		29,471.5		29,540.8		0.0		29,540.8		0.5019		29,689.1		29,838.1		591.6				74,164		75,026		76,956		77,606		3,442

				NW		Warrington UA		65,439.2		66,166.6		66,645.1		0.0		66,645.1		0.9172		67,256.4		67,873.2		2,434.0				191,791		193,204		194,713		195,223		3,432

				NW		Chorley		34,141.2		34,486.9		34,859.8		0.0		34,859.8		1.0469		35,224.8		35,593.5		1,452.3				101,226		101,991		103,943		104,583		3,357

				NW		Trafford		75,854.1		76,847.6		78,251.2		502.2		77,749.0		1.2413		79,222.6		80,206.0		4,351.9				210,515		211,774		213,044		213,569		3,054

				NW		Bury		58,641.6		58,806.6		59,108.7		0.0		59,108.7		0.3975		59,343.6		59,579.5		937.9				181,316		181,880		183,623		184,209		2,893

				NW		Eden		19,151.2		19,521.6		19,636.4		94.5		19,541.9		1.0148		19,835.7		20,037.0		885.8				50,325		51,087		52,578		53,058		2,733

				NW		Carlisle		33,188.3		33,505.1		33,378.6		0.0		33,378.6		0.2863		33,474.2		33,570.0		381.7				101,114		101,843		103,267		103,793		2,679

				NW		South Ribble		35,551.7		35,935.2		36,273.7		0.0		36,273.7		1.0103		36,640.2		37,010.4		1,458.7				104,530		105,081		106,560		107,024		2,494

				NW		Rochdale		61,728.8		61,850.5		62,002.8		0.0		62,002.8		0.2217		62,140.3		62,278.0		549.2				206,319		206,618		208,129		208,662		2,343

				NW		Congleton		34,606.1		34,947.2		35,118.5		0.0		35,118.5		0.7376		35,377.5		35,638.5		1,032.4				90,930		91,462		92,791		93,220		2,290

				NW		Lancaster		42,536.0		42,737.6		42,903.0		0.0		42,903.0		0.4305		43,087.7		43,273.2		737.2				134,670		135,771		136,230		136,531		1,861

				NW		Blackpool UA		45,602.2		45,678.8		45,922.8		0.0		45,922.8		0.3509		46,083.9		46,245.7		643.5				142,177		142,429		143,165		143,581		1,404

				NW		Allerdale		31,342.2		31,570.8		31,591.7		0.0		31,591.7		0.3972		31,717.2		31,843.2		501.0				93,726		94,513		94,954		95,102		1,376

				NW		West Lancashire		37,086.9		37,494.9		37,825.3		0.0		37,825.3		0.9906		38,200.0		38,578.4		1,491.5				108,718		108,994		109,747		109,995		1,277

				NW		Tameside		65,062.3		65,468.9		65,640.9		0.0		65,640.9		0.4437		65,932.1		66,224.6		1,162.3				213,179		213,410		213,733		213,942		763

				NW		Blackburn with Darwen UA		39,431.8		39,764.4		40,023.0		0.0		40,023.0		0.7469		40,321.9		40,623.1		1,191.3				139,302		139,804		139,928		140,032		730

				NW		Hyndburn		23,873.5		23,964.6		24,051.0		0.0		24,051.0		0.3711		24,140.2		24,229.8		356.3				81,425		81,744		81,930		82,036		611

				NW		Rossendale		20,984.4		21,230.0		21,360.7		0.0		21,360.7		0.8926		21,551.4		21,743.7		759.3				65,640		65,912		66,129		66,206		566

				NW		Macclesfield		66,470.5		66,841.9		66,822.7		0.0		66,822.7		0.2646		66,999.5		67,176.8		706.3				149,888		150,340		150,279		150,310		422

				NW		Chester		45,175.5		45,365.7		45,882.6		0.0		45,882.6		0.7796		46,240.3		46,600.8		1,425.3				118,391		119,085		118,694		118,791		400

				NW		Copeland		21,567.1		21,704.0		21,816.6		0.0		21,816.6		0.5768		21,942.4		22,069.0		501.9				69,087		69,411		69,391		69,381		294

				NW		South Lakeland		43,961.4		44,259.4		44,269.3		0.0		44,269.3		0.3496		44,424.1		44,579.4		618.0				102,341		102,414		102,545		102,622		281

