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Foreword
Darlington Partnership isthe Locd Strategic Partnership for the aea andis at the centre
of neighbouhoodrenewal for Darlington. The Partnership isleading the work on
tadkling deprivation within the Borough and hes resporsibility for the production d this
NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategy.
This Strategy sets out Darlington Partnership’s approacd to tacle deprivation, romote
socia inclusion and addressthe spiral of dedinein Darlington’'s eleven most
disadvantaged areas. In so ddng, it will seek to raise the self esteem, confidence and
power of those loca communiti es.
Partnership working and consultation with locd residents has been integral to the
development of this drategy. Darlington Partnership will ensure that priorities are
addresses and adions are delivered in a aordinated way to ensure key outcomes are met
which result in improved services and oppatunities for people living in the priority
wards.
In the delivery of this drategy, Darlington Partnership will;

* Provide Lealership and Capadty for Delivery

* Seaure Fundng for Change

» Improve performance ajainst key deprivation targets

Tadkle Livahility Issuesidentified by locd communities

» Ensure delivering via Darli ngton Partnership Themed Groups

» Déliver change @ NeighbouhoodLevel

Insert Photo

Alasdair MadConachie
Chairman
Darlington Partnership
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I ntroduction

The purpose of this strategy isto provide an approach to tadkling deprivation ona
neighbouhood — ly neighbouhood lasis predominantly in the deven most
disadvantaged wards within Darli ngton these have been identified as suffering high levels
of deprivation, bu in dang so the boundiries of these wards will not constrain adion
where neighbouhoods crossward boundries.

The Strategy provides an overarching framework for tadling deprivationin Darlington's
priority wards over five yeas and its development has acoommodated consultation with
awide variety of interested parties. It also includes linkages with ather complimentary
strategiesin particular the Governments National Strategy for NeighbouhoodRenewal,
Darlington’s Community Strategy and Darlington Borough Courcil’s Social Inclusion
Strategy.

The am of this Strategy isto:

‘reducedeprivation in the deven most disadvantaged wards within the Borough
and improvethelife chances of those residentsliving within these areas'.

Neighbourhood Renewal

Neighbouhoodrenewal invalves reversing the spiral of dedinein disadvantaged
neighbouhoods. It isabou working from the grasgoats to deliver econamic prosperity
andjobs, safer communiti es, good educdion, cecent housing and better hedth, aswell as
fostering anew sense of community among residents.

Neighbahoodrenewal isa central feaure of the Labour government’ s pdliti cd and social
agendafor the UK. The Government’s National Strategy for NeighbouwhoodRenewal
was launched by the Prime Minister in January 2001. Itsaim isto ensure that within 20
yeas, no-one will be disadvantaged by where they live and presented avision that:

Within10-20 years, no-one should be seriously disadvantaged by where they live.
People on low income should not have to suffer conditions and services that are
failing and so different fromwhat the rest of the population receives.

The National Strategy for NeighbouhoodRenewal programme is designed to improve
standards of hedth, educaion, howsing and the environment, to reduce ¢gime and
worklessness and to close the gap between the worst-off neighbouhoods and the rest of
the courtry.



A central part of the Government’s National Strategy for NeighbouhoodRenewal Action
Plan was arequirement that the 88 most deprived locd authorities in England and Wales
produceLocd NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategies and that Locd Strategic Partnerships
(LSP) play alealing rolein bringing together key agenciesto find the root cause of
neighbouhood adine, develop solutions and agree ations to reverse thistrend,
narrowing the deprivation gap between the most deprived locd authority areas and the
rest of the wurtry. In the delivery of Locd NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategies the
government creaed the £800milli on NeighbouwhoodRenewal Fundavail able to the 88
most deprived locd authorities.

The Darlington Context

Darlingtonis a coompad Borough covering an areaof approximately 198 klometers (76
square miles) and has apopuation d around 98,000.Darlington hes not been identified
as one of the 88 most deprived locd authorities in England and Wales acwording to the
Government’ s latest Index of Multiple Deprivation 2004IMD 2004). Darlingtonis
currently ranked as the 90th most deprived locd authority areain England (out of 354).
As such Darlington daes not qualify for NeighbouhoodRenewal fundng andit is
therefore not arequirement for Darlingtonto produce alLocd NeighbouhoodRenewa
Strategy.

