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Introduction and summary

Background

S.1

S.2

S.3

S.4

S.5

This report has two primary purposes:

1 To identify the appropriate areas of assessment for determining the
need/demand for housing and employment floorspace that should be
planned for through the Greater Manchester Spatial Framework; and

1 To consider the implications of those areas of assessment for
translating the geography of need/demand into district requirements for
housing and employment floorspace in the Greater Manchester Spatial
Framework.

Paragraph 158 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that:

ALocal pl anning authorities should ensure
strategies for housing, employment and other uses are integrated, and that

they take full account of relevant market
The Gove r n me nt 6 s Pritlicea GuidancedPPG)e x pl ai ns t hat: AN

should be assessed in relation to the relevant functional area, ie housing

market area, functional economic area in relation to economic uses, or area of

trade draw in relation to maintownce nt r e uses. € I n some cas
mar ket areas and functional economi c area
(paragraph 21-008-20140306).

Given this advice, and the fact that some of the evidence recommended for
analysis is the same for both housing market areas and functional economic
areas, such as the use of travel to work data, this report considers both types
of area.

The report considers in turn the key factors identified in the PPG, with a
particular focus on migration and commuting.

Migration and housing market areas

S.6

A wide range of factors influence decisions regarding migration and the
precise location of where to live, including:
Avalilability of suitable housing
Price

Location of family

Location of friends

Cultural communities

Education of children

Commuting times/routes to work
Access to shops, facilities, etc
Lifestyle

Identity and familiarity
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S.7

S.8

S.9

S.10

1 Environmental quality
1 Crime levels

The relative importance of these factors can vary significantly between
different households, and some may generally be more important for
particular household types and age groups than others.

The use of migration data in the identification of housing market areas tends
to focus on determining when self-containment levels reach a particular
threshold, such as 70% as referred to in the Planning Practice Guidance.
Migration data for Greater Manchester from the 2011 Census suggests that
previous definitions of housing market areas from the regional and sub-
regional housing market assessments of 2008 represent a gross over-
simplification of the way in which the housing market functions within Greater
Manchester. The notion of largely self-contained housing markets may make
sense in some parts of the country, but in a large, integrated conurbation such
as Greater Manchester it does not appear to offer an appropriate or helpful
description of reality. Data from the last two censuses indicates that self-
containment levels are decreasing, suggesting housing markets are gradually
becoming more and more integrated.

In practice, most migration is over a relatively short distance. This is likely to
be due to the relative importance of some of the above factors relating to
family, friends, and familiarity with an area. Generally, moves to and from
individual places occur in all directions, irrespective of any identified housing
market area boundaries. Each neighbourhood is effectively at the centre of its
own housing market area, with such areas collectively forming a series of
overlapping markets that cover the whole of Greater Manchester. Some areas
may face more towards one direction than another, and this will often be a
function of geographical factors such as the proximity to other
neighbourhoods, the quality of transport connections, and the location of the
nearest major employment, retail and/or leisure destination. The directions of
the most important links may vary depending on whether the source or
destination of migration is being considered, as different locations perform
different functions within the wider market. For example, the city centre area
draws in people from a very wide catchment, extending well beyond Greater
Manchester, and then out-migration is to a less extensive though still
significant area, with a moderate bias towards the south. In contrast, some of
the areas with higher house prices attract people from surrounding areas,
irrespective of prevailing house prices within them, but then see outward
moves over a wider area with a greater emphasis on locations with similar
characteristics. Although there are exceptions, generally, proximity appears to
be far more important than price in terms of an influence on the level of
migration between areas.

Overall, Greater Manchester as a whole has a very high level of self-
containment, both in terms of the proportion of people moving from an
address in Greater Manchester who remain within the sub-region, and the
proportion of people moving to an address in Greater Manchester who already
lived within the sub-region, exceeding 80% on both measures (as a proportion
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S.11

S.12

S.13

of all their moves within England and Wales). The most important external
migration flows for each district in Greater Manchester are generally with their
immediately adjoining districts that also lie within Greater Manchester, and
links to adjoining districts outside the sub-region are usually more limited.
However, individual settlements outside Greater Manchester that are located
very close to its border, particularly where they lie on a key transport
connection such as a railway, can have quite strong links to adjoining districts
within the sub-region. Some nearby parts of Cheshire East, High Peak and
Rossendale may partly have a role as locations to which Greater Manchester
residents move, but in all cases there are also quite significant though usually
lesser flows in the opposite direction. Some parts of High Peak appear to
have a wider catchment within Greater Manchester than might be expected
from the general patterns described above, with modest flows from the city
centre and south Manchester.

Data from the censuses and ONS indicates that Manchester and Salford have
a quite distinctive role within Greater Manchester. The two cities effectively
accounted for all of the net in-migration to Greater Manchester over the period
2002-2012 (over 4,650 people per annum, with the other eight districts
collectively seeing net out-migration at over 650 people per annum), due to
them seeing very high levels of net international in-migration, although
Manchester does have considerable net out-migration to other parts of the
country. The role of Manchester and Salford appears to have evolved
between the last two censuses, with a major increase in net in-migration,
particularly net migration to Manchester from outside Greater Manchester,
whereas most other parts of the sub-region have seen a significant increase in
net out-migration. Flows between the two cities have also become far more
important, more than doubling between 2001 and 2011.

Manchester and Salford attract more migrants from outside Greater
Manchester (but within England and Wales) than any of the other eight
districts in the sub-region. Only around one-third of in-migrants to Manchester
come from elsewhere in Greater Manchester, demonstrating its ability to
attract people from a wide area. The top ten net inflows to Manchester are
from other cities in the North and Midlands, reflecting its role and relative
importance, and Salford shares some similarities in this regard. Manchester
and Salford are the only Greater Manchester districts for which locations
within England and Wales outside Greater Manchester make up a higher
proportion of the sources of all migrants than they do the proportion of the
destination of all migrants, again highlighting their role as entrance points to
the sub-region from which there is then some redistribution to other parts of
the conurbation.

The location of the city centre and Salford Quays within Manchester and
Salford is likely to be a key factor in explaining this role of the two cities. The
two wards covering those areas have a very broad reach, particularly in terms
of the source of migrants, drawing people from a very wide catchment and
then redistributing them across a broad area of Greater Manchester. The main
sources and destinations for the City Centre ward in Manchester appear to
have quite a strong southward bias, whereas this is less pronounced for the
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Ordsall ward covering Salford Quays and the western part of the city centre.

Manchester is by far the most important external migration source and

destination for several districts within the sub-region, always with net outflows

from Manchester, and is particularly significant in the case of Salford,

Stockportand Tr af ford, again suggesting a sout
relationships. The outflow rates from Manchester to Salford and Trafford, and

the inflow rates from them, are very high relative to the size of the population

of those two districts, and are the most significant in Greater Manchester.

S.14 There is other evidence of differences between the northern and southern
parts of Greater Manchester, though Bury is often different to other parts of
the north of the sub-region. For example, although the previous definitions of
housing market areas within Greater Manchester are clearly problematic, it is
notable that the two northern areas (North West and North East) have high
levels of self-containment, whereas the two southern areas (Central and
South) have lower self-containment below the 70% threshold. This picture is
further reinforced by the significant flows between the Central and South
HMAs, particularly in terms of those moving from the Central HMA to the
South HMA. The more northern districts of Bolton, Oldham, Rochdale and
Tameside all individually have high levels of self-containment, close to or
exceeding 70%, though self-containment is much lower in Bury. The North
West and North East HMAs also have a higher proportion of their moves
contained within Greater Manchester than the Central and South HMAs. The
analysis of ward-level data reinforces this picture, with the clusters of low self-
containment generally focused in the south of the conurbation, particularly in
terms of the source of migrants, which all indicates that locations in the centre
and south quite often have a broader reach than places in the north.
Manchester, Stockport and Trafford generally have lower levels of
containment, but this should still be seen within the overall picture of most
moves being over relatively short distances. The absolute flows to and from
the northern part of Cheshire East are reasonably significant, particularly for
Stockport, reflecting the proximity of neighbourhoods. South Trafford has a
particularly low level of containment, which may partly be a function of the
high house prices. Some of the areas of high self-containment in the north are
due to particular concentrations of ethnic groups.

S.15 There is also some evidence of differences between the west and east of
Greater Manchester. The four eastern districts of Oldham, Rochdale,
Stockport and Tameside collectively saw net out-migration of more than 1,500
people per annum over the period 2002-2012, whereas the four western
districts of Bolton, Salford, Trafford and Wigan had net in-migration of more
than 2,200 people per annum. Oldham, Rochdale and Tameside have the
highest proportion of their migrants coming from within Greater Manchester.
Although there are some links with High Peak, the east of Greater Manchester
generally has very limited migration connections to its east, particularly to
Calderdale and Kirklees. Oldham and Rochdale stand out on some measures,
having the highest net out-migration over the period 2002-2012, and the
highest self-containment within Greater Manchester, both individually and
together.



S.16

S.17

In considering housing markets within Greater Manchester, it would therefore
seem advisable to avoid seeking to define distinct housing market areas, but
instead to focus on the roles of different places and the interactions between
them. Although there are some migration links to settlements just outside the
sub-region, Greater Manchester generally appears to be an appropriate
starting point for analysis, supplemented by assessment of individual districts.
The generally short-distance nature of most migration moves will be an
important consideration, as will be the apparent increasing integration of
housing markets.

Overall, there appears to be little evidence that differences in house prices are
a major determinant of migration patterns. Proximity appears to be the key
issue, largely irrespective of whether areas have similar or different average
house prices. The primary issue associated with house prices may be that
households with lower incomes typically appear to move over shorter
distances, which could suggest that their location choices are more limited
than those who can afford higher house prices.