				NW		Halton UA		36,353.2		36,822.9		37,183.2		0.0		37,183.2		1.1351		37,605.3		38,032.2		1,679.0				118,259		118,429		118,127		118,077		-182

				NW		Preston		39,558.5		39,778.2		40,318.1		0.0		40,318.1		0.9555		40,703.4		41,092.3		1,533.8				130,521		130,453		130,193		130,219		-302

				NW		Pendle		26,379.3		26,441.6		26,625.4		0.0		26,625.4		0.4654		26,749.3		26,873.8		494.5				89,249		89,313		88,934		88,842		-407

				NW		Oldham		63,035.3		63,353.4		63,146.8		0.0		63,146.8		0.0884		63,202.6		63,258.5		223.2				218,231		218,070		217,759		217,768		-463

				NW		Ellesmere Port & Neston		26,997.7		27,234.9		27,400.9		60.2		27,340.7		0.6333		27,574.4		27,749.1		751.4				81,047		80,992		80,440		80,316		-731

				NW		Burnley		26,262.1		26,188.7		26,276.8		0.0		26,276.8		0.0280		26,284.2		26,291.5		29.4				89,000		88,530		87,108		86,690		-2,310

				NW		Barrow-in-Furness		21,469.7		21,503.7		21,530.6		0.0		21,530.6		0.1417		21,561.1		21,591.7		122.0				71,173		70,561		69,240		68,830		-2,343

				NW		Salford		64,724.4		64,917.1		65,599.8		0.0		65,599.8		0.6740		66,041.9		66,487.0		1,762.6				216,289		216,532		214,227		213,710		-2,579

				NW		Stockport		99,847.0		100,105.9		100,167.1		0.0		100,167.1		0.1602		100,327.5		100,488.2		641.2				283,544		282,532		280,419		279,843		-3,701

						England		1,770,271.6		1,783,838.9		1,794,321.6		1,277.3		1,793,044.3		0.7096		1,805,879.2		1,817,541.5		47,269.9				5,418,221.0		5,440,320.0		5,472,759.0		5,485,426.0		67,205
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NW by inc in tax Base

				COMPARISON OF THE MOVEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNCIL TAX BASE AND POPULATION PROJECTIONS 2004/05 TO 2007/08

				Regional ID		Local Authority		Taxbase for  2004/05 Settlement (Nov 2003)		Taxbase for  2005/06 Settlement (Nov 2004)		Taxbase for  2006/07 Settlement (Oct 05) (including extra discounts for long-term empty homes) - as at 11 Nov		2006/07 Extra discounts for long-term empty homes from CTB1 06/07 - as at 11 Nov		Taxbase for 2006/07 Settlement (excluding discounts for long-term empty homes: latest information)		Average annual % increase between 2004/05 and 2006/07 (geometric mean)		Projected taxbase for October 2006		Projected taxbase for October 2007		Taxbase Increase / reduction 2004/05 to 2007/08				Mid-2002 Population Estimates used in the 2004/05 Amending Report		Mid-2003 Population Estimates		Mid-2006 Population Projections		Mid-2007 Population Projections		Population Increase / Reduction 2004/05 to 2007/08

				NW		Manchester		116,393.1		118,787.4		120,479.6		620.3		119,859.3		1.4781		122,260.4		124,067.5		7,674.4				428,544		432,474		440,122		442,812		14,268

				NW		Trafford		75,854.1		76,847.6		78,251.2		502.2		77,749.0		1.2413		79,222.6		80,206.0		4,351.9				210,515		211,774		213,044		213,569		3,054

				NW		Crewe and Nantwich		38,520.7		39,192.5		39,748.0		0.0		39,748.0		1.5805		40,376.2		41,014.4		2,493.7				111,990		112,727		115,086		115,885		3,895

				NW		Warrington UA		65,439.2		66,166.6		66,645.1		0.0		66,645.1		0.9172		67,256.4		67,873.2		2,434.0				191,791		193,204		194,713		195,223		3,432

				NW		Wigan		93,085.1		93,564.9		94,105.1		0.0		94,105.1		0.5464		94,619.3		95,136.3		2,051.2				302,202		303,846		306,152		306,960		4,758

				NW		Salford		64,724.4		64,917.1		65,599.8		0.0		65,599.8		0.6740		66,041.9		66,487.0		1,762.6				216,289		216,532		214,227		213,710		-2,579