However Darlingtonis a patchwork of neighbahoods where prosperity and quality of life
can vary considerably. Darlington daes have some significant pockets of deprivation, the
IMD 2004showsthat 7 of the Borough wards are within the 10% most deprived wardsin
the courty and that 45% of the popdationlivein the 10 wards that are within the 25% of
wards that are the most deprived in the @urtry .

Despite Darlington nd being eligible for NeighbouhoodRenewa Fundng Darlington
Partnership the (Locd Strategic Partnership) has recognised the nead for a @-ordinated
approacd to neighbouhoodrenewal to help addresshigh levels of deprivation that exist
within the Borough of Darlington.

Document Framewor k

The National Strategy for NeighbouhoodRenewal has therefore provided the impetus for
produwcing thislocd NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategy.

This grategy also compliments the vision d the Community Strategy ‘Where quality
comesto life’ trandating the four visionary goals and eight conreding themes (see
overled) of the Community Strategy down to loca neighbouhoodlevel.



Godls

An area cedaingand | A locaionfor A placefor living A high quality
sharing prosperity leaning, achievement | safely and well environment with
andleisure excdlent
communicaion
links

Conreding Themes

Improving the locd Raising educaional Promoting community | Improving the

eqnamy achievement safety environment

Promoting inclusive | Stimulating leisure Improving hedth and | Developing an

communiti es adivities well-being effedive transport
system

Running in perall el to the development of this NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategy is
Darlington Borough Courxil’s Socia Inclusion Strategy. NeighbouhoodRenewa and
socia inclusion can be understood as diff erent approades to tadling simil ar problems.
The Courcil’s approad to social inclusionis dructured around

= improving thelife dhances of those who are experiencing, and those who are &
risk of experiencing, discrimination and dsadvantage (regardlessof where they
live);

It offers lutions based onthe communiti es of interest and identity to which people
belong. The NeighbouhoodRenewa Strategy is abou tadkling deprivation ona
geographicd basis and dfers lutions based onthe physicd communiti es (the
neighbouhoodk) to which people belong.

Socid inclusionrefersto the adion that can be taken to addressthe problems of social
exclusion. To some extent, socia exclusionisanew term for an dd concept. It includes
what used to be cdl ed anti-poverty and social or community development work, bu it has
the benefit of being broader in scope. Socia exclusionis abou multiple deprivation. The
Government Social Exclusion Unit describe this as:

“a short hand term for what can happen when people or areas suffer from a combination
of linked [social] problems.”

There isawhale range of problems that can contribute to causing social exclusion. They
will be different for diff erent peoplein dff erent neighbouhoodk.
A number seem to reaur. These include:

*  Unemployment
* Poor educaiona attainment

e |ll hedth
 Low income
¢ Crime



* Poor housing or locd environment.

The problem of social exclusion kecomes aaute when the diverse (yet often interli nked)
iswes listed above anplify eat ather and beaome mutually reinforcing. A complex chain
of cause and effed isthen set in motion. This can leal to individuals feding first
disempowerment, then dsengagement and dsenchantment, before finally they can be
said to have beaome socially excluded.

Darlington Borough Courxil’ s approacdhes to tadkling socia exclusionrely onan
understanding of how these chains of cause and effed work..

Both NeighbouhoodRenewal and Socia Inclusion Strategies recgnise that some people
in Darlington are d risk of “doullejeopardy”. That isto say that their identity and their
location mean that they are & higher risk of deprivation, dsadvantage and dscrimination.
Examples of this may include members of the BME community or people with along
term illnesswholivein ore of Darlington’s eleven target wards.

This Strategy will also be enhanced over time by the development of individual
NeighbouhoodPlans for ead o the priority aress. The adions contained in these locd
planswill be those that are spedfic to that particular neighbouhoodand can be taken
forward by the community with assstanceform other organisations.



| dentification of the NRS Priority Wards

Deprivationis amulti-facded problem which canna be measured by a singleindicator.
The eistenceof deprivation can orly be identified by examining arange of fadors, or
socia isaes.

In determining the priority wards for inclusion within this grategy the Government’s
Index of Multiple Deprivation 2000was originally used which ranked 11wards within
the Borough as being within the worst 25% in England. These wards were used as the
basis for the development of Community Partnerships and the NeighbouhoodRenewal
Strategy.

The Index of Multiple Deprivationis aranking produced by Government of all districts
(and wards within dstricts) aaossEngland showing their degreeof deprivation. The
index is made of six different domains, eat measuring diff erent aspeds of deprivation.
These ae income, employment, howsing, hedth, education, skill s and training deprivation
and geographica accessto services.