Commuting

S.18

S.19

Almost 88% of commuters who live in Greater Manchester also work in the
sub-region, and more than 85% of commuters who work in Greater
Manchester also live in the sub-region. These high levels of commuting self-
containment are perhaps unsurprising given the size of the area involved, but
suggest that Greater Manchester is reasonably self-sufficient both in terms of
the provision of employment opportunities and the supply of labour. Overall,
there is net in-commuting to Greater Manchester from the rest of England and
Wales of 28,316, which could be considered very low given that more than
1,000,000 people commute to a location within the sub-region. Greater
Manchester is a very important source of jobs for High Peak and Rossendale,
accounting for more than 30% of their commuters, but the largest absolute
commuting flows are with Cheshire East.

Manchester, Salford and Trafford all draw in a large number of workers from
outside their districts, often from each other, and have net in-commuting and
low worker self-containment. Manchester has a dominant role, with very high
levels of net in-commuting exceeding 100,000, whereas the levels for Salford
and Trafford are much more modest. The other seven Greater Manchester
districts have quite significant net out-commuting. Bolton, Oldham and
Rochdale appear to have quite localised commuting, with relatively high self-
containment both in terms of workers and commuters. Bury, Stockport and
Tameside have lower commuter self-containment rates. Wigan is quite
distinctive, having the highest worker self-containment in Greater Manchester
but low numbers of commuters coming from other parts of the sub-region, the
lowest proportion by far of its residents working in Greater Manchester, the
highest net out-commuting of any Greater Manchester district, and being the
only district in the sub-region for which Manchester is not the most important
external commuting destination (it is only the fifth).



S.20 Overall, similar to migration, the pattern of commuting flows is reasonably
predictable based on the size and location of employment areas relative to the
main areas of population. The primary sources of commuters are always the
i mmedi ately surrounding areas, but the ex
influence and the average length of commuting journeys will vary depending
on its function within the sub-region. Although they are very important within
the districts in which they are located, the eight major town centres in Greater
Manchester have a relatively localised commuting catchment, with the main
flows for each being from the district that they are located within, together with
modest flows from adjoining districts, the size of which typically reflects the
proximity of the main residential neighbourhoods, the quality of transport
connections and the availability of other areas of major employment
opportunities. Significant industrial areas such as Kingsway appear to have
similarly localised catchments. Wigan Town Centre stands out as having a
very high proportion of commuters from within the district (75%), and the
proportions for Bolton and Rochdale Town Centre are also high (more than
65%). Stockport Town Centre appears to have a broader reach than most of
the other major town centres in Greater Manchester, with significant flows
from Manchester and Tameside in particular, though those from Cheshire
East and Trafford are also quite considerable.

S.21 The major employment areas at the core of the conurbation (the city centre,
Salford Quays and Trafford Park) have a significantly broader reach, drawing
a lower proportion of workers from the immediate area, and having longer
average travel to work distances (with median commuting distances of 14-
16km compared to 7-9km for the town centres). Manchester, Salford and
Trafford collectively still provide more than half of the workers for each of
these employment areas, but there are also major flows from the other
Greater Manchester districts to the city centre. The districts in the north of
Greater Manchester generally provide fewer workers for the city centre than
does the south of the sub-region and, equally, the city centre is less significant
as a source of jobs for the districts in the north, in both cases with the
exception of Bury. Oldham and Rochdale are relatively disconnected from
Salford Quays and Trafford Park, and Bolton and Wigan send the fewest
people to the city centre from within Greater Manchester. This southward bias
of commuting appears to extend into adjoining districts, with the largest inward
flows to the core employment areas generally being from Cheshire East,
Warrington and High Peak. The flows from Rossendale show that the
employment opportunities in the core are relatively important to that district,
and it is notable that Rossendale lies immediate to the north of Bury, which is
the part of the north of Greater Manchester that supplies the most commuters
for the core areas despite having the smallest population.

S.22 In the same way that Greater Manchester has a series of overlapping housing
market areas, the majority of employment areas in Greater Manchester
appear to lie at the centre of modest sized commuting catchments, with those
catchments overlapping each other rather than being distinct travel to work
areas. There is some skewing of this, including due to geographical factors
(for example with Rochdale having little influence to its east in West
Yorkshire) or the proximity of the city centre (for example with Bury largely
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drawing in people from the north but not the south, and Tameside from the
east rather than the west).

S.23 However, overlaying these localised catchments are the broader catchments
for the employment areas at the core of the conurbation, and the city centre in
particular appears to have a distorting effect. Although it draws in very large
numbers of commuters from nearby, the cit
commuting patterns across Greater Manchester, and over 57,000 of its
workers travel more than 10km. In the case of Salford, Stockport, Tameside
and Trafford, Manchester as a whole provides employment for more than 20%
of their commuters, and these four districts also had the highest proportions of
their migration flows accounted for by Manchester.

S.24 As noted above, there is some evidence that the north-west (Bolton and
Wigan) and north-east (Oldham and Rochdale) are less connected to some of
the employment opportunities within the core than other parts of the
conurbation, but there are still quite significant commuting flows from those
districts, for example with Wigan being the fifth most important source of
commuters for both Salford Quays and Trafford Park. Furthermore, the ONS
definition of travel to work areas (TTWASs) identified separate Bolton and
Rochdale & Oldham TTWAs in 2001, but these were subsumed into the
Manchester TTWA in 2011, suggesting increasing functional integration of
different parts of Greater Manchester. It is possible that new and improved
transport infrastructure, such as the Metrolink line to Oldham and Rochdale,
could lead to further changes in these patterns in the future.

S.25 Nevertheless, proximity is still a vital component, and it is not necessarily the
size and role of Manchester that draws people in from outside Greater
Manchester, for example with Wigan and Bolton being more important for
Chorley commuters, Rochdale and Bury being more important for Rossendale
commuters, and Stockport and Tameside being equally as important as
Manchester for High Peak commuters.

Retail catchments

S.26 There is a significant overlap of the principal retail catchments of the city
centre and eight main town centres, particularly on the eastern side of Greater
Manchester. This reflects the integrated nature of the conurbation, but the
individual town centres still retain strong identities and influence over their
surrounding communities. The lack of a main town centre in Salford reduces
the catchment overlap on the western side of Greater Manchester, although
the Trafford Centreds influence wil!/ be s
nat ur e o prindipal gadchntest reinforces some of the patterns seen in
relation to migration and commuting. There are similarities between the
commuting patterns and retail catchments of the town centres, in terms of
their size and geography.



Conclusions on the area of assessment

S.27

S.28

S.29

S.30

Greater Manchester has very high levels of self-containment, both in terms of
migration and commuting. This reflects both its size and the fact that there are
large areas of open land separating the conurbation from many of the nearest
settlements. Greater Manchester is also an important administrative unit, for
example having its own Combined Authority and Local Enterprise Partnership.
It is also a recognised area of search for many businesses when looking for
premises. On this basis, it provides an appropriate starting point for
considering housing and employment floorspace requirements.

However, the evidence on both migration and commuting suggests that there
are important connections with areas adjoining Greater Manchester that need
to be taken into account. The nature of these connections varies depending
on the proximity of settlements within and outside Greater Manchester, the
location and relative strength of key employment areas, and the availability of
direct transport connections. Many of the interactions are very localised,
contained around the boundaries of the sub-region, but the strength of the city
centre as an employment location is felt across a much broader area. Some
migration and commuting flows are skewed in one particular direction,
whereas others are more even with low net flows masking high absolute
flows. In some cases the importance of the interactions may be more
important to the districts adjoining Greater Manchester but of less significance
to Greater Manchester and the districts within it, due to the differing size of the
areas involved and the availability of alternative sources of employment and
labour. The implications of emerging housing and employment floorspace
requirements and proposals, both within and outside Greater Manchester, will
therefore need to be carefully considered as work on the Greater Manchester
Spatial Framework progresses, so as to ensure that there is an appropriate
balance of housing and jobs across the wider area.

Most people migrate over relatively small distances, resulting in a series of
overlapping markets rather than relatively discrete housing market areas.
Migration patterns are generally quite predictable, based on issues such as
proximity, transport connections, employment opportunities and local identity,
rather than reflecting previously identified housing market areas. Similarly,
most employment areas see people commuting to them primarily from quite
nearby, again leading to overlapping catchments. However, the major
concentration of employment opportunities at the core of the conurbation,
focused around the city centre, has a distorting effect, drawing people in from
longer distances and limiting the commuting catchment of some of the other
employment areas within Greater Manchester.

There are also other broader patterns that are discernible, such as higher
levels of migration self-containment in the north of Greater Manchester, a
generally more fluid market in the south, typically lower self-containment for
those moving from more prosperous areas, net in-migration in the west and
net out-migration in the east, and a very extensive in-migration catchment for
the core of the conurbation that is then redistributed to some extent to
surrounding areas. Wigan tends to have weaker connections to the rest of
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Greater Manchester than the other nine districts in the sub-region, both in
terms of migration and commuting, as might be expected given its location.
There is some evidence that migration is more contained within districts than if
it were purely a function of distance and transport links. Familiarity with, and
proximity to, particular town centres, as reflected in the geography of their
core catchments, along with other aspects of local identity, could potentially
explain this.