				NW		Halton UA		36,353.2		36,822.9		37,183.2		0.0		37,183.2		1.1351		37,605.3		38,032.2		1,679.0				118,259		118,429		118,127		118,077		-182

				NW		Preston		39,558.5		39,778.2		40,318.1		0.0		40,318.1		0.9555		40,703.4		41,092.3		1,533.8				130,521		130,453		130,193		130,219		-302

				NW		West Lancashire		37,086.9		37,494.9		37,825.3		0.0		37,825.3		0.9906		38,200.0		38,578.4		1,491.5				108,718		108,994		109,747		109,995		1,277

				NW		South Ribble		35,551.7		35,935.2		36,273.7		0.0		36,273.7		1.0103		36,640.2		37,010.4		1,458.7				104,530		105,081		106,560		107,024		2,494

				NW		Chorley		34,141.2		34,486.9		34,859.8		0.0		34,859.8		1.0469		35,224.8		35,593.5		1,452.3				101,226		101,991		103,943		104,583		3,357

				NW		Chester		45,175.5		45,365.7		45,882.6		0.0		45,882.6		0.7796		46,240.3		46,600.8		1,425.3				118,391		119,085		118,694		118,791		400

				NW		Bolton		80,704.7		81,195.2		81,392.1		0.0		81,392.1		0.4250		81,738.0		82,085.4		1,380.7				262,334		263,820		265,623		266,257		3,923

				NW		Blackburn with Darwen UA		39,431.8		39,764.4		40,023.0		0.0		40,023.0		0.7469		40,321.9		40,623.1		1,191.3				139,302		139,804		139,928		140,032		730

				NW		Tameside		65,062.3		65,468.9		65,640.9		0.0		65,640.9		0.4437		65,932.1		66,224.6		1,162.3				213,179		213,410		213,733		213,942		763

				NW		Congleton		34,606.1		34,947.2		35,118.5		0.0		35,118.5		0.7376		35,377.5		35,638.5		1,032.4				90,930		91,462		92,791		93,220		2,290

				NW		Bury		58,641.6		58,806.6		59,108.7		0.0		59,108.7		0.3975		59,343.6		59,579.5		937.9				181,316		181,880		183,623		184,209		2,893

				NW		Vale Royal		45,908.5		46,249.1		46,373.6		0.0		46,373.6		0.5053		46,607.9		46,843.4		934.9				123,074		124,084		127,507		128,591		5,517

				NW		Eden		19,151.2		19,521.6		19,636.4		94.5		19,541.9		1.0148		19,835.7		20,037.0		885.8				50,325		51,087		52,578		53,058		2,733

				NW		Ribble Valley		21,769.7		22,053.5		22,201.1		0.0		22,201.1		0.9860		22,420.0		22,641.0		871.3				54,941		55,862		58,017		58,680		3,739

				NW		Rossendale		20,984.4		21,230.0		21,360.7		0.0		21,360.7		0.8926		21,551.4		21,743.7		759.3				65,640		65,912		66,129		66,206		566

				NW		Ellesmere Port & Neston		26,997.7		27,234.9		27,400.9		60.2		27,340.7		0.6333		27,574.4		27,749.1		751.4				81,047		80,992		80,440		80,316		-731

				NW		Lancaster		42,536.0		42,737.6		42,903.0		0.0		42,903.0		0.4305		43,087.7		43,273.2		737.2				134,670		135,771		136,230		136,531		1,861

				NW		Macclesfield		66,470.5		66,841.9		66,822.7		0.0		66,822.7		0.2646		66,999.5		67,176.8		706.3				149,888		150,340		150,279		150,310		422

				NW		Blackpool UA		45,602.2		45,678.8		45,922.8		0.0		45,922.8		0.3509		46,083.9		46,245.7		643.5				142,177		142,429		143,165		143,581		1,404

				NW		Stockport		99,847.0		100,105.9		100,167.1		0.0		100,167.1		0.1602		100,327.5		100,488.2		641.2				283,544		282,532		280,419		279,843		-3,701

				NW		South Lakeland		43,961.4		44,259.4		44,269.3		0.0		44,269.3		0.3496		44,424.1		44,579.4		618.0				102,341		102,414		102,545		102,622		281

				NW		Fylde		29,246.5		29,471.5		29,540.8		0.0		29,540.8		0.5019		29,689.1		29,838.1		591.6				74,164		75,026		76,956		77,606		3,442