The Index of Multiple Deprivation hes recently been revised to provide amore up to date
picture of deprivation, focussng on sub-ward areas (Super Output Areas). Analysis of the
new IMD shows that ten of the wards previoudly identified are till within the worst 25%
nationally, when the whole ward is looked at, yet Cockerton East is replaced as the 11th
most deprived areaby Pierremont. Further analysis at sub ward level however, shows that
significant deprivation problems dill exist in Cockerton East and as such it still merits
inclusionin the strategy. Out of the ten wards within the worst 25% in Englandin terms
of deprivation 7are within the worst 10% in England. Ward Profil es are included at
Appendix 1.

Priority Wards

Central Northgate
Cockerton West Haughton East
Banktop North Road
Eastboune Lingfield
Lascdles Cockerton East.
Park East

The1ll piority wards have been the focus of a amnsiderable anount of work for building
the social regeneration d these ammmuniti es by way of SRB and Single Programme and
Sure Start Programmes.

Community Partnerships




In particular the * Darlington’s Communities Projed’ funded through SRB and Single
Programme monies has been instrumental in developing capadty within dsadvantaged
communities. Community Partnerships within natural neighbouhoods have been
established. The key objedives of the Community Partnerships are to buld community
cgpadty, improve coommunity accessto future fundng and to creae community
partnerships, which are resident run, resident led, and community focused. They also
involve arange of providersincluding churches, businesses, schods, Sure Start,
Conrexions and courcil departments The Community Partnerships are integral to the
implementation d this NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategy as they will creade and
implement locd neighbourhoodadion dans.

An Integrated Approach To Strategy Development

If this Strategy is to be successul then it must achieve buy in from thase communities
that it aimsto serve and from key partners from the pubic, private, voluntary and
community sedor. This drategy has therefore taken an integrated approach in order to
fully understand prioritiesto be aldressed.

Community Engagement

In order to understand the problems of the priority areas through the eyes of locd people
Community Appraisals have been undertaken in all 11 areas. Residents have had the
chanceto identify the strengths and oppatunities for their neighbouwhoods and also to pu
forward projed ideas that will help improve the aea Community Partnerships have
played an integral part in the development of this grategy

The primary reseach for appraisals comprised a series of oppatunities for community
involvement.

» Focus groups were mndwcted with Community Partnerships in the identified wards

» Focus groupwere held with locd residents reauited randamly from househalds li sted
onthe dedoral register.

» Spedfic consultation was undertaken with members of the Bangladeshi community.

»  Community Partnerships and randam focus groups explored perceptions abou the
wards. Participants were encouraged to describe coommunity needs and concerns,
identify current/patential resources and suggest potential improvements. The am was
to dg degoer and explore the underlying problems and issues. Spedfic questions also
encouraged the groupsto refled on hedth isaues.

* Wakabousinal 11 areastook dacewith residents and ward Courxill ors through
the Community Partnerships.



*  Community art work was undertaken with young people from 4 schods locaed in the
priority wards and their work was used to attrad locd peopleto dropin eventsin
order to ascertain the views of the wider popuation. Y ourg People were given the
oppatunity to dscusslife in their areas and explored their locd community
identifying pasitive and regative aspeds of their community and the isaues they felt
nealed tadkling. Students were encouraged to take phaographs and write poems that
cgptured their fedings abou the aea

e Community appraisal drop-in eventswere held . The material produced by the yourg
people was exhibited as a means of encouraging further discusson and debate bout
thewards. Participants were asked to identify positive and regative aspeds of lifein
the ward and to suggest how things could be improved further. They were dso asked
to refled on the isaues highlighted in the young people’ s work.

» Christmaswish ‘Listening Day’ exercisesin Cockerton East and North Road

Workshop sessonwith the Community Partnership Forum
Partnership Working

In addition to the community consultation, spedfic discussons have been held with the
Darlington Partnership’ s themed co-ordination group and with representatives of various
statutory agencies.

All five Scrutiny Committees of the Courcil have been invalved throughou the NRS
development.

Darlington Assembly in January 2004was the focus for the NeighbouwhoodRenewal
Strategy with over 100 representatives from the voluntary and community sedor in
attendance. Workshops were fadlit ated to consider isaues arising from Community
Appraisals and performance ajainst key deprivation targets.