S.31 This complex functioning of housing and labour markets within Greater
Manchester means that there is no simple way of subdividing the sub-region
into identifiable housing market areas or functional economic areas. Any
boundaries would essentially be arbitrary, and risk masking important
relationships, as has been seen with the housing market areas that have
previously been identified. Given these problems, together with the relatively
small distances involved in most migration and commuting, the issues of
district identity, and the availability of population and household projection
data, it is considered that the most appropriate unit of analysis below the
Greater Manchester level is the individual districts. This would be expected to
enable a greater level of analysis, taking into account a better understanding
of the relationships between different places, than would the combination of
districts into larger sub-areas. However, even a district-based analysis could
mask significant cross-boundary connections, and it will be important to have
regard to the analysis in this report and supplementary data when interpreting
assessments of demand and need for individual districts. For example, an
ongongb Deep Divesd analysis of the economic
across Greater Manchester will provide a more thorough understanding of
economic activity at a sub-district level.

Distribution of housing and employment floorspace requirements

S.32 Although the analysis of 2011 Census migration data suggests that most
moves are over a relatively short distance, and many moves are likely to be
constrained by links to family and friends, a comparison of past population
projections with actual change indicates that the cumulative impact of
migration can result in reasonably significant changes over time compared to
those that have been forecast. Over a period of 20 years, this could easily
lead to household growth being several thousand higher or lower than
projected in any district, even if the Greater Manchester total is as forecast.
Consequently, there would appear to be considerable scope for household
growth to be redistributed around the sub-region if that were considered to be
an appropriate strategy. For example, if a more sustainable pattern of
household growth could be identified than that which is forecast, in terms of
minimising the need to travel and the impact of residential development on the
environment, then it would appear realistic to work towards it provided that
appropriate measures could be put in place to ensure that locations identified
for higher than forecast growth could attract any available migration.

S.33 The 1993-based population projections show that any additional population
and household growth within the sub-region could realistically be focused on a
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S.34

S.35

small number of districts, as the higher than forecast growth in the following
20 years was focused solely in Manchester, Salford and Trafford, but again
this would only be likely to be achieved in practice if such locations were
sufficiently attractive in terms of access to employment, lifestyle, housing
quality, etc. The overall spatial strategy for accommodating household growth
is therefore influenced by the forecast pattern of household change across
Greater Manchester, but is not completely set by it, and there is significant
potential to move at least part of that household growth to other locations.

Overall, the high migration inflows relative to population size for Manchester
and Salford mean that these two cities are likely to have the greatest potential
for their population levels to deviate from those forecast in the ONS 2012-
based projections, either due to deliberate policy interventions or changing
circumstances. Trafford, and to a lesser extent Bury, also have above average
projected migration inflows relative to their population size, and so could also
possibly see significant redistribution of growth both within and outside
Greater Manchester. In contrast, the migration inflow rates are projected to be
quite low for Wigan, Oldham, Rochdale and Tameside, with Oldham and
Rochdale having relatively high natural change. Consequently, there may be
more limited scope to move the projected population growth of these districts
into surrounding areas, particularly given that three of the districts adjoin each
other on the north-east side of Greater Manchester, and have seen relatively
modest population growth over the last few decades compared to some other
parts of the sub-region and also have relatively high migration self-
containment rates.

The commuting analysis highlights a series of issues that will need to be taken
into account when determining the desirable distribution of population growth
relative to the distribution of employment opportunities, and vice versa.
Patterns of development that are likely to result in longer average journey
distances will probably only be appropriate if there is very considerable
investment in transport networks, and a significant modal shift away from the
private car. The fact that commuting flows to the major employment areas at
the conurbation core are generally lower from the northern districts (with the
exception of Bury) than from the south does not necessarily mean that such
areas should provide less of the housing to accommodate an increase in
workers in the core. The lower commuting levels may be due to a variety of
issues, such as the type of dwellings and residential environments that are
currently available in such locations, skill levels and health, as well as the
quality of transport links. Similarly, regard will need to be had to the fact that
Wigan is generally less integrated with the rest of Greater Manchester than
the other nine districts, but actions to address this could potentially have
significant economic and social benefits.
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Housing market areas

1. National guidance

1.1 The National Pl anning Policy Framework st
should use their evidence base to ensure that their Local Plan meets the full,
objectively assessed needs for market and affordable housing in the housing
market area, as far as is consistent with the policies set out in this
Framewor ko (paragraph 12).

1.2  The Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) explains that:

fNeed for housing in the context of the guidance refers to the scale and mix of
housing and the range of tenures that is likely to be needed in the housing
market area over the plan period T and should cater for the housing demand
of the area and identify the scale of housing supply necessary to meet that
demand. 0 ( p-80420140306)h 2 a

1.3 The PPG defines a housing market area as follows:

AA housing market area is a geographical
and preferences for all types of housing, reflecting the key functional linkages

between places where people live and work. It might be the case that housing

market areas overlap. The extent of the housing market areas identified will

vary, and many will in practice cut across various local planning authority

administrative boundaries. Local planning authorities should work with all the

other constituent authorities under the duty to cooperate.0 ( par a@ilaph 2a
20140306)

1.4 The PPG states that:

fHousing market areas can be broadly defined by using three different
sources of information as follows.
1 House prices and rates of change in house prices
Housing market areas can be identified by assessing patterns in the
relationship between housing demand and supply across different
|l ocations. This analysis usebabedée pr
reflection of housing market area boundaries. It enables the
identification of areas which have clearly different price levels
compared to surrounding areas. The findings provide information about
differences across the area in terms of the price people pay for similar
housing, mar ket Ohotspotso6,él ow demand
1 Household migration and search patterns
Migration flows and housing search patterns reflect preferences and
the trade-offs made when choosing housing with different
characteristics. Analysis of migration flow patterns can help to identify
these relationships and the extent to which people move house within
an area. The findings can identify the areas within which a relatively
high proportion of household moves (typically 70 per cent) are
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contained. This excludes long distance moves (eg those due to a
change of lifestyle or retirement), reflecting the fact that most people
move relatively short distances due to connections to families, friends,
jobs, and schools. é

1 Contextual data (for example travel to work area boundaries, retail
and school catchment areas)
Travel to work areas can provide information about commuting flows
and the spatial structure of the labour market, which will influence
household price and location. They can also provide information about
the areas within which people move without changing other aspects of
their lives (eg work or service use).0 ( p a r 2a@11-20140306)

In June 2014, the Planning Advisory Service (PAS) published guidance on
objectively assessed housing need, which includes an extensive
consideration of how to identify housing market areas, with a second edition
published in July 2015. This guidance seeks to implement the approach
outlined in the National Planning Policy Framework and the PPG.
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2.1

2.2

2.3

Previous Greater Manchester strategic housing
market assessments

There are currently two strategic housing market assessments covering the
whole of Greater Manchester, both published in 2008, namely the:

T

North West Strategic Housing Market Assessment, commissioned by
4NW and prepared by a consortium of Nevin Leather Associates,
Manchester Geomatics, the University of Sheffield and Inner City
Solutions

Greater Manchester Strategic Housing Market Assessment,
commissioned by the Association of Greater Manchester Authorities
and prepared by Deloitte MCS Ltd and GVA Grimley

Both of these assessments split Greater Manchester into four housing market
areas, using the same boundaries:

T
T
T
T

Greater Manchester Central, which consists of Central and East
Manchester and Central Salford

Greater Manchester North West, which consists of Bury, Bolton,
Salford West and Wigan

Greater Manchester North East, which consists of North Manchester,
Oldham, Rochdale and Tameside

Greater Manchester South, which consists of South Manchester,
Stockport and Trafford

The map below is an extract from Map 2.1 of the North West Strategic
Housing Market Assessment, and shows the four aforementioned housing
market areas together with other housing market areas within the region
which include districts that adjoin Greater Manchester.
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3. Previous research on housing market areas

3.1  In November 2010, the Department for Communities and Local Government
published detailed research on the geography of housing market areas in
England that had been undertaken by Heriot-Watt University and the
Universities of Manchester, Newcastle and Sheffield on behalf of the former
National Housing and Planning Advice Unit (referred to hereafter as the

NHPAU research). The stated pur poseidatfythehe r esea

optimal areas within which planning for housing shouldbecar r i ed out o

3.2 The research used three variables to assess potential housing market areas
at different geographic levels: commuting, migration and house prices. It
concl ud e dsystemaftlocah Housiag markets can be seen as series of

ti éitsaggested that there are three potent

housing market areas.

1 framework housing market area defined by long distance commuting
flows

1 local housing market areas defined by migration patterns

1 submarkets defined in terms of neighbourhood and/or house type price

premi®umso

3.3 Inrelation to this suggested tiered approach to housing market areas, the
research concluded that it:

fis not only theoretically sound but also offers important policy advantages. A
tiered approach to policy sees the framework housing market area as
providing the long term horizon for strategic planning encompassing projected
household changes, transport connectivities, housing land availability, housing
market change, urban capacity study and addressing major initiatives like
growth areas. The local housing market area can be seen as the short term
perspective in which planning also has to operate. Building new houses within
a framework housing market area may not necessarily address supply
shortage in a particular local housing market area directly in the short term but
it is possible that new building in the long term can lead to a redrawing of
migration patterns. To achieve this will require a sensitive approach to the
location of such new housing taking into account transport networks for
example and demands a focus on local housing market areas embedded
within their framework housing market area.d

3.4  Various combinations of different approaches to commuting and migration
self-containment were tested byther e sear c h. 't ulabhuppeat el vy
tier of framework housing market areas derived from 77.5 per cent commuting

! Department for Communities and Local Government (November 2010), Geography of housing
market areas: Executive summary, p.4

2 Department for Communities and Local Government (November 2010), Geography of housing
market areas: Final report, p.7

% Ibid, p.10

* Ibid, p.34
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closure analysis and a lower tier of local housing market areas based on 50

per cent mi gr adtheoccoommdnaed geogmphyg after being
considered on theoretical, technocratic a
This resul ted iarsetofdSdrandeedrki housingimarket aceés,

with a tier of 280 local housing’Tmarket a
research focused on the upper two tiers, and did not attempt to identify the

submarkets in the third tier.

