
Deprivation Rank
The average score over all 150 
small areas in Salford puts it as

18th
most deprived

local authority in England, out 
of 317 LAs.

Intelligence Briefing: Indices of Deprivation 2019

1. Summary:
 Salford is the 18th most deprived local authority area in England (out of 317) compared to 22nd 

most deprived in 2015. Most other areas with Greater Manchester also have a worse rank and 
Salford remains the third most deprived district in the city region.

 There are 76,400 people (30.4%) who reside in a highly deprived area of Salford, compared to 
71,200 people (29%) in 2015. However not everyone living in an area of high deprivation will 
themselves be highly deprived.

 Further, 10,500 residents of Salford live in areas of extreme deprivation. These areas are mainly 
concentrated around Langworthy, Irwell Riverside, and Broughton in Central Salford with 
smaller pockets in Little Hulton and Winton wards. 

 Some parts of the city have seen a positive change in deprivation with the biggest relative 
improvement in the areas around Salford Quays, Trinity Way to Salford Central Station and the 
eastern end of Regent Road.

 The areas with the biggest relative decline in deprivation are Parr Fold in Walkden South, the 
western part of Worsley and the area around Adelphi Street in central Salford.

 The IMD is made up from 7 domains of deprivation. At the domain level the biggest decline has 
been in the Crime domain (down 57 places to 16th most deprived). The greatest improvement 
for Salford has been in the Health domain (up by 5 places to 12th), and the Employment domain 
(up 4 places to 30th) relative to other local authorities

2. Introduction

The Indices of Deprivation 2019 (IoD2019) is a suite of outputs based on 39 separate indicators at a 
small area level. These are combined into a single measure called the Index of Multiple Deprivation 
2019 (IMD2019). This release is an update on the IMD2015, 
using the same approach and model with the most recent data 
available. However for a significant proportion of indicators the 
latest data is several years old, with some using data from the 
2011 census.

The IoD2019 includes the IMD2019 as well as seven domains of 
deprivation See figure 4. Whilst these cannot be used to 
determine the absolute level of deprivation in an area, it is 
possible to use the IoD2019 to compare relative deprivation 
across small areas or local authorities, or to compare relative 
deprivation over time. Given its focus, the IoD is less accurate 
when comparing areas with low levels of deprivation than those with high levels.

Across England there are 32,844 small areas, known as Lower-layer Super Output Areas or LSOAs, 
with 150 of them in Salford. Each of these LSOAs in given a deprivation score and they are ranked 
based on those scores, where 1 is the most deprived. 

Figures for all the LSOAs with each local authority are also combined and ranked to determine the 
relative level of deprivation for each. There are a number of ways to determine a local authority’s 
deprivation ranking (see Table 1), however the headline measure is based on the average deprivation 



score for all the LSOAs in an authority. On this measure Salford is the 18th most deprived local authority 
area in England, out of 317.

3. Results

3.1. Deprivation in Salford and Greater Manchester

 Between 2004 and 2015 Salford improved its deprivation rank with each new issue of the IMD. The 
2019 IMD ranks Salford as 18th most deprived local authority a worsening of 4 places. Nine out of 10 
Greater Manchester LAs have seen a worse rank in 2019 than 2015, the exception being Manchester, 
which improved from 5th to 6th most deprived LA. 

There are five different rankings for each 
local authority. The most widely used 
(Rank of average score) takes the 
deprivation score for all the LSOAs in each 
local authority and averages them. These 
average scores are then ranked. On this 
headline measure Salford is 18th most 
deprived. 

Another useful measure looks at the proportion of LSOAs within each local authority that sit within the 
most deprived decile, or most deprived 10% of LSOAs. In Salford 45 out of 150 LSOAs (30%) are 
amongst this decile. This is the 19th highest figure in England. Despite an increase from 43 LSOAs 
(28.7%) in 2015, Salford’s ranking on this measure has got better by 3 places (from 16th most deprived) 
due to other areas worsening more.

