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Growth and Prosperity Scrutiny Panel 

 
Date: Monday, 26th July 2021, 6.00pm – 8.05 pm, at 100 Embankment, Cathedral Approach, Salford. 

 
Present:  Councillor Sharpe  –  in the Chair  

Councillors Brabiner, Davies, R. Garrido, Nelson, Shama, Sharpe, Tetteh and Ward. 
 

Officers: Peter Openshaw – Interim Strategic Director for Place 

  Mike Relph                  – Democratic Services 
 
Present via MS Teams: 

 
                       Councillor McCusker   –         Lead Member for Planning and Sustainable Development 
                       Councillor Cusack       – Exec Support for Skills, Work and Business 

Andrew Leigh  – Head of Service Housing Strategy 
Shoaib Mohammad – Assistant Director Technical Services 
Andrew Fisher  – Sustainable Travel Co-ordinator 
Matt Ryan   – Flood Risk and Drainage Manager 
 

  
1. Apologies for absence 

 
Apologies for absence were submitted on behalf of Councillors Brooks, Humphreys, Lewis and Pevitt. 

 
2. Declarations of interest 

 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 

3. Derive Update 
 

Andrew Leigh presented a report providing an update on the progress being made in establishing a legal 
structure for the Council’s housing delivery model.  
 
The report provided information on: 
 

 Governance arrangements 

 Registration of a subsidiary Registered Provider, through the recent submission of an 
application for Derive RP to the Regulator of Social Housing 

 Derive RP’s first business plan to provide 129 homes across four sites at social rent to be 
delivered between January to August 2022.  

 Development update on the four schemes currently on site and the work being undertaken on 
progressing a further three schemes, including includes working with two community led housing 
organisations: 

o Inspiring Housing 
o The Broughton Trust 

 Development update on Derive Group Co, the original Derive company and now the parent 
company, and its future ambitions 
 

Discussion took place regarding a variety of issues which included reference to the following: 
 
What professional advice had been obtained, in terms of setting up Derive RP, developing its business 
plan, financial arrangements and borrowing, particularly the safeguards bult into the latter? Appropriate 
legal and financial advice had been sought and the proposals fully evaluated as part of that process.  
Borrowing had been fully factored into the business plan and would be paid back from Year 6. In addition  
the business plan had been fully assessed by both the Derive Board and the independent regulators and 
was believed to represent a sustainable and viable approach.  
 
Would S106 funding be utilised? It was not anticipated that significant financial support for the company 
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would come from this source, but further details could be provided if required. 
 
 What was the staffing structure for the new Derive RP and who would have responsibility for the day to 
 day management and maintenance of the new properties which were to be built? In the short-term 
 Salford City Council officers would be responsible for the establishment of the new RP, with Salix 
 undertaking the management and maintenance of properties. In the long term the provision of these 
 services would be the subject of a procurement exercise. Each property had a management cost of  
 £600/£700 at present. 
 
 Was the in-house provision of management services the ultimate aim? If the provision of services could 
 be achieved on a cost- effective basis it should not be discounted and was a possible delivery approach 
 which would continue to be reviewed.  
 
The identification of future sites for housing development needed to be identified in full consultation with 
 local communities and ward councillors. The need for such a partnership approach was recognised. 
 
 When would The Broughton Trust be in a position to operate as a registered housing provider? There 
 was currently no timetable for this. 
 
The Irwell Valley, Blandford Street scheme application to the GMCA Brownfield Housing Fund had not 
been successful, how would this shortfall be met? A number of alternative options were being evaluated.  
 
The Derive RP represented an exciting opportunity for housing in Salford. 
 
What contingencies had been made for possible changes in H.M. Government’s housing policies in the 
future? The potential risks this presented had been factored into the business plan. 
 
With a membership of 3 Salford City elected member representatives, Could the Derive Board be seen 
as truly independent? This was ultimately a decision for the regulator, but legal advice obtained was that 
it was fit for purpose, in addition the Board’ chair was an independent person. 
 
The Derive RP had a long-term aim of creating 3,000 new homes, would this negatively impact other  
housing providers in Salford? It was felt this would not be the case, the aim Derive RP was to work in 
tandem with other providers and supplement their activities in providing the necessary level of affordable 
housing in Salford to meet demand, not the duplication of efforts. 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the content of the report be noted. 

 

4. Lime E-scooters DfT Trial Update 

 
Andrew Fisher gave a presentation providing an update on Department of Transport (DfT) E-scooter 
trial currently being run by Lime in Salford, which included reference to the following: 
 
 Background to trial  

 Selection of operators 

 Salford E-scooter Trial 

 How do the scooters work? 

 Usage 

 Lime 

 Issues 
 Next steps 
 
Discussion took place regarding a variety of issues which included reference to the following: 
 
The scheme seemed to be an improvement on the previous Mobike one, particularly in terms of the 
levels of misuse and vandalism. 
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What were the reasons for the low levels of theft and vandalism, compared with similar previous 
schemes? A higher degree of personal responsibility and care was placed on users, also if stolen, the 
E-scooters became inoperable and of little practical use. 
 