3.5 The research also identified a single tier definition of housing market areas as
an alternative, in case a simpler approach was considered to be more
appropriate than the tiered approach. This used a similar methodology to that
for the upper tier of the two tier approach described above, but instead
applying a 75% threshold level for commuting closure rather 77.5%. This
single tier approach resulted in similarly sized housing market areas to the
upper tier of the two tier approach, but with slightly different boundaries.

3.6  For both the two tier and single tier approaches, the research identified a gold
standard set of housing market areas based on ward boundaries, and silver
standard housing market areas providing a best fit to local authority
boundaries.

3.7 The gold standard two-tier geography recommended in the research, based
on wards, covering Greater Manchester is shown below (upper tier shown by
the purple lines, and lower tier by the black lines)’.

Bwcioo ' V'

3.8  The gold standard single-tier geography, based on wards, is shown below?®:

5 .
Ibid, p.34-35

® Department for Communities and Local Government (November 2010), Geography of housing

market areas: Executive summary, p.7

! http://www.ncl.ac.uk/curds/assets/documents/5.pdf
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3.9 As noted above, the PAS guidance recommends using local authority
boundaries rather than ward boundaries, because of the implications both for
data collection and policy development. It specifically refers to the silver

standard single-tier geography as the most useful for housing need studies®.
An extract of this covering Greater Manchester is shown below™.

4

® http://www.ncl.ac.uk/curds/assets/documents/6.pdf

® Planning Advisory Service (July 2015), Objectively Assessed Need and Housing Targets: Technical
advice note i Second edition, paragraph 5.8

10 http://www.ncl.ac.uk/curds/assets/documents/8.pdf
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3.10

3.11

The nine Greater Manchester districts of Bolton, Bury, Manchester, Oldham,
Rochdale, Salford, Stockport, Tameside and Trafford can be seen to be in the
same single-tier housing market area on this basis, together with High Peak
and the former districts of Macclesfield (now part of Cheshire East) and Vale
Royal (now part of Cheshire West and Chester). Wigan is identified as part of
a separate housing market area, which also includes Halton, Knowsley,
Liverpool, St Helens, Sefton, Warrington and West Lancashire.

It is worth noting that this silver standard single tier geography is slightly
different to the equivalent silver standard upper tier geography based around
local authority boundaries when considering the two tier approach. Under the
silver standard upper tier definition, Vale Royal is in the same housing market
area as Wigan and the Merseyside authorities, and Rossendale is included
within the same area as the other nine Greater Manchester local authorities
(together with High Peak and Macclesfield as in the silver standard single tier
geography), as shown below™®.

1 http://www.ncl.ac.uk/curds/assets/documents/7.pdf
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4. Housing market areas adjoining Greater
Manchester

4.1  Given that the above research conducted on behalf of the former National
Housing and Planning Advice Unit concludes that Wigan may be in a separate
housing market area to the other nine Greater Manchester local authorities,
and that High Peak, Rossendale and parts of Cheshire East and Cheshire
West and Chester may be within the same housing market area as Greater
Manchester (excluding Wigan), it is useful to consider how neighbouring local
authorities are addressing the issue of housing market area definition
(together with Cheshire West and Chester since the former district of Vale
Royal was identified as being in the same housing market area as most of
Greater Manchester under some definitions in the NHPAU research). A
review of their latest strategic housing market assessments indicates that
such local authorities have generally reached the conclusion that they lie in
separate housing market areas to Greater Manchester, whilst recognising the
important linkages to locations within Greater Manchester.

42 The High Peak SHMA explains that its fass
for High Peak demonstrates that the situation is complex and does not
necessarily allow for a straightforward demarcation of the [HMA] boundary, as
there are considerable overlaps with the HMAs within the
Manchester/ Sheffield Strategic HMAsoOo. It
Peak is clearly highly complex, with the 2010 CLG analysis [of housing market
areas] suggesting that the Borough is split between three separate Local
HMAs (Buxton, Hyde and Sheffield North & South), and at a more strategic
scale, the wider HMAs of Manchester and Sheffield. However, none of the
three Local HMAs appear to have a selfcontainment level any higher than that
of High Peak Borough in isolationo. Conse
relationships of wards within High Peak and neighbouring authorities means
that there are clear relationships with bounding authorities that need to be
taken into accounto, and this h#¥s implica

43 The report states that: Alt 1 s the view o
have significant housing market relationships with High Peak and therefore
cannot be considered as entirely independent HMAs, but as Local Authorities
with overlapping housing markets. The same could be said (albeit to a lesser
extent) with Sheffield and Derbyshire Dales to the south and east, and
Cheshire Eas t®Hdawevert theSHMAdsswritterdfor High Peak
alone, and the emphasis is on recognising the links and overlapping nature of
housing market areas, rather than defining parts of Greater Manchester as
lying within the High Peak housing market area, or vice versa.

44 The Cheshire East SHMA concludes that fACh
housing mar ket areas based broadly on the

!2 Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners (April 2014), Strategic Housing Market Assessment and Housing
Needs Study: Final Report, p.23
'3 |bid, p.21-22
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former Crewe and Nantwich, former Congleton, and former Macclesfield). It
describes these three functional market areas derived from the data as
follows™:

1 Former Crewe and Nantwich:
- Relatively self-contained area, with migration from elsewhere in
Cheshire East and North Staffordshire;
- Most self-contained area in terms of workplace and relatively limited
interaction with areas outside Cheshire East.

1 Former Congleton:
- Influenced by migration from elsewhere in Cheshire East, Greater
Manchester and North Staffordshire;
- Travel to work area includes other areas of Cheshire East,
elsewhere in Cheshire, Greater Manchester and North
Staffordshire.

1 Former Macclesfield:
- Relatively strong influence of migration from Greater Manchester;
- This is reinforced by strong commuter flows to Greater Manchester.

4.5  Significant links with Greater Manchester are identified, particularly for the
functional area based around the former district of Macclesfield. However, it is
concluded that areas outside Cheshire East, such as parts of Greater
Manchester, do not need to be included within the defined functional areas.

4.6  No specific consideration of housing market area boundaries is set out in the
Cheshire West and Chester strategic housing market assessment. In terms of
mi gration, it explains that: #fAOyears)at he
total of 35,640 people have moved into Cheshire West and Chester,
particularly from Cheshire East, Flintshire, Wirral, Liverpool and Manchester.
35,620 have moved out (most noticeably to the same localities of Cheshire
East, Flintshire, Wirral, Li ver pool a n d° [Mmtesahatesatysis ofo
the results of a 2013 household survey
active heads of household] worked within Cheshire West and Chester and
35.3% worked elsewhere, particularly Cheshire East, Greater Manchester,
Wi rral, WrexhamM. Thus,domE linksnotGseatér Manchester
are identified, but there is no suggestion that parts of Cheshire West and
Chester lie within the same housing market area as parts of Greater
Manchester, or vice versa.

4.7  The Mid Mersey SHMA covers the local authority area of Warrington, along
with St Helens and Hal t oiMerseydub-regonc | udes
comprises the three local authorities of Halton, St.Helens and Warrington and
the data presented in this section strongly supports the sub-region as a

4 Arca (September 2013), Cheshire East Strategic Housing Market Assessment 2013 Update, p.20
'* Arc4 (July 2013), Cheshire West and Chester 2013 Strategic Housing Market Assessment,
PBaragraph 3.6

Ibid, paragraph 3.34
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selfcontained HMA. The data about household and population moves

suggests that Mid-Mersey has a relatively high level of self-containment

although the evidence points to higher levels of in-migration into Warrington.

Data for travel to work patterns is | ess
transport links and strategic accessibility which support longer-distance

commuting patterns including to both the Liverpool and Manchester City

Regior}is. There is also some evidence of an increase in commuting since

2001. 0

48 One of the questions discussed in the ins
Strategy publ i c Hesxhe kdusing MarketrAreavBIMA) forii
Warrington been identified properly, and is it the appropriate starting point for
considering Warringtonds housing requiren
the i nspect or the Mid-Mersayd®A is anlagpropridie starting
point which provides the str&tegic housin

4.9 The West Lancashire SHMA refers to two previous studies which both
concluded that West Lancashire forms part of a Liverpool City Region North
housing market area that also includes Halton, Knowsley, Liverpool, St
Helens, Sefton and Wirral'®. The assessment for West Lancashire is then set
within this context.

4.10 The Central Lancashire SHMA covers the local authority area of Chorley,
along with Preston and South Ribble. It appears to have accepted Central
Lancashire as an appropriate housing market, and then conducted the
assessment on that basis. However, it does identify that the area records a
resident workforce retention rate of approximately 77%, and that 70% of
household moves originate and reside within the boundary, with net in-
migration mainly arising from Bolton, Wigan and West Lancashire®.
Consequently, although some links to the north-western parts of Greater
Manchester are identified, the Central Lancashire housing market area is
seen to meet the generally used self-containment thresholds.