Table 1: Ranking positions of Greater Manchester authorities in the 2019 IMD with change since 
2015

Manchester 2 -1 6 -1 5 0 2 -1 13 -2
Rochdale 17 8 15 1 20 -3 19 2 25 -6
Salford 20 7 18 4 19 -3 21 1 20 -4
Oldham 29 22 19 15 16 11 18 11 22 6
Tameside 23 11 28 13 40 10 28 12 45 7
Bolton 47 16 34 17 31 9 26 9 34 9
Wigan 97 7 75 9 53 13 54 14 50 6
Bury 110 18 95 23 82 3 85 21 64 25
Stockport 154 23 130 16 90 1 117 16 58 20
Trafford 209 7 191 8 125 29 150 10 124 19

change2019 rank 2019 rank 2019 rank 2019 rank 2019 rankchange change change change

Rank of average rank Rank of average score
Rank of proportion of 

LSOAs in most deprived 
10% nationally

Rank of extent Rank of local 
concentration

(Change is based IMD2015 rebased to 2019 geographies consisting of 317 local authorities.)

The order of the 10 LAs within Greater Manchester remains unchanged since 2015, with Manchester 
most deprived and Trafford least deprived. Bury has seen one of the largest changes in England its 
deprivation ranking, worsening by 23 places to 95th most deprived. Across the country there have been 
a number of notable trends, first among these is the relative improvement of authorities in London.  



3.2. Deprivation at LSOA level in Salford

The maps below (fig. 1) show the level of deprivation across Salford along with the change since 2015. 
Areas of highest deprivation are shown in dark red. These are clustered around Pendleton, Brindle 
Heath and Lower Broughton in central Salford and Little Hulton in the North West. There are smaller 
pockets elsewhere including parts of Eccles, Irlam and Higher Broughton.

Some parts of the city have seen a positive change in deprivation with the biggest relative improvement 
is at Salford Quays, Trinity Way to Salford Central Station and the eastern end of Regent Road. Much 
of Irlam and Cadishead are relatively less deprived than in 2015. This is explored in greater detail in 
section 6 below. 

Figure 1 Map of IMD rank (2019) and change (2015 to 2019), Salford



3.3. Nearest Neighbour Comparison

The image, right (fig. 3), shows how Salford compares with 
other similar areas. This is the group of Salford’s nearest 
statistical neighbours (as determined by CIPFA). The four 
place decline in national rankings from 22nd to 18th most 
deprived has resulted in Salford worsening by one place in this 
list. Amongst this group of 16 five have improved their national 
ranking, ten have worsened and one has not changed. Our 
nearest neighbours with the biggest relative improvement are 
from the Midlands (Coventry ranked less deprived by 24 
places, Derby 12 places and Wolverhampton 7).  

     

4. Population by decile 

The table below shows how many small areas (LSOAs) and residents are in each of the 10 national 
deciles, with a comparison to the 2015 IMD. Almost 17,000 more people are living in the most deprived 
two deciles than in 2015. Some of this will be due to population growth, however most is due to seven 
more LSOAs moving in to the second decile.

Table 2: Change in population by Decile in Salford 2015 to 2019
Number 
of LSOAs

Population 
count

Population  
%

Population 
change

Population 
change %

Percentage 
point change

45 76,449 30% 5,236 7% 1 pp
(43) (71,213) (29%)

28 48,491 19% 11,596 31% 4 pp
(23) (36,895) (15%)

13 22,482 9% -4,504 -17% -2 pp
(15) (26,986) (11%)

19 31,545 13% 2,961 10% 1 pp
(17) (28,584) (12%)

11 18,247 7% -5,832 -24% -3 pp
(15) (24,079) (10%)

12 19,838 8% -966 -5% -1 pp
(13) (20,804) (8%)

5 7,737 3% -1,102 -12% -1 pp
(6) (8,839) (4%)