				NW		Rochdale		61,728.8		61,850.5		62,002.8		0.0		62,002.8		0.2217		62,140.3		62,278.0		549.2				206,319		206,618		208,129		208,662		2,343

				NW		Copeland		21,567.1		21,704.0		21,816.6		0.0		21,816.6		0.5768		21,942.4		22,069.0		501.9				69,087		69,411		69,391		69,381		294

				NW		Allerdale		31,342.2		31,570.8		31,591.7		0.0		31,591.7		0.3972		31,717.2		31,843.2		501.0				93,726		94,513		94,954		95,102		1,376

				NW		Pendle		26,379.3		26,441.6		26,625.4		0.0		26,625.4		0.4654		26,749.3		26,873.8		494.5				89,249		89,313		88,934		88,842		-407

				NW		Wyre		38,620.1		38,830.1		38,848.2		0.0		38,848.2		0.2949		38,962.8		39,077.6		457.5				107,049		108,302		111,476		112,470		5,421

				NW		Carlisle		33,188.3		33,505.1		33,378.6		0.0		33,378.6		0.2863		33,474.2		33,570.0		381.7				101,114		101,843		103,267		103,793		2,679

				NW		Hyndburn		23,873.5		23,964.6		24,051.0		0.0		24,051.0		0.3711		24,140.2		24,229.8		356.3				81,425		81,744		81,930		82,036		611

				NW		Oldham		63,035.3		63,353.4		63,146.8		0.0		63,146.8		0.0884		63,202.6		63,258.5		223.2				218,231		218,070		217,759		217,768		-463

				NW		Barrow-in-Furness		21,469.7		21,503.7		21,530.6		0.0		21,530.6		0.1417		21,561.1		21,591.7		122.0				71,173		70,561		69,240		68,830		-2,343

				NW		Burnley		26,262.1		26,188.7		26,276.8		0.0		26,276.8		0.0280		26,284.2		26,291.5		29.4				89,000		88,530		87,108		86,690		-2,310

						England		1,770,271.6		1,783,838.9		1,794,321.6		1,277.3		1,793,044.3		0.7096		1,805,879.2		1,817,541.5		47,269.9				5,418,221.0		5,440,320.0		5,472,759.0		5,485,426.0		67,205
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REVENUE SUPPORT GRANT 2006/07 AND 2007/08


CONSULTATION RESPONSE FROM SALFORD CITY COUNCIL


COMMENT ON THE NATIONAL SETTLEMENT


We welcome the positive aspects of the RSG settlement, including the additional funding provided by the Government over and above previous spending plans, the commitment to explore ways of managing specific funding pressures, the introduction of 2-year grant settlements, the updating of data and formula revisions.


Overall, however, we feel that the RSG settlement is disappointing in that it has not provided sufficient additional grant support to meet local authority spending pressures arising through additional burdens being placed upon local government and prevailing inflationary pressures. As a consequence, and with the cap placed upon Council Tax increases, there will be some tough choices, but almost certainly there will be cuts in service nationally. It is also highly likely that to preserve services local government will be forced to use measures which were designed to improve front-line services, eg Gershon efficiencies and the local authority business growth incentive scheme, and stop-gap measures, eg the use of reserves, to keep the level of their Council Tax increases to below the cap. 


The change to the manner by which formula grant is determined, ie the 4-block system, demonstrates a lack of transparency, and consequently makes what was already a difficult enough system to understand even harder to understand and explain now. It is interesting to note that the simple guide to the formula grant system has still not been posted on the ODPM website, which speaks volumes.


We are also disappointed with the effect of damping. Clearly, the effects of the data and formulae changes in the settlement have created significant variations in grant at an individual authority level and the extent to which grant losers have needed to be protected has meant that those that gain have only seen modest increases above the grant floor. For those authorities that gain, to only retain 13% in 2006/07 and 30% in 2007/08 of grant gains above the floor means that the vast majority of grant gains are going to pay for grant losses. We would urge the Government to remove the cap on grant gains at the earliest opportunity and give some commitment to this in the next comprehensive spending review.


We also note that a number of specific grants in the Personal Social Services and EPCS blocks, as well as NRF and Supporting People, show either a cash standstill or reduction between 2005/06 and 2006/07 and between 2006/07 and 2007/08, which leaves local authorities to pick up additional inflationary costs that are not reflected in the RSG settlement. The decision not to include provision in formula grant for the cessation of Safeguarding Children grant is illustrative of an additional burden placed upon authorities without the funding to match.