Were riders provided with helmets? The wearing of helmets was not a statutory requirement and while 
their use was encouraged, they were currently not available for hire as part of the scheme. 
 
Who was responsible in terms of public liability? This was the responsibility of Lime as operators of the 
scheme. 
 
Why had a speed limit of 12 mph been put on the E-Scooters? This was a standard limit which had 
been set in other areas where trials were being conducted. Speeds could be raised, or lowered, as was 
deemed at appropriate and in addition these could vary in specific areas of Salford depending on their 
nature and other road users, e.g., pedestrianised areas.   
 
It was suggested that the E-scooters would be used for longer journeys, rather than short “hop on hop 
off” commutes. It was hoped that they would be used for a variety of uses and length of journeys and a 
detailed analysis of usage would be conducted in September 2021. 
 
Had a risk assessment and road safety analysis been conducted? Yes there had been a 
comprehensive assessment undertaken prior to the trial commencing.  
 
While it was recognised training for riders was provided for users, it was suggested it may be of use to 
hold “Fresher’s Week” sessions, specifically aimed at students starting, or returning to their studies in 
Salford in September. It was indicated this was something which could be looked at. 
 
What were the costs of hiring the E-scooters? The initial fee was £1 with an additional 15p per minute of 
hire thereafter. There were also discounts available for new users and NHS workers. 
 
What was the observance of leaving the E-scooters in the designated “drop off” locations? This was 
generally good, but where scooters had been left in authorised places, reporting this to Lime was 
encouraged. 
 
What potential existed for expanding the scheme? The potential to expand the scheme to other areas of 
Salford beyond the existing trial locations existed, but a measured approach was being taken to this 
and would be dependent on a full evaluation of the trial. 
 
What safeguards were in place in terms of the retention of personal data users were required to provide 
when hiring the scooters. This was the responsibility of Lime as operators of the scheme, who held and 
used such information in accordance with the relevant data protection regulations. 
 
Was personal insurance offered when hiring the scooters. This currently was not an option, but 
something which could be taken up with Lime to see if it was a viable one. 
 
Were there any safeguards with regard to people using the scooters while under the influence of 
alcohol, or drugs? This was a matter of personal responsibility and the same legal requirements applied 
to users of scooters as with any other vehicle operated on the highway. 
 
RESOLVED: THAT the content of the presentation and comments be noted. 
 

6.   Flooding Incidents 9 July 2021 Update 

 

Matt Ryan gave a presentation providing an update on the flooding incidents which had occurred in the 
Salford over the weekend of 9th, 10th and 11th July 2021, which included reference to the following: 
 

 Overview and background 

 Weather conditions 
o 1 in 97-year event 
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o extremely localised incident  
o significant surface water flooding 

 Incidents and locations 
o Worsley Road 
o Leigh Road/Simpson Road 
o Peel Green Roundabout 
o 420 Walkden Road 
o Kitchen Avenue 

 
      Discussion took place regarding a variety of issues which included reference to the following: 
 
       A serious flooding incident in the Westwood Park area that weekend had not been included in the 
      presentation. An apology was made for this omission, but assurances given it would be fully 
      investigated. 
 
       A meeting was requested between local councillors and appropriate officers regarding the incident at 
       Kitchen Avenue. A similar request was made in relation to both the Boothstown and Ellenbrook and 
       Worsley wards. It was agreed for these to be arranged. 
 
       It was suggested that the spacing of gulleys had been a factor in the flooding at the Crescent, Worsley.  
       It was indicated this was recognised and their improvement and redesign were a priority. 
 
       A contributing factor to the flooding at Roe Green and Boothstown was possibly the gulleys not being 
       maintained and kept clear. It was indicated additional cleaning and maintenance at all the recent sites  
       which had been subject to flooding had taken place or was scheduled.  
 
       There was a need for the Panel to be updated that the necessary clearing and maintenance of gulleys  
       had taken place before the end of Autumn and in advance of the Winter. 
 

RESOLVED: THAT the content of the presentation and comments be noted. 
 

7.   Minutes 

 
      The minutes of the meeting held on 5 July 2021 were agreed as a correct record. 

 
8.   Work Programme 2021/22 

 
      The Panel’s Work Programme 2021/22 was submitted. 
 

RESOLVED: THAT the Panel’s Work Programme 2021/22 was noted, subject to an update on the 
seasonal maintenance gulleys on highways in Salford being provided to the meeting of the Panel to be 
held on 25th October 2021 (see minute 6). 
 

9.   Any Other Business 

 
Councillor Rob Sharpe indicated he intended to send a letter to Highways England outlining concerns 
about their use of netting underneath motorway bridges in which birds often became ensnared and died 
and suggesting they incorporate escape funnels in such systems as a humane solution. He said he 
would share details of the letter with members of the Panel before sending. 
 

10. Date of Next Meeting 

 
      RESOLVED: THAT it be noted that the next meeting was scheduled to take place on Monday 27th   
      September at 6.00pm (Briefing for panel members at 5.30pm). 
 