6 8,867 4% 1,015 13% 0 pp
(5) (7,852) (3%)

6 9,022 4% -1,796 -17% -1 pp
(7) (10,818) (4%)

5 8,654 3% -890 -9% 0 pp
(6) (9,544) (4%)

150 251,332 100% 5,718 2%
(150) (245,614) (100%)

4

Decile
Most 

deprived 1

2

3

Total
Figures in bold relate to the 2019 Index of Multiple Deprivationm (IMD). Beneath those, in grey, are the equivalent figures 
for the 2015 IMD. The latest population figures available at LSOA level are for 2017, these have been applied to the 2019 
IMD. Population estimates for 2015 have been used for the 2015 IMD.

5

6

7

8

9
Least 

deprived 10



5. Domains of Deprivation

The seven domains that make up the overall IMD are shown below. These domains are weighted with 
greater weight given to the Income and Employment domains (22.5% each), followed by Education and 
Health (13.5% each) with the remaining three each accounting for 9.3%. 

Salford has improved on two domains, Employment (4 places better at 30th) and Health (5 places better 
at 12th), but declined on four and unchanged on Income. The largest change was a 57 place decline to 
16th most deprived on the Crime domain. 

Figure 4 Rank and Change by Domain of IoD2019

A more detailed look at the domains with the largest level of change is given in section 7 below.

6. Change since IMD2015 at LSOA level

England is split into 32,844 small areas (called LSOAs) these are ranked by deprivation and grouped 
into 10 equally sized deciles. The first decile, or most 
deprived 10% of LSOAs is described as ‘highly deprived’. 
In Salford 45 (30%) of 150 LSOAs are in this decile. This 
is an increase from 43 in 2015, however due to large 
changes in other areas, at the LA level Salford has 
improved its ranking on this measure from 16th to 19th 
most deprived. 

Overall 107 (71%) of LSOAs are in the same decile band 
as they were in 2015. At a national level there was more 
change, with 65% remaining unchanged. The chart (fig. 5, 
right) shows the percentage of LSOAs within each decile 
are in the same decile as they were in 2015. 

The table below shows the direction and extent of the 
change in decile for the 150 LSOAs in Salford between 
2015 and 2019. The blue boxes along the main diagonal 
are those LSOAs that are unchanged since 2015. Overall 
seven LSOAs moved to a less deprived decile and 36 to 
a more deprived decile. This includes three LSOAs that 
moved more than a single decile, all were at the less 
deprived end of the scale.

The size of each box is proportionate to 
the weighting given to each domain in 
the overall IMD score



Table 3. Change in Decile for Salford 150 LSOAs between IMD2015 and IMD2019

The map below (fig 6) shows the distribution of deprivation across Salford. Areas of high deprivation 
(most deprived 10%) and extreme deprivation (most deprived 1%) are also shown. The most deprived 
parts of the city are mainly concentrated around Langworthy, Irwell Riverside, and Broughton in Central 
Salford with smaller pockets in Little Hulton and Winton.

Fig 6 Salford Index of Multiple Deprivation score by decile
 

Areas of Salford within the most 
deprived 10% nationally

 
Areas of Salford within the most  
deprived 1% nationally

7. Domain Level Change

Each of the seven domains of the IoD2019 are made up of several indicators. Domains are weighted 
differently (see Section 4 above) and within the domains the indicators are given different weight. These 
indicators combine data for one or more years, using the latest data available. However for several 
indicators the latest data available is several years old, including 2011 census figures. As part of 
IoD2019 publication some indicator values have been published. Preliminary analysis of those with the 
largest change is given below.



7.1. Crime

The Crime domain measures the risk of personal and material victimisation at a local level. It accounts 
for 9.3% of the overall IMD score. The data used for this domain combines the rate per thousand 
properties for burglary, with the rate per thousand residents (2017 estimate) plus non-resident 
workplace population (taken from the 2011 census) for violence, theft and criminal damage over the 
years 2016/17 and 2017/18. Violence and criminal damage were weighted higher than burglary and 
theft. 