A multi-agency adion gdanning day was held in July 2004with representatives form the
Community Partnerships in attendanceto develop the adion dan to this document.
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Defining our Problems

In order to establish isauesto be addressed by this Strategy various urces of data have
been used:

National Floor Targets

To help driveimprovement of pullic services and Government Programmes in
disadvantaged neighbouhoods the Government has st floor targets and aher deprivation
related targets to ensure pulic service standards do nd drop kelow adefined level in
areas where problems are gredest . These targets are aset of minimum standards for
service delivery that challenge locd authorities and pubi c sedor agencies to improve
hedth, howsing, crime, employment, transport and educaional inequaliti es. They focus on
raising the quality of servicesin poaly performing areas up to the national average, in
line with the Government aims that within 10-20 yeas, no-one shoud be seriously
disadvantaged by where they live.

Health Improve the chances for children by reducing the under-18 conception
rate by 50% by 2010. By 2010,to reducethe inequdliti esin hedth
outcomes by 10%
As measured by infant mortality and life expectancy at birth.
Housing By 2010,to kring al social housing into decent condtion, with most

of the improvement taking placein deprived areas, and increase the
proparttion d private housing in decent condtion accupied by
vulnerable groups.

Crime Reduce gime and the fea of crime; improve performance overal,
including by reducing the gap between the highest Crime and Disorder
Reduction Partnership areas and the best comparable aess; and
Reducevehicle aime
Reducedomestic burglary

Employment Over the 3 yeasto Spring 2006increase the employment rates of
disadvantaged areas and groups, taking acourt of the eonamic cycle
— lone parents, ethnic minorities, people aged 50and ower, thase with
the lowest qualificaions, and peoplein the 30locd authority
Boroughs with the poarest initial labour market provision, and
significantly reducethe diff erence between their employment rates and
the overall rate.

Help buld an enterprising society in which small firms of all kinds
thrive and achieve their potential with an increase in the number of
people wnsidering going into business An improvement in the overall
productivity of small firms and more enterprisein dsadvantage
communiti es.
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Transport

Education

Reduce the number of people kill ed o seriously injured in Gred
Britain in road acadents by 40%, and the number of children kill ed or
seriously injured by 50%, by 2010compared with the average for
199498, tackling the significantly higher incidencein dsadvantaged
communiti es:

* Reductionin All Road Acddents by 40%

* 50% Reductionin Child Road Acddents

To sustain improvement in primary educaion by raising standardsin

English and Maths s that by 2004, 836 of 11 yea olds achieve level
4 o abowve, and, by 2006,the number of schodsin which fewer than

65% of puplsadievelevel 4 or abowveis sgnificantly reduced.

Transform secondary educdion by raising standards in English, maths,
ICT and Sciencein Seaondary Education so that by 2004 786 of 14
yea olds achieve level 5 or above in English, maths and ICT (70% in
science) nationally and by 2007 8946 (80% in science), and by 2007,
the number of schods where fewer than 60% of 14 yea olds achieve
level 5 or aboweis sgnificantly reduced.

Between 2002and 2006the propartion d those aged 16who get
quaificaions equivalent to 5GCSEs at grades A* to Criseshy 2
percentage points ead yea onaverage andin all schods at least 20%
of puplsadievethis gandard by 2004rising to 25% by 2006.

Increase the percentage of pupls obtaining five or more GCSEs at A*-
C, with at least 38 per cent to achieve this gandard in every locd
educaion authority (LEA) by 2004

In addition to Government floor targets key Community Strategy and Public Service
Agreament Targets (PSA’s) have dso been considered.

Darlington Social 1ssues Map

Darlington Socia Issues Map 2004 las been developed to encourage abetter
understanding of the fads abou deprivationin Darlington and the geographicd areas that
are most effeded. It includes gpeafic information from the Government’ s Index of

Multi ple Deprivation and measures deprivation in terms of :

¢ |ncome

*  Employment
» Hedth and Disability
* Educdion skill sandtraining

12



* Barriersto howsing and services
* Crime andthe living environment

Issues arising from the analysis of performance ajainst key deprivation targets and
isaues identified in Darlington's Social Issues Map comparing datain priority wards
aaossal wardsin Darlingtonisoutlined below. Data comparison cata acossall wardsis
included at Appendix 2.