4.11 Blackburn with Darwen has undertaken a joint strategic housing market
assessment with Hyndburn. The report expl ains that ABw
have high levels of selfcontainment, in excess of 70%. Including long distance
moves, selfcontainment is at least 72.2% and this increases to 75.3% when
long distance moves are excludedd”, and so the two boroughs are considered
to be a single housing mar ket area. The

" GL Hearn and jg Consulting (October 2011), Strategic Housing Market Assessment: Report for

Halton, St.Helens and Warrington i Final Report (Amended), paragraphs 3.17-3.18

¥ The Planning Inspectorate (May 2014), Report to Warrington Borough Council by Mike Fox,
aragraph 60

° Nevin Leather Associates (May 2009), West Lancashire Housing Market Assessment, paragraph

2.10

% Qutside Consultants on behalf of Chorley Council, Preston City Council and South Ribble Borough

Council (August 2009), Strategic Housing Market Assessment 2009: Final Report, paragraphs 3.5.1,

6.1.3 and 3.7.2

L Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners (July 2014), Strategic Housing Market Assessment and Housing

Needs Study: Final Report i Blackburn with Darwen and Hyndburn Councils, paragraph 2.26
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commuting shows that the main connections are with other parts of
Lancashire rather than with anywhere in Greater Manchester.

4.12 The strategic housing market assessment for Rossendale includes a separate
section on defining the housing market area, and considers migration and
commuting data as well as qualitative evidence. It concludest hat A Bor ough
wide levels of self containment are relatively high and are close to the
threshold of 70%. If long distance moves were excluded the self containment
would likely exceed t*HliekstoGreaesMaodhasters et o f
are not seen to be significant, in contrast to the conclusions of the national
research discussed above, although reference is made to the fact that
Rossendale forms part of the same travel to work area as Blackburn,
Hyndburn and Ribble Valley as defined by ONS.

413 Calderdale 6s strategic housing market assessme
housing market is embedded within a wider functional housing market area,
the Leeds City Regi on housiregignalheusiiget ar e a
market research conducted on behalf of the Yorkshire and Humber Regional
Assembly identified the Calderdale authority as operating as its own distinct
housi ng mat ke reporanotesahiat the aforementioned research
identifies less cross border interaction than other West Yorkshire authorities
due to the physical divide of the Pennines?*, which is particularly relevant in
terms of its relationship with Greater Manchester.

4.14 The research conducted by DTZ on behalf of the Yorkshire and Humber
Regional Assembly also informed the Kirklees SHMA. It suggested that
Kirklees was covered by two separate market areas, Huddersfield and
Dewsbury-Batley, but further work by ECOTEC and Sheffield University

Ai denti fied Kirklees as being its own hou
geography of analysiscot er mi nous with the | ocal aut h,
Ahi ghlighted a 6reference aread for Kirkl
Wakefield and Barnsleyo and noted the i mp

major source of employment within the sub-region?>.

4.15 The strategic housing market assessments covering districts adjoining
Greater Manchester generally recognise the need to consider cross-boundary
linkages, and in many cases this includes the relationship with parts of
Greater Manchester. However, none of those assessments specifically
include parts of Greater Manchester, nor do they recommend that the district
in question would be better assessed in combination with part or all of Greater
Manchester.

2 Fordham Research (February 2009), Rossendale Strategic Housing Market Assessment 2008:
Final Report, p.28

2 GVAetal (April 2011), Shaping the Housing Future of Calderdale: Strategic Housing Market
Assessment, p.iii

! |bid, paragraph 3.6

% GVA and Edge Analytics (May 2012), Kirklees Strategic Housing Market Assessment: Final Report,
paragraphs 2.32-2.35
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5. Migration data

Data availability

5.1  There are two main sources of data on migration within England and Wales:

1 2011 Census, providing migration flow data between areas during the
12 months prior to the census date. This is currently available for
districts and wards.

1 Office for National Statistics (ONS) estimates of movements between
individual local authorities. The estimates are produced using a
combination of data from the National Health Service Central Register
(NHSCR), the Patient Register Data Service (PRDS) and the Higher
Education Statistics Agency?°.

5.2 Data in this section is generally provided for each of the ten districts within
Greater Manchester and the ten districts adjoining Greater Manchester, as
well as for Cheshire West and Chester which does not adjoin Greater
Manchester but which has been identified in previous housing market

assessment work as having links to the sub-r e gi o n . References to
migration in relation to the Census data relate to moves within England and
Wales.

Overall migration levels

5.3  Aninitial understanding of the roles of different districts within and around
Greater Manchester can be gained by considering the migration figures from
the ONS mid-year population estimates. The table below shows the overall
net migration figures for the period 2002-2012, together with the internal
(within the UK) and international elements.

Average net migration per annum 2002-2012
(ONS mid-year population estimates)
Internal International
District Total migration | migration migration
Bolton 172 -540 712
Bury 26 -245 270
Manchester 3,258 -1,553 4,811
Oldham -588 -1,112 524
Rochdale -855 -1,083 227
Salford 1,405 -134 1,539
Stockport -179 -299 120
Tameside 116 -32 149
Trafford 240 22 218
Wigan 407 111 295

% For details of the methodology see http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/guide-method/method-
quality/specific/population-and-migration/estimating-internal-migration-customer-guidance-notes.pdf
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Average net migration per annum 2002-2012
(ONS mid-year population estimates)
Internal International
District Total migration | migration migration
Greater Manchester 4,002 -4,862 8,864
Blackburn with Darwen -584 -918 334
Calderdale 543 287 256
Cheshire East 1,463 1,214 249
Cheshire West and Chester 282 429 -147
Chorley 534 479 55
High Peak 250 286 -36
Kirklees 588 -425 1,014
Rossendale 124 138 -14
St Helens 107 79 28
Warrington 775 415 360
West Lancashire 327 152 175

5.4  Greater Manchester as a whole can be seen to have had net in-migration over
this ten-year period. However, this was due to significant levels of net
international in-migration, and there was actually net out-migration to other
parts of the UK. This picture was largely reflected for each of the individual
Greater Manchester districts, with each seeing net international migration, and
all but Trafford and Wigan having net internal out-migration.

5.5 Nevertheless, within this general pattern there was very significant deviation,
with Manchester accounting for more than half of all net international in-
migration, and Salford also having a high figure relative to the remaining eight
Greater Manchester districts. Indeed, Bolton and Oldham were the only other
districts in Greater Manchester with net international migration exceeding an
average of 300 per annum over this period, and Stockport and Tameside had
the lowest levels.

5.6  Manchester, Oldham and Rochdale all had high levels of net internal out-
migration, exceeding 1,000 per annum, with Bolton the only other district
having a figure exceeding 300 per annum. Unlike the other districts with
significant net international in-mi gr at i on, S anigfatomv®verynet out
limited.

5.7  Although Greater Manchester as a whole saw net in-migration, this was
largely due to Manchester and to a lesser extent Salford. If those two cities
were excluded, then the other eight Greater Manchester districts actually
collectively saw net out-migration. Individually, Rochdale and Oldham had
quite significant net out-migration, with more modest levels from Stockport.
With Tameside having only very modest net in-migration, and Wigan having
the third highest net in-migration after Manchester and Salford, there appears
to be something of an east-west split with the four Greater Manchester
districts to the west of Manchester and Bury gaining population (2,225 per
annum) and the four districts to the east of them losing population (1,506 per
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5.8

5.9

annum). This is due both to the west having higher levels of net international
in-migration, and the east having higher levels of net internal out-migration.

In terms of the surrounding districts, Cheshire East has a relatively high level
of net in-migration, which is largely the result of movements from within the
UK. Several other districts also have reasonably significant net in-migration,
including Warrington, Kirklees, Calderdale and Chorley. Only Blackburn-with-
Darwen saw net out-migration, which was due to large net outflows to other
parts of the UK.

The rest of this section focuses on migration within the UK, as this is most
relevant for the analysis of housing market areas. However, it will be
important to consider international migration further when considering other
issues such as the demand for different types of housing.

Role of Greater Manchester

5.10 The following table shows the proportion of moves for each district that are to

or from Greater Manchester. In the case of districts lying within Greater
Manchester, this is a measure of Greater Manchester containment, whereas
for those surrounding the sub-region it provides an indication of the relative
significance of Greater Manchester in their migration flows. The first two
columns show the significance of Greater Manchester in relation to all
migration flows. However, given the high levels of self-containment in many
districts (i.e. the proportion of moves where the source and destination are
within the same district), the last two columns show the relative significance of
the rest of Greater Manchester (or the whole of Greater Manchester for
districts lying outside the sub-region) as a proportion of all moves that are not
contained within the district itself, enabling the relative importance of Greater
Manchester to be more easily assessed.