Every LA within Greater Manchester was ranked as more deprived on the Crime domain in 2019 than 
it was in 2015. The change ranged from 9 place worse in Manchester to 68 in Bury. Salford was 57 
places worse at 16th most deprived in England. The chart below (fig 7) shows the change in the Crime 
domain for all LAs in selected Police Force Areas (PFAs) in England. Local authorities to the right of 
the zero line have improved. London authorities have become relatively less deprived in terms of crime 
since the IoD2015. Within the North West all Greater Manchester and Merseyside LAs have become 
more deprived.

Given Salford's recent growth, there are concerns that the ‘at-risk population’ is a significant undercount, 
in both resident and workforce number for large parts of the city. The consequence is that the per-1000 
crime rate would be too high.

Figure 7: Change in Rank in Crime Domain for LAs in Selected Police Force Areas 2015 to 2019

Improvement in rankDecline in rank

The 2019 IoD bases the crime score on recorded crime over two years (2016/17 – 2017/18) while the 
2015 IoD on 2013/14 crime data, which aligns closely with the time period over which Greater 
Manchester Police in particular have improved crime recording. Between 2016/17 and 2017/18 for 
example, recorded crime rates rose by 27% in Greater Manchester compared to 5% in London and 
12% in England & Wales. 

Monthly crime data supplied to GMCA by Greater Manchester Police indicates that historic rises in 
recorded crime have slowed, with rates stabilising and beginning to fall over the last year, which would 
not be reflected in the 2019 IMD.  While many forces are still seeing significant rises in recorded crime 
over the past year (from 2017/18 to 2018/19), Greater Manchester is now one of only four police forces 
in England & Wales that have seen a fall in recorded crime rates according to Home Office statistics 
and has closed the gap with the national average by 23%.  Over the same time period, rates of recorded 
crime have risen by 7% across England & Wales, and 5% in London.

The maps below (Fig 8) shows LSOA level deprivation for the Crime domain in Salford and the change 
since 2015. Parts of Walkden South, Worsley and Pendlebury have seen the biggest changes however 
the largest area with high crime scores is in central Salford, with smaller areas in Barton, Weaste, 
Walkden North and Little Hulton. 



Analysis of the data provided by MHCLG suggests that if the values for the Crime domain had remained 
unchanged since IMD2015 (with no other changes), Salford would have a rank two places better at 20th 
most deprived in 2019.

Fig 8: Index of Deprivation Crime Domain at LSOA level in Salford, Rank and Change
Rank (2019) Change (2015 to 2019)

 

7.2. Education, Skills and Training
The Education, Skills and Training domain measures the lack of attainment and skills in the local 
population. It is further split into two equally weighted sub-domains representing ‘flow’ (Children’s sub-
domain covering educational attainment, attendance and participation in further and higher education) 
and ‘stock’ (Adult Skills sub-domain). The domain rank for Salford is 44th, a worsening of 17 places 
since 2015. 

The Adult Skills element is based on 2011 Census data, and is therefore unchanged since the previous 
IoD in 2015, so any change will be due to the flow element, those indicators in the Children’s sub-
domain. This sub-domain contains uses new data for entry into higher education and a combined 
measure including educational attainment at Key Stage 2 (KS2) and Key Stage 4 (KS4) and secondary 
school attendance. However the IoD2019 only published scores for one indicator, Entry into higher 
education, for which Salford worsened its position from 118th to 107th most deprived between 2015 and 
2019. It is unlikely that this change is sufficient to account for all the change in this domain.

Educational attainment (KS2 and KS4) and attendance data isn’t provided as part of the IoD2019. 
Separate data published by the Department for Education shows that Salford isn’t an outlier at KS2, 
KS4 performance is below average but the gap has not widened, whilst unauthorised secondary 
absence has increased in recent years and is approximately 50% higher than the national average.