Income: Inlooking at income, there ae anumber of nationally recognised indicaors
which are dfedively 'means tested' including people or househalds in recept of particular
benefits and as such provides areliable picture of income deprivation. Some of the
indicaors used are dealy inter-related, yet ead tell s adistinctive story identifying
different problem areas. When examining income the foll owing indicaors have been
taken into acoun:

* Lowincome households - are those recaving either Job Seekers Allowance, Family
Credit or Income Suppat (JSU 2000-02)

* Children in low income households - represents the % of children in howsehalds in
recept of the dowve benefits (JSU 2000-02)

* Income Suppart households - are those in recept of Income Suppat (JSU 2000-02)

» Single parent households - are thase where the heal of the househald is alone parent
(ONS 200))

* FreeSchod Meals - represents the % of people digible for freeschod meds (JSU
1999

* All figures are estimated for the new ward boundries from existing information

Key Findingsrelating to income

Despite not being a measure of low income onits own, the number of single parent
househddsisincluded as an indicaor dueto its close links to low income and
consequently deprivation.

Over one quarter (27.8%) of the househalds in Darlington are dassfied as 'low income
househadds as they arein recept of income suppat, family credit or job seekers
allowance 41.2% of the dnildren in Darlington livein 'low income househads. Overall,
Central isthe ward which performs worst overal, with poa resultsfor al fiveindicators.

Haughton East performs natably badly on the measures of single parent households and
freeschod meds dligibility, being the worst and second-worst performing ward
respedively. This contrasts with the other results, where it achieves aranking that
indicaes it isfar from being the worst performing ward onthese aiteria. A similar
situation can be observed for Northgate, which performs respedably on the measures of
Income Suppat and single parent househaolds, but far more poarly on the other three
indicaors.
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The foll owing income rankings show how the priority wards compare acossthe full
range of income indicaors:

Central

Cockerton West

Eastbourne

Park East

L ascelles

Bank Top

Haughton East

IO [WIN|F-

Northgate

©

North Road

10 | Lingfield

11 | Pierremont

12 | Haughton West

13 | Middleton St George

14 | Harrowgate Hill

14 | Haughton North

16 | Hurworth

17 | Cockerton East

18 | Sadberge and Whesse

19 | Mowden

20 | Faverdae

20 | Hummersknott

22 | College

22 | Heighington and Coniscliffe

24 | Park West

Employment: The issue of employment is best looked at in terms of whoiswithout
employment andwhois seking employment in ead area The indicaors therefore
refled the number and circumstances of people withou employment. The foll owing
employment indicaors have been considered:

Total unemployment - represents the number of people daiming Job Seekers
Allowancedivided by the JSU’ s estimate for working age people (JSU July 2004
Youth unemployment - represents the unemployment rate for people under 24 (JSU
February 2004

Long term unemployment - represents the propartion o unemployed people who
have been uremployed over 12 months (JSU February 2004

Job demand - isthe % of working age people seeking ajob (JSU July 2004
Joblessess- isthe % of working age people withou ajob (JSU July 2004

Key Findingsrelating to employment

Darlington hes arelatively low unemployment rate compared to the rest of the Tees
Valley, yet till exceals national ratesin most areas. The exceptionto thisisthelong-
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term unemployment figures, which show Darlington as having lessof a problem than
elsawhere. Ancther areawhere Darlington is comparable to the national figure is with
low rates of joblessness which refleds higher than average participationin the
employment market.

The major unemployment problem in Darlington is within the Central and Northgate
areas where the unemployment rate is more than twicethe national average.
Unemployment among young peopleis a particular problem in Central, where 34.3% of
unemployed people ae within the under 24 yea old age group.

Long term unemployment is a problem in certain areas which do na suffer from
particularly high uremployment rates, which perhaps suggests that the unemployment
rate is unlikely to reduce much further in those aesas. .

The foll owing employment rankings show how the priority wards compare acossthe
full range of employment indicators:

Rank Ward
Central

Park East

Northgate

Cockerton West

North Road

Eastbourne

Haughton East

IO |O|OTD[WIN|F-

Lingfield

9 | Lascelles

10 | Bank Top

11 | Pierremont

12 | Haughton West

13 | Park West

14 | Harrowgate Hill

14 | Haughton North

16 | Faverdade

17 | Cockerton East

17 | Middleton St George

19 | Sadberge and Whesse

20 | College

21 | Hummersknott

22 | Heighington and Coniscliffe

22 | Hurworth

22 | Mowden

Health: When examining hedth issues at ward level, the indicaors chasen refled the
most appropriate and avail able measures of hedth from birth (low birth weight babies)
through to deah (mortality rates). Some of the hedth data used needsto be examined
with anote of caution, as the numbersinvoved can be significantly lower than with ather
themed indicaors and therefore ae more susceptible to urcharaderistic variations.
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Others are dso affeded by the locaion o particular fadliti es such as eltered
acaommodation. The following indicaors have been taken into consideration:

* Peoplenedling care - represents the percentage of people who are in recept of
Attendance Allowance or Disability Living Allowance benefits (JSU 2002

* Teeage pregnancies - represents the number of pregnancies per '000 unay 18 yea
old females, nae 0 means fewer than 3 (Darlington PCT 2000

» Birth weight <2500g0- represents the percentage of babies born weighing lessthan
2500y (5°lbs) (Darlington PCT 19962000

* Mortality rate - represents the number of deahs per ‘000 popletion (Darlington PCT
19972007

» Dental health of 5 year olds - represents the arerage number of decayed, missng or
filled teeh in five yea old children (Darlington PCT 2000

» All figures except people neading care ae estimated for the new ward boundries
from existing information

Key Findingsrelating to health

Cockerton West has by some margin the highest propattion d its popuation requiring
cae. The data onteenage pregnancies indicaes that whil st under 18 conception rates
aaossthe priority wards has been stealily reducing numbers are still abowve the national
rate. Teenage pregnancy isaparticular problem in the Eastboune and Park East wards.

Mortality ratesin the majority of priority wards are higher than the national average.
Only two priority wards Cockerton East and Park East are below the national rate.

Eastboune and Cockerton West are dealy the aeas where dhildren are most affeded by
dental hedth problems, averaging more than threedecayed, missng or fill ed teeth for
ead child

The following hedth rankings $how how the priority wards compare acossthe full range
of hedth indicaors:

Ward
Northgate

A
Q
>
=~

Cockerton West

Bank Top

Eastbourne

Haughton East

L ascelles

Central

Park East

OO N (| W[IN]|F-

Haughton West

9 [ North Road

11 | Pierremont

12 | Lingfield

13 | Haughton North
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14 | Harrowgate Hill

15 | Middeton St George

16 | Faverdale

17 | Sadberge and Whese

18 | Cockerton East

19 | Heighington and Coniscliffe

20 | Hurworth

20 | College

22 | Mowden

22 | Park West

24 | Hummersknott

Education: The data cmpil ed to reflea the education and skill s of the popdation o
eat ward has focussed onformal educaion and the progresson from schod to
university, which isincreasingly linked to cther fadors uch as family incomes. The
following indicaors have been taken into consideration:

» Thefirst four indicaors have been estimated for the new wards from existing
information

» KeyStage 2 atainment - isthe average score for Maths, English and Science (JSU
2002

» GCSE attainment - isthe average scores for GCSE awards where A*=8 to G=0 (JSU
200))

* University progresson - rates are the number of successul applicants per ‘000 d
popuation (ONS 1998

* Adultswith low literacy levds - who are expeded to encourter 'everyday problems
(Basic Skill s Agency 1995

e 17+in further education - represents the propation d people between 17and
retirement age who are involved in LSC funded courses (Tees Valley LSC 20023

Key Findingsrelating to education

Park East isthe aeawith the lowest attainment at bath Key Stage 2 and GCSE. Notable
fedures of these two indicaors are the large dedine in performance between Key Stage 2
and GCSE experienced by the Central, Cockerton East, Haughton North and Lingfield
wards.

Lascdlesward has a zero rate of progressoninto uriversity. In comparison
Hummersknott ward hes a progresson rate more than doulde the average acoss
Darlington.

Lascdles and Eastbourne have the most adults with poa literacy. Eastbourne dso hes
the fewest adults invalved in further education, with afigure much worse than the next
lowest.

The following education rankings show how the priority wards compare acossthe full
range of educdionindicators:
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Rank Ward
Eastbourne

Park East

Bank Top

L ascelles

North Road

Cockerton West

Haughton East

O IN|O|OT[D[WIN|F-

Lingfield

9 | Northgatge

10 | Cocketon East

11 | Central

12 | Haughton West

13 | Haughton North

14 | Harrowgate Hill

15 | Faverdale

16 | Pierremont

17 | Hurworth

18 | Sadberge and Whesse

19 | Midd eton-St-George

20 | Heightington and Coniscliffe

21 | Mowden

22 | Park West

23 | Hummersknott

24 | College

Crime: Thelink between deprivation and crimeiswell documented and particular types
of crime ae more prevaent in deprived areas than athers. Theindicators used cover a
range of crimes, focusing on the main caegories which affed the puldic. As Central ward
contains the magjority of shops, puls and rightlife in Darlington, it is clealy afocd point
for the mgjority of criminal adivity, which nealsto be taken into account when looking
at nondomestic aimes. The following indicators have been considered:

* Violent Crime

» Domestic Burglary

» Theft of/from Motor Vehicles

e Criminal Damage

» Total Theft

* All crimefigures from Darlington Police 200304

» All figures are expressed as rates per ‘000 populeation, except for househad burglaries
which is expressed as per ‘000 hosehaolds

Key Findingsin relation to crime
Darlington hes low levels of crime when compared to the Tees Valley. Thisisnat the

case however when looking at car crime and total theft which are similar to the Tees
Valley average.
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As expeded, Central ward is the main focus of criminal adivity aacossmost of the
indicaors. Even levels of domestic burglary are high, the third highest in Darlington.

Northgate gppeasto be the secondareamost affeded by crime, ranking the second
poaest ward in terms of violent crime and theft.

The following crime rankings show how the priority wards compare acossthe full range
of crimeindicaors:

Rank | Ward |

1| Central
2 | Northgate
3| Bank Top
4 | Park East
5 | Lascelles
5
7
8

Lingfield
North Road
Haughton East
9 | Cockerton West
10 | College
11 | Eastbourne
12 | Pierremont
13 | Sadberge and Whessoe
14 | Haughton West
15 | Middeton St George
16 | Harrowgate Hill
17 | Cockerton East
18 | Faverdae
19 | Haughton North
20 | Park West
21 | Mowden
22 | Hurworth
23 | Heighington and Coniscliffe
23 | Hummersknott

Environment: The indicaors chaosen to represent environment are more to dowith the
popuation'simmediate environment i.e. their homes and the link between low value
houwsing and deprivation. Theinclusion d no car househaldsis intended to represent both
the impad of financia deprivation and accessto services. The following indicators have
been taken into consideration:

* No car households (ONS 2001

* Household Tenure LA/HA - represents the propation d the aeas housing stock
which isrented from socia |andlords (ONS 20017)

* Council Tax Bands A and B -represents the propation d dwelli ngs which are
valued for Courcil Tax purposes at under £52,000(0ONS 2003
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* Average House Price - represents the average price of houses ld within eat
area(JSU 200304)

* House Affordahility - represents an index where ascore over 1 indicaes average
house prices exceal 3.5times average household incomes, and hes been estimated
for the new wards from existing data (TVHP 2007)

Key Findingsrelating to environment

Over half of the househddsin Cockerton West have no car. This compares with
Faverdale a the other extreme, where 94% of househddsown a ca. In addition, howing
rented from socia landords makes up more than half of the total househaldsin
Cockerton West, which is more than 10% higher than the next ward.

House prices are lowest in Northgate, with the average price being £65,300. Bank Top,
Eastboune and Lascdles, Lingfield and Park East all have average house prices under
£70,000.

Data provided by the Housing Department shows that lessthan 3% of courcil dwelli ngs
failsto med the Government’ s decent home standard. It is expeded that by 2008a100%
of courcil owned dwellings will have reated the standard. In terms of private housing
conditions decant homes informationis nat currently avail able for al of the priority
wards.

The foll owing environment rankings show how the priority wards compare acossthe
full range of environment indicaors:

Ward

L ascelles

Bank Top

Cockerton West

Eastbourne

Lingfield

North Road

Park East

O N[OO | |WIN |-

Northgate

9 | Central

10 | Haughton East

11 | Pierremont

12 | Haughton West

13 | Cockerton East

14 | Haughton North

15 | Harrowgate Hill

16 | Middeton St George

17 | Hurworth
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18 | Faverdale

19 | Sadberge and Whese

20 | Heighington and Coniscliffe

21| College

21 | Mowden

21 | Park West

24 | Hummersknott

Transport: Government indicaors measure the number of people kill ed or seriously
injured in road acadents, and the number of children kill ed or serioudly injured involved
in road acadents.

Statistics show that 5 out of the 11 wards have not met the government target to reduce
road acadents by 40% and 6wards have not met the target to reduce the number of child
road acadents

Community Priorities

Community Appraisal Consultation raised arange of isaues and the following is alist of
isaues that were repededly identified by residents

Enhancing the Environment
» Developways of tacling problems posed by private sedor landords
including enforcement and making private seaor land ords acourtable.
* Tadleproblemswith litter, fly tipping, dog dirt and graffiti.