Proportion of migration contained within areas
(2011 Census)
To rest of From rest
From Greater of Greater
To Greater | Greater Manchester | Manchester
Manchester | Manchester | as % of as % of
as % of as % of rest of rest of
England England England England
District and Wales | and Wales | and Wales | and Wales
Bolton 83.21 85.97 41.21 47.95
Bury 80.19 85.22 51.11 59.26
Manchester 80.83 73.28 45.08 32.83
Oldham 85.62 90.56 53.13 61.98
Rochdale 82.75 88.50 4491 58.43
Salford 82.37 79.31 57.71 54.57
Stockport 75.73 83.34 42.20 55.05
Tameside 84.70 89.52 53.06 63.68
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Proportion of migration contained within areas
(2011 Census)
To rest of From rest
From Greater of Greater

To Greater | Greater Manchester | Manchester

Manchester | Manchester | as % of as % of

as % of as % of rest of rest of

England England England England
District and Wales | and Wales | and Wales | and Wales
Trafford 75.19 82.39 46.42 59.75
Wigan 80.67 82.96 32.06 33.40
Greater Manchester 81.04 81.10 N/A N/A
Blackburn with Darwen 5.92 4.63 18.16 17.74
Calderdale 2.80 3.01 9.97 11.14
Cheshire East 7.93 9.75 21.93 27.05
Cheshire West and Chester 3.55 3.40 9.50 9.74
Chorley 8.87 10.36 20.19 22.20
High Peak 11.21 12.87 29.19 34.95
Kirklees 2.19 2.18 8.27 8.10
Rossendale 14.85 19.18 35.66 49.17
St Helens 7.27 6.28 22.97 21.72
Warrington 8.52 9.31 24.03 27.34
West Lancashire 8.80 8.32 20.45 18.94

5.11 Greater Manchester has a very high level of self-containment as a whole, with
more than 81% of all moves that start or finish in the sub-region being wholly
contained within it. All of the Greater Manchester districts have more than
70% of their migration moves, both inwards and outwards, contained within
Greater Manchester, and in the majority of cases the figures significantly
exceed 80%. The lowest level of containment within Greater Manchester is
the proportion of migrants to Manchester who are from a location in Greater
Manchester at 73%, and Salford also has a figure below 80% on this
measure. This highlights the particular role of the two cities as migration
receptors, especially in and around the Regional Centre. The lowest levels of
containment of out-migrants within Greater Manchester are for Trafford and
Stockport. Oldham, Rochdale and Tameside, adjoining each other in the
north-east of Greater Manchester have the highest levels of containment on

this measure.

5.12

A slightly different picture emerges when looking at the importance of the rest

of Greater Manchester compared to the rest of England and Wales as a
source or destination of moves for each Greater Manchester district. The rest
of Greater Manchester accounts for only around one-t hi r d
migration that is not contained within the district. This is by far the lowest
proportion except for the moves into Manchester from outside the district,
where less than one-third are from the rest of Greater Manchester. Although
Salford appeared similar to Manchester when moves within the district were
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included, the rest of Greater Manchester is a much more important external
source of migrants than it is for Manchester, providing more than half. In
terms of the external destinations of migrants, Salford has the highest
proportion moving to other parts of Greater Manchester. Bury, Oldham,
Rochdale, Tameside and Trafford all have around 60% of their external
migrants coming from locations within Greater Manchester.

5.13 In terms of the surrounding districts, Greater Manchester generally accounts
for a relatively small proportion of all moves, which is unsurprising given the
levels of self-containment within each district. However, when looking at the
last two columns of the table, it can be seen that Greater Manchester is
relatively important as an external source and/or destination for some of these
districts. Almost half of the external migrants coming into Rossendale are from
Greater Manchester, and the sub-region is also the destination for more than
one-third of those leaving Rossendale. Greater Manchester also appears
quite important for High Peak, and Cheshire East, Chorley, St. Helens and
Warrington also exceed 20% on both measures.

5.14 Another way of looking at this data is to simply consider the proportion of all
moves to and from each Greater Manchester district that are from/to the rest
of Greater Manchester, as shown in the table below.

Flows to and from the rest of Greater Manchester (2011 Census)

Destination of migrants

Source of migrants

% moving to

% moving from

% moving to England and % moving from | England and

another part of | Wales outside | another part of | Wales outside

Greater Greater Greater Greater
District Manchester Manchester Manchester Manchester
Bolton 11.77 16.79 12.93 14.03
Bury 20.71 19.81 21.50 14.78
Manchester 15.73 19.17 13.06 26.72
Oldham 16.30 14.38 15.38 9.44
Rochdale 14.06 17.25 16.16 11.50
Salford 24.06 17.63 24.85 20.69
Stockport 17.72 24.27 20.40 16.66
Tameside 17.29 15.30 18.39 10.48
Trafford 21.50 24.81 26.14 17.61
Wigan 9.12 19.33 8.54 17.04

5.15 Wigan can be seen to have a very small proportion of its migration flows going
to or coming from one of the other nine Greater Manchester districts, with total
flows from other parts of England and Wales being roughly double those
levels. The rest of Greater Manchester also accounts for a relatively small

proportion

of

Boltonds f Il ows.

FI ows

Manchester are most important for Salford and Trafford, and are also
comparatively significant for Bury and to a lesser extent Stockport.
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5.16

Stockport and Trafford send a relatively high proportion of their migrants to
locations in England and Wales outside Greater Manchester, whereas it is the
two cities of Manchester and Salford that have the highest proportion of their
migrants coming from outside Greater Manchester. In contrast, Oldham and
Tameside have the most limited relationships with locations outside Greater
Manchester.

Migration patterns for individual districts

5.17

In this section, two tables are included for each district showing similar data.
The first table uses the 2011 Census data covering the 12 months up to the
census day to identify the main destinations and sources of migrants for each
Greater Manchester district and the districts surrounding Greater Manchester,
together with the highest net inflows and outflows from individual districts. The
second table sets out the same categories of data, but covers the four-year
period 2009-2013 and utilises ONS data based on a combination of data from
the National Health Service Central Register (NHSCR), the Patient Register
Data Service (PRDS) and the Higher Education Statistics Agency. The main
difference between the data is that the first table identifies all migration,
including that within the district, whereas the second table excludes migration
within each district. Consequently, the percentage figures in the second table
relate to the proportion of migration flows excluding those within the district,
and so will typically be higher than those in the first table for the same
districts.

Bolton

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Bolton 18,323 71.43 | Bolton 18,323 73.04 | Salford 102 | Leeds -111
Wigan 804 3.13 | Wigan 845 3.37 | Bury 82 | Liverpool -96
Blackburn
Salford 640 2.50 | Salford 742 2.96 | with Darwen 69 | Chorley -95
Bury 619 2.41 | Bury 701 2.79 | Oldham 64 | Manchester -75
Manchester 495 1.93 | Manchester 420 1.67 | Rochdale 43 | Preston -67
Blackburn
Chorley 306 1.19 | with Darwen 283 1.13 | Wigan 41 | York -54
Blackburn
with Darwen 214 0.83 | Chorley 211 0.84 | Burnley 28 | Lancaster -38
South
Leeds 189 0.74 | Rochdale 146 0.58 | Peterborough 26 | Lakeland -36
Stoke-on-

Liverpool 177 0.69 | Oldham 125 0.50 | Trent 22 | Sheffield -35
Preston 171 0.67 | Trafford 119 0.47 | Blackpool 19 | Trafford -26
Rest of GM 3,020 | 11.77 | Rest of GM 3,243 | 12.93
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 4,308 | 16.79 | outside GM 3,520 | 14.03
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Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Wigan 3,360 | 10.08 | Wigan 3,100 9.86 | Salford 520 | Chorley -540
Bury 2,660 7.98 | Bury 3,060 9.73 | Bury 400 | Wigan -260
Salford 2,500 7.50 | Salford 3,020 9.60 | Rochdale 190 | Leeds -120
South
Manchester 2,160 6.48 | Manchester 2,240 7.12 | Oldham 110 | Lakeland -110
Cheshire
Blackburn West and
Chorley 1,400 4.20 | with Darwen 1,320 4.20 | Newham 90 | Chester -100
Blackburn
with Darwen 1,250 3.75 | Chorley 860 2.73 | Manchester 80 | Fylde -100
Blackburn
Liverpool 760 2.28 | Preston 700 2.23 | with Darwen 70 | Blackpool -90
Preston 720 2.16 | Rochdale 700 2.23 | Hyndburn 70 | Lancaster -90
Leeds 690 2.07 | Liverpool 680 2.16 | Tameside 70 | Birmingham -90
Waltham

Trafford 570 1.71 | Leeds 570 1.81 | Forest 50 | Liverpool -80
Rest of GM 12,770 | 38.33 | Rest of GM 13,850 | 44.04

5.18 The 2011 Census data indicates that Bolton has a high level of self-
containment in terms of migration. The migration relationship with Wigan
appears to be strongest, although the ONS data indicates that Bury and
Salford provide similar numbers of migrants into Bolton. Wigan is more clearly
the main destination for migrants from Bolton, again followed by Salford and
Bury which have similar levels to each other. Manchester is the next most
important source and destination of migrants, despite Bolton not sharing a
boundary with it, significantly ahead of Blackburn with Darwen and Chorley
which adjoin Bolton to the north.

5.19 Both data sets suggest that Bolton has the highest net inflows of migrants
from Salford and Bury, and there is some net outflow to Chorley and Leeds.
Although the 2011 Census suggested a net inflow from Wigan, the longer-
term ONS data identifies a net outflow to that district.