COMMENT ON LOCAL ISSUES


Population projections


This is an issue which Salford would strongly urge the ODPM to give careful consideration to with a view to increasing the projected population data for Salford for both 2006 and 2007.


We are extremely concerned that the population projections for Salford are backward-looking rather than forward-looking and do not have sufficient, or even any, regard to the potential effect that housing renewal pathfinder status is having on the prevailing population and will continue to have on future population trends. 


It is apparent that the population projection for Salford for 2006 and 2007 continues the trend of declining population that has occurred over many years. However, local data on council taxbase and planning approvals for new dwellings indicate otherwise.


The 2 documents attached compare taxbase and population data used for the 2004/05 through to the 2007/08 settlements and indicate that, of the 38 local authorities in the North West region, Salford’s taxbase used for RSG purposes has shown the 6th highest increase in the region, an increase of 1,762 band D dwellings, yet its population data used for RSG purposes shows the 2nd lowest change, a reduction of 2,579. This disparity seems inconsistent and defies logic.

Looking ahead to 2006 and 2007 using data from planning approvals, information from Salford’s planning system shows that the expected completion of new dwellings, net of reductions for demolitions and expected vacancies, is 1,531 during 2005/06 (1,402 of which have started since April 2005 or are currently under construction), 2,944 during 2006/07 (577 currently under construction) and 7,298 after April 2007. These figures will obviously translate into larger population numbers. This does not indicate an authority in continuing population decline.  


Also attached is a recent article from the Manchester Evening News, which underlines this message. It also mentions activities in the Chapel St, Ordsall, Lower Broughton, Charlestown and Lower Kersal areas. These are all areas of Salford covered by the housing renewal pathfinder and not only underline the significance of the earlier comment about having regard to the impact of pathfinder status on population projections, but also reflects the growing optimism in Salford over the growth in population, one which needs to be properly reflected in official statistics.


We believe that Salford’s population projections for 2006 should, as an absolute minimum be no less than the mid-2003 population figure of 216,532 used for the 2005/06 RSG settlement and more likely be showing an increase to at least 218,000 if not higher, as opposed to the figure of 214,227 used in the provisional settlement. For 2007/08, we believe this should be showing at least 220,000 as opposed to 213,710. 


We would therefore request that the ODPM in conjunction with ONS urgently review the population projections for 2006 and 2007 for Salford and review them upwards as indicated above for the final settlement. 
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- City home to a
housing boom
that signals
change in image

SALFORD has become a boomtown for
house building.

The number of new homes built last
year went up 39 per cent compared to
2004, ;

- In one part of the city — in and around

Chapel Street — there has been a flurry -

of planning applications for 3,365
apartments.

The area has already seen the start
of Middlewood Locks, which will be a
£600m urban village, plus new blocks
close to the junction with Trinity Way.

A new town hall report shows that,
from April 2004 to April this year, more
than 1,622 new homes have been built
around the city, bringing the total
number now to around 101,500.

Top area fornew apartments this
year is Ordsall, where LPC have come
up with a development plan working

B HOW it will look . ..
an artist’s
impression of the
Middlewood
development

BY NEAL KEELING

with local residents. Irlam and
Cadishead, Swinton and Pendlebury
have been close behind with 313 new
family houses built in those areas last
ear. :
Y The city also currently has around
9,000 dwellings which have obtained
planning permissions but are still
awaiting completion. Major planning
applications for huge new schemes in
Lower Broughton and Charlestown

and Lower Kersal are expected during
nextyear.

Since 1996, there have been 7,520
new homes constructed in Salford, 91
per cent of which were new-build

_ developments.

The city’s planning spokesman,
Coun Derek Antrobus, said: “What we
are seeing now is a wholesale
turnaround in the city’s fortunes.
Developers and, in turn, residents, are
choosing Salford as a place to build
and live. -

“The numbers of dwellings with

planning permission have increased
dramatically, and the increase in the
number of completed dwellings shows
improved confidence in the city’s
housing market with developers.

“We know we need to make Saiford a
city where people choose to live, and
here is hard evidence that we are
beginning to change people’s
perceptions of the place.

“The result is that long-term decline
in Salford’s population has been
halted.” :
neal.keeling@men-news.co.uk