Stimulating Leisure Activities

» Deveopment of youth/community centres.
* Increase provisionfor yourg people.

* Increase the number of youth workers.

Improving the Local Economy

» Developlocd training to tacle high levels of unemployment.
* Increasetraining for locd environmental works.

» Development of new businesses and job credion.

Devdoping an Effedive Transport System
* Introduction d more speed restriction/traffic cdming.
* Improve bus srvice and routes.

Promoting Community Safety

* Improve stred lighting.

* Increasein Police Police Community Suppat Officers and Community
Wardens presence

e IntroduwcegExpand CCTV.
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» Ded with issues of young people hanging around ouiside shops and df-
licence

Improve Health and Well-being

* Improvediet andlevels of nutrition.
* Tadleyoung people drinking.

* Reducesmoking.

Raising Educational Achievement
» Develop parenting courses.
* Increese pradicd andlife-skill s element of schoding.

Promoting I nclusive Communities
* Moreinvavement of yourng people and schod in the community.

Stimulating Leisure Activities

» Deveopment of youth/community centres.
* Increase provisionfor yourg people.

* Increase the number of youth workers.
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Strategic Priorities

Strategic Priorities for this grategy and the resulting Action Plan have been driven by the
need to improve performance aainst key deprivation targetsi.e. Government Floor

Targets, Community Strategy Targets and PSA targets, issuesidentified in Darlington's
Socia Issues Map and community aspirations identified through Community Appraisals.

The Strategic Prioriti es of the NeighbouwhoodRenewal Strategy and Action Plan are
designed to have apositive impad onreversing the spiral of dedinein the designated
priority aress and to buld the cgpadty and confidencein those ammmunities. The
Priorities and Action Plan have been structured into sedions based onthe four visionary
goals and eight conreding themes of the Community Strategy.

The Strategic Priorities identified below summarise the key adions contained within the
ActionPlan

Improving the local Economy

* Reduceworklessness and improve training oppatunities and biusiness
development within the priority areas

Promoting Inclusive Communities
* Build cohesive and confident communiti es raising self esteam and
confidence

Enhancing the local environment
» Crede amore dtradive environment by tadling sustainability issues to
proted the natural environment and liveability issues such aslitter, graffiti,
dog fouling that have been identified by the community
» Developing an effedive transport system

Raising Education Achievement
* Raise @ucdiona standards and develop an ethos of lifelong leaning by
providing oppartunities for access achievement and engagement.
* Providelocd training oppatuniti es that devel op the skill s and confidence of
locd people

Stimulating Leisure Activity
* Engage ommunitiesandin particular young peoplein leisure adivities
Promoting Community Safety

* Reduce aime and antisocial behaviour and increase the number of locd
people feding safer within their community
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Improving Health and well-being
* Encourage hedthier lifestyles and reduce hedth inequaliti es

Providing Decent Homes
* Engage with private sedor land ords to improve standards and increase the
propation d decent homes within the private sedor occupied by vulnerable

groups.
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Delivery Arrangements

The body resporsible for ensuring that the NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategy is turned
into redity is Darlington Partnership.

Darlington Partnership Themed groups, Community Safety, Leaning Partnership, Hedth
Improvement & Social Inclusion and Econamy & Environment will be resporsible for
the delivery of the adion dan and will focus uponthe monitoring and review of the
adions linked to their group.

The Darlington Community Partnership Steering Groupthe umbrell a organisation for the
Community Partnerships will also monitor progressagainst the strategic prioriti es of the
document.

Seven key indicaors have been seleded to measure the performance of the
NeighbouhoodRenewal Strategy and have been seleded as they are both national floor
targets and key Community Strategy targets measuring deprivation. Theseindicators are
asfollows.

Health
Number of conceptions per 1,000females aged 1517 average for 3-yea period
Increase the arerage mortality ratio aaossthe priority wards

Education
Percentage of puplsadieving 5 GCSEs grade A*-C

Crime
Total recorded crimes per 1,000 d popuation

Economy
Propation d working age in employment

Transport
Road safety casualties per 100,000 poplation; total, pedestrians, pedal cyclists, motor
cyclists, car users, other vehicleskill ed/seriousinjury / slightly injured

Housing
Number of social housing in adecent condtion
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