520 This highlights that Boltonés most i mport
other parts of Greater Manchester, and particularly the three Greater
Manchester districts that it adjoins. However, overall, significantly more of
B ol t o nndigsant® mowe outside Greater Manchester than to another
district within it, and locations outside Greater Manchester are collectively a
more important source of in-migrants to Bolton than is the rest of Greater

Manchester.
Bury
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Bury 10,031 59.49 | Bury 10,031 63.72 | Manchester 143 | Salford -123
Manchester 888 5.27 | Manchester 1,031 6.55 | Rochdale 46 | Leeds -121
Salford 766 4,54 | Salford 643 4.08 | Newham 20 | Rossendale -116
Bolton 701 4.16 | Bolton 619 3.93 | Redbridge 19 | Liverpool -102
Rochdale 499 2.96 | Rochdale 545 3.46 | Gateshead 16 | Bolton -82
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Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Rossendale 388 2.30 | Rossendale 272 1.73 | Leicester 16 | Sheffield -51
Leeds 204 1.21 | Oldham 160 1.02 | Blackpool 14 | Nottingham -49
Stoke-on-

Oldham 194 1.15 || Trafford 153 0.97 | Trent 14 | Preston -42
Trafford 174 1.03 | Tameside 105 0.67 | Bristol, City of 14 | Barnet -40
Liverpool 149 0.88 | Leeds 83 0.53 | Hyndburn 13 | Oldham -34
Rest of GM 3,492 | 20.71 | Rest of GM 3,385 | 21.50
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 3,340 19.81 | outside GM 2,327 14.78

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Manchester 3,250 | 12.01 | Manchester 4550 | 17.41 | Manchester 1,300 | Rossendale -480
Bolton 3,060 | 11.30 | Salford 3,050 | 11.67 | Salford 510 | Bolton -400
Cheshire
Salford 2,540 9.38 | Bolton 2,660 | 10.18 | Rochdale 140 | East -120
Rochdale 2,100 7.76 | Rochdale 2,240 8.57 | Oldham 130 | Trafford -120
Rossendale 1,490 5.50 | Rossendale 1,010 3.87 | Liverpool 70 | Birmingham -90
Leeds 750 2.77 | Leeds 680 2.60 | Bradford 50 | Cornwall -70
Trafford 670 2.48 | Oldham 580 2.22 | Hyndburn 40 | Wyre -70
Wigan 460 1.70 || Trafford 550 2.10 | Pendle 40 | Leeds -70
West
Oldham 450 1.66 | Liverpool 520 1.99 | Sefton 40 | Lancashire -60
Tameside 450 1.66 | Tameside 450 1.72 | Hounslow 40 | Denbighshire -60
Rest of GM 13,420 | 49.58 | Rest of GM 14,950 | 57.21

5.21

5.22

Bury has a relatively low level of migration self-containment according to the

2011 Census. The strongest migration links are with Manchester, particular in
termsofthesour ce of Buryods external mi grant s,
significant net inflow from Manchester to Bury. There are also quite strong

connections with Bolton and Salford, with the ONS data suggesting that there

is a significant net outflow to the former and a considerable net inflow from the

latter. The links to Rochdale are also relatively important, followed then by

Rossendale, the district to which Bury has the highest net outflow according to

the ONS data.

Overall, Bur yés mo st tionsipgs are with otherpants @ r at i on
Greater Manchester, particularly Manchester but also the other three

adjoining Greater Manchester districts of Salford, Bolton and Rochdale. There

is a moderate relationship with the adjoining district of Rossendale to the

north, but very few connections with Blackburn with Darwen which is the other

district that borders Bury to the north. The rest of Greater Manchester can be

seen to be a more important source for those coming into Bury when

compared to locations outside Greater Manchester, whereas there is a more

even balance for those leaving Bury.
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Manchester

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Manchester 56,350 65.10 | Manchester 56,350 60.22 || Leeds 329 | Trafford -666
Trafford 3,249 3.75 | Salford 2,748 2.94 | Wigan 201 | Salford -288
Salford 3,036 3.51 | Trafford 2,583 2.76 | Bradford 179 | Rochdale -286
Cheshire
West and
Stockport 2,457 2.84 | Stockport 2,218 2.37 | Chester 174 | Stockport -239
Tameside 1,219 1.41 | Tameside 1,067 1.14 | Kirklees 171 | Tameside -152
Bury 1,031 1.19 | Oldham 994 1.06 | Sheffield 160 | Bury -143
Cheshire Tower
Rochdale 992 1.15 | East 944 1.01 | Sefton 156 | Hamlets -123
Cheshire
East 915 1.06 | Bury 888 0.95 | Wirral 155 | Lambeth -104
Oldham 896 1.04 | Leeds 882 0.94 | Liverpool 139 | Hackney -95
Liverpool 561 0.65 | Rochdale 706 0.75 | Shropshire 136 | Southwark -92
Rest of GM 13,619 15.73 | Rest of GM 12,219 | 13.06
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 16,593 19.17 | outside GM 24,998 | 26.72

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Trafford 13,170 8.89 || Salford 9,780 7.07 | Leeds 620 | Stockport -4,480
Stockport 11,500 7.76 | Trafford 9,080 6.57 | Sheffield 570 | Trafford -4,090
Salford 10,300 6.95 | Stockport 7,020 5.08 | Liverpool 500 | Tameside -2,350
Tameside 6,520 4.40 | Tameside 4,170 3.02 | Bradford 400 | Bury -1,300
Newcastle Cheshire
Oldham 4,790 3.23 | Oldham 3,900 2.82 | upon Tyne 320 | East -1,080
Bury 4,550 3.07 | Leeds 3,380 2.44 | Lancaster 310 | Oldham -890
Rochdale 3,980 2.69 | Bury 3,250 2.35 | Nottingham 210 | Rochdale -890
Cheshire
East 3,910 2.64 | Rochdale 3,090 2.23 | Preston 210 | Lambeth -600
Kingston
Cheshire upon Hull,
Leeds 2,760 1.86 | East 2,830 2.05 | City of 200 | Ssalford -520
Stoke-on- Tower
Birmingham 2,350 1.59 || Liverpool 2,730 1.97 | Trent 190 | Hamlets -490
Rest of GM 58,650 | 39.59 | Rest of GM 44,110 | 31.89

5.23 Manchester has a reasonably average level of self-containment according to
the 2011 Census, with it being lower in terms of the source of migrants. The

main sources and destinations of migrants form a lower percentage of the

total external migration connections than is seen for the other Greater
Manchester districts, demonstrating that Manchester has a broader
distribution of migration sources and destinations. This is particularly the case

for sources of migrants, although Salford and Trafford are clearly the most

important sources, followed by Stockport. Trafford is the most significant
destination of migrants from Manchester, followed by Stockport and Salford.
Tameside is the next most important source and destination of migrants, with
Oldham, Rochdale, Bury, Cheshire East and Leeds also having reasonably
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considerable flows to and from Manchester in absolute terms though they
form a low percentage of the total flows for the city.

5.24 The ONS data suggests that all of the top ten net inflows to Manchester are
from other cities in the North and Midlands, indicating the economic
importance of Manchester and its role as a receptor for longer distance
migrants. The highest net outflows are typically to other Greater Manchester
districts, with these being in all directions (north, south, east and west),
although there is also some outflow to parts of London, and according to the
ONS data to Cheshire East.

5.25 The migration flows highlight the distinctive role and wide reach of
Manchester. As noted above, the city has a high level of net in-migration from
the rest of the country excluding Greater Manchester, but then there are net
outflows to the rest of Greater Manchester. However, overall the 2011 Census
identified net in-migration exceeding 7,000. The highest migration flows are to
the four other districts in the Greater Manchester South NUTS3 area (Salford,
Stockport, Tameside, and Trafford), which is perhaps unsurprising given that
they are geographically closer to more of the city. Nevertheless, it can be
seen that locations outside Greater Manchester collectively provide more than
twice as many in-migrants to Greater Manchester than do the other nine
Greater Manchester districts, reflecting
Greater Manchester also collectively acce
migrants than does the rest of Greater Manchester. According to the ONS
data, Manchester is far more reliant on locations outside Greater Manchester
as a source and destination of external migrants than it is on other parts of
Greater Manchester, which is very different to other parts of the conurbation.

Oldham
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Oldham 13,966 | 69.31 | Oldham 13,966 | 75.18 | Bury 34 940 -174
Manchester 994 4.93 | Manchester 896 4.82 | Tameside 34 178 -107
Rochdale 940 4.67 | Rochdale 766 4.12 | Harrogate 20 994 -98
Tameside 605 3.00 | Tameside 639 3.44 | Walsall 15 216 -82
Salford 216 1.07 | Bury 194 1.04 | Winchester 13 153 -78
Leeds 178 0.88 | Salford 134 0.72 | Scarborough 12 125 -64
Bury 160 0.79 | Kirklees 75 0.40 | Middlesbrough 10 78 -54
Kirklees 153 0.76 | Leeds 71 0.38 | Hambleton 10 90 -52
Bolton 125 0.62 | Stockport 62 0.33 | Ribble Valley 9 90 -50
Liverpool 90 0.45 | Bolton 61 0.33 | Rotherham 9 85 -47
Rest of GM 3,285 | 16.30 | Rest of GM 2,858 | 15.38
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 2,898 14.38 | outside GM 1,753 9.44
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Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Manchester 3,900 14.87 | Manchester 4,790 | 21.09 | Manchester 890 | Kirklees -210
North East
Rochdale 3,360 12.81 | Rochdale 3,180 | 14.00 | Lincolnshire 30 | Trafford -190
Tameside 2,770 | 10.56 | Tameside 2,630 | 11.58 | Hyndburn 30 | Rochdale -180
Blackburn
Salford 780 2.97 | Salford 780 3.43 | with Darwen 20 | Birmingham -170
Cheshire
Leeds 690 2.63 | Leeds 600 2.64 | Slough 20 | East -160
Kirklees 680 2.59 | Kirklees 470 2.07 | Wycombe 20 | Wyre -150
Bury 580 2.21 | Bury 450 1.98 | Copeland 20 | Stockport -150
Stockport 560 2.13 | Stockport 410 1.81 | New Forest 20 | Tameside -140
Trafford 500 1.91 | Bradford 400 1.76 | Norwich 20 | Bury -130
Nuneaton
Bolton 460 1.75 | Bolton 350 1.54 | and Bedworth 20 | Bolton -110
Rest of GM 13,200 | 50.32 | Rest of GM 13,120 | 57.77

5.26 Oldham has a reasonably high self-containment rate, particularly in terms of
the source of its migrants where over 75% come from within the district. The
strongest migration links are with Manchester, followed by Rochdale and
Tameside. The next highest flows are all low in comparison, and are
reasonably diverse in geography including Salford, Leeds, Kirklees, Bury,

Stockport and Bolton.