The Merlin Road area in North West Irlam is the most deprived part of Salford by the Education domain. 
Areas around Pendleton, Little Hulton and Higher Broughton are also deprived under this measure. The 
biggest change has been in Ordsall where 2 LSOAs (around Trafford Road and South Langworthy 
Road) have seen a sizeable decline. Conversely 3 areas saw a big improvement, Blackfriars / Trinity 
Way, the area around Patricroft Recreation Ground and Folly Lane. 

Analysis of the data provided by MHCLG suggests that if the values for the Education domain had 
remained unchanged since IMD2015 (with no other changes), Salford would still have a ranked 18th 



most deprived in 2019. However if both Crime and Education domain scores had remained unchanged 
since IMD2015 Salford would likely have been ranked 21st most deprived authority in England.

Fig 9: Index of Deprivation Education, Skills and Training Domain at LSOA level in Salford, Rank 
and Change

Rank (2019) Change (2015 to 2019)

7.3. Health Deprivation and Disability
The Health Deprivation and Disability domain is one of two domains that has seen Salford improve 
its ranking. The improvement of 5 places to 12th most deprived is welcome given the level of health 
deprivation across the city, however it remains the domain where Salford ranks worst. All indicators 
within this domain improved, with the biggest change in the mental health indicator measuring ‘Mood 
and Anxiety Disorder’, derived from prescribing data, in-patient hospital episodes and suicide data (but 
no longer benefits data). Without the improvement in the Health domain Salford could have ranked as 
low as 13th most deprived local authority.

The charts below show the distribution of small areas in the Health domain in 2015 and 2019. Both 
years show most of the city is at the deprived end of the scale, shown by a peak to the left of the image. 
That peak is higher in 2015, meaning more areas at the most deprived end of the scale. In 2019 there 
is a shift towards the less deprived end. The smaller charts show the indicators behind this domain. 
The changes are biggest in the indicators Mood and anxiety disorders and Years of potential life lost.



Fig 10: Index of Deprivation Health Deprivation and Disability, Density Plot Comparing Deprivation 
in Salford in 2019 and 2015

Health and Disability Domain Health and Disability Indicators

 

 Fig 11: Index of Deprivation Health Deprivation and Disability at LSOA level in Salford, Rank and 
Change

Rank (2019) Change (2015 to 2019)

7.4. Other domains
Detailed analysis of the remaining five domains of deprivation is underway. A summary of initial findings 
is given below.

A decline in rank for the Living Environment domain (14 places worse to 94th most deprived) is due 
to the indicator measuring rented property (both socially rented and privately rented) meeting the 



Decent Homes Standard. Figures for small areas are modelled estimates under which Salford has seen 
an improvement in almost all parts of the city. However the improvement is less than that seen 
elsewhere, particularly London authorities, hence the worse rank.

Salford’s best performance out of all seven domains of deprivation is on the Barriers to Housing and 
Services domain, despite a 7 place decline to 218th most deprived. This domain includes indicators 
measuring distance to key services as well as homelessness and housing affordability measures.

The Employment domain, along with Health, saw a positive change in rank. Salford improved by 4 
places to 30th most deprived local authority area. This domain contributes 22.5% to the overall IMD, the 
highest share, along with Income. Due to the staged introduction in Universal Credit, data for the 
Employment domain is taken from 2015-16. It is based on recipients of out-of-work benefits during this 
period.

Income deprivation is measured using uptake of income related benefits. There was no change in rank 
(from 24th most deprived) in this domain.

8. Next Steps
 Work with colleagues within Salford and across GM to better understand the findings of the 

IoD2019 in more detail and how they relate to other analysis, data and trends.
 The IoD2019 will be key to understanding changes in local need and will considered as part of 

needs analysis, including the review of the Poverty Strategy.
 The data and context from the IoD2019 will be shared, including through Ward Profiles.