5.27 The longer term data from ONS suggests that the only significant net inflows
to Oldham are from Manchester, with the other highest net inflows being
almost negligible. The highest net outflows are much more evenly distributed,
and are again quite varied in geography, with some of them being to districts
on the opposite side of Greater Manchester, although the absolute numbers
are low.
528 Overall, Ol dhamés strongest migration
Greater Manchester districts of Manchester, Rochdale and Tameside. There
are some flows to Kirklees, which borders Oldham to the east, but these are
similar to those to Leeds and lower than to Bury and Salford which do not
adjoin Oldham. Neither Calderdale nor High Peak appears in either the top
ten sources or destinations, despite them sharing a boundary with Oldham. It
can therefore be seen that Oldham is quite strongly facing towards the south
and west. Relatively few people move to a location within Oldham from
somewhere outside Greater Manchester but within England and Wales.
Rochdale
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Rochdale 14,058 | 68.69 | Rochdale 14,058 | 72.34 | Manchester 286 | Rossendale -138
Oldham 766 3.74 | Manchester 992 5.10 | Oldham 174 | Calderdale -80
Manchester 706 3.45 | Oldham 940 4.84 | Hackney 22 | Leeds -74
Bury 545 2.66 | Bury 499 2.57 | Stoke-on- 16 | Salford -73
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Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Trent
Rossendale 430 2.10 | Rossendale 292 1.50 | Sandwell 14 | Sheffield -69
Isle of
Salford 307 1.50 | Salford 234 1.20 | Anglesey 14 | Liverpool -65
Calderdale 206 1.01 | Tameside 132 0.68 | Copeland 13 | Fylde -52
Leeds 195 0.95 | Calderdale 126 0.65 | Newham 13 | Bury -46
Bolton 146 0.71 | Leeds 121 0.62 | Redbridge 12 | Bolton -43
Tameside 132 0.64 | Bolton 103 0.53 | Lewes 8 | Kirklees -38
Rest of GM 2,878 | 14.06 | Rest of GM 3,141 | 16.16
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 3,531 17.25 | outside GM 2,235 11.50

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Oldham 3,180 | 11.45 | Manchester 3,980 | 16.95 | Manchester 890 | Rossendale -480
Manchester 3,090 | 11.13 | Oldham 3,360 | 14.31 | Oldham 180 | Calderdale -390
Bury 2,240 8.07 | Bury 2,100 8.94 | Newham 40 | Bolton -190
Kingston
upon Hull,
Rossendale 1,690 6.09 | Rossendale 1,210 5.15 | City of 30 | Trafford -190
Salford 900 3.24 | Salford 910 3.88 | Bassetlaw 30 | Blackpool -160
Calderdale 890 3.20 | Tameside 650 2.77 | Ealing 30 | Stockport -160
Leeds 770 2.77 | Leeds 610 2.60 | Sutton 30 | Leeds -160
Waltham
Bolton 700 2.52 | Bolton 510 2.17 | Forest 30 | Bury -140
Blackburn Cheshire
Tameside 670 2.41 | Calderdale 500 2.13 | with Darwen 20 | East -130
Trafford 570 2.05 | Kirklees 480 2.04 | Amber Valley 20 | Wyre -120
Rest of GM 12,150 | 43.75 | Rest of GM 12,500 | 53.24

5.29

5.30

5.31

Rochdale has above average self-containment rates, primarily in terms of the
source of its migrants. The strongest links are with Manchester and Oldham,
with the ONS data suggesting that the former is by far the most significant
external source of migrants. More modest flows are seen to and from Bury,
followed by Rossendale and Salford.

The highest net migration inflows are from Manchester and Oldham, with only
very small inflows from any other districts. There are reasonably significant
net outflows to Rossendale and Calderdale, which are the two districts that
adjoin Rochdale to the north, although the absolute flows to and from
Calderdale are relatively low and very similar to those for Leeds.

The migration patterns of Rochdale are reasonably similar to those for
Oldham, for example in terms of the level of self-containment, the importance
of links with Manchester, and the limited connections with West Yorkshire to
the east. The highest migration flows are with the three adjoining Greater
Manchester districts of Manchester, Oldham and Bury, but there are also
reasonably significant links with Rossendale to the north-west. Relatively few
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people move to a location within Rochdale from somewhere outside Greater

Manchester but within England and Wales, whereas the destination of out-

migrants appears broader.

Salford
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Salford 15,607 | 58.31 | Salford 15,607 | 54.46 | Manchester 288 | Bolton -102
Manchester 2,748 | 10.27 | Manchester 3,036 | 10.59 | Bury 123 | Northumberland -37
Trafford 801 2.99 | Trafford 914 3.19 | Tameside 123 | Camden -32
Bolton 742 2.77 | Bury 766 2.67 | Trafford 113 | Brent -27
Westminster,
Bury 643 2.40 | Bolton 640 2.23 | Oldham 82 | City of London -21
Wigan 640 2.39 | Wigan 630 2.20 | Liverpool 81 | Hounslow -20
Cheshire
West and Kingston upon
Stockport 304 1.14 | Tameside 317 1.11 | Chester 79 | Thames -17
Warrington 270 1.01 | Rochdale 307 1.07 | Rochdale 73 | Wandsworth -15
Rochdale 234 0.87 | Stockport 297 1.04 | Leeds 53 | Nottingham -14
Cheshire
East 195 0.73 | Warrington 266 0.93 | Wirral 47 | Cheltenham -14
Rest of GM 6,440 | 24.06 | Rest of GM 7,123 | 24.85
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 4,719 | 17.63 | outside GM 5,930 | 20.69

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Manchester 9,780 | 20.35 | Manchester | 10,300 | 21.87 | Manchester 520 | Wigan -710
Trafford 3,220 6.70 | Trafford 2,990 6.35 | Liverpool 260 | Bolton -520
Bury 3,050 6.35 | Bury 2,540 5.39 | Leeds 160 | Bury -510
Bolton 3,020 6.28 | Bolton 2,500 5.31 | Preston 120 | Stockport -360
Cheshire
Wigan 2,810 5.85 | Wigan 2,100 4.46 | Sheffield 120 | East -280
Stockport 1,290 2.68 | Stockport 930 1.97 | Kirklees 100 | Warrington -250
Warrington 1,140 2.37 | Tameside 910 1.93 | Lancaster 90 | Trafford -230
Kingston
Cheshire upon Hull,
East 910 1.89 | Rochdale 900 1.91 | City of 80 | Chorley -110
Rochdale 910 1.89 | Warrington 890 1.89 | Nottingham 60 | St. Helens -70
Stoke-on-
Tameside 880 1.83 | Liverpool 850 1.80 | Trent 60 | Westminster -70
Rest of GM 25,740 | 53.56 | Rest of GM 23,950 | 50.85

5.32 Salford has a low self-containment rate according to the 2011 Census. The

external migration links are dominated by Manchester, which accounts for
almost 22% of all external migrants into Salford and is the destination for
more than 20% of migrants who leave Salford. Although the flows are far
lower than those to and from Manchester, there are also reasonably

significant interactions with Trafford, Bury, Bolton and Wigan.
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5.33

5.34

There are some differences between the 2011 Census and ONS data on the
main net inflows to, and outflows from, Salford. Similar to Manchester, the
ONS data suggests that the highest net inflows are from other major cities,
although the figures are highest for Manchester and Liverpool. The ONS data
also suggests quite significant net outflows to other districts surrounding
Salford. The highest net outflows are to the adjoining districts of Wigan,
Bolton and Bury, but there are also moderate outflows to the generally
prosperous districts to the south of Stockport, Cheshire East, Warrington and
Trafford.

The relationship with Manchester is clearly very significant for Salford. The
next highest flows are to the other four Greater Manchester districts that
adjoin Salford, but collectively they only just exceed the flows to Manchester
and are below the flows from Manchester. Although Salford shares a
boundary with Warrington, the links are less strong than with Stockport which
does not adjoin it. A relatively high proportion of people moving from within
England and Wales to a location within Salford come from outside Greater
Manchester, suggesting that the city may share some characteristics with
Manchester. However, the rest of Greater Manchester is a more important
source and destination of migrants than is the rest of England and Wales.
Salford is the only Greater Manchester district other than Manchester for
which locations within England and Wales outside Greater Manchester make
up a higher proportion of the sources of all migrants than they do the
proportion of the destinations of all migrants.

Stockport

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Cheshire
Stockport 13,567 58.01 | Stockport 13,567 62.94 | Manchester 239 | East -288
Manchester 2,218 9.48 | Manchester 2,457 11.40 | Trafford 34 | Sheffield -166
Cheshire
East 1,070 4.58 | Tameside 798 3.70 | Bury 29 | Leeds -150
Cheshire
Tameside 885 3.78 | East 782 3.63 | Oldham 24 | Liverpool -105
Blackburn
Trafford 367 1.57 | Trafford 401 1.86 | with Darwen 23 | Tameside -87
Sheffield 322 1.38 | Salford 304 1.41 | Burnley 14 | Nottingham -74
High Peak 301 1.29 | High Peak 250 1.16 | Doncaster 14 | Conwy -55
Tower
Salford 297 1.27 | Sheffield 156 0.72 | Stevenage 12 | Hamlets -53
Cheshire
West and
Leeds 244 1.04 || Chester 122 0.57 | Newham 12 | Gwynedd -52
Liverpool 166 0.71 | Rochdale 107 0.50 | Worcester 11 | Camden -51
Rest of GM 4,144 | 17.72 | Rest of GM 4,397 | 20.40
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 5,675 | 24.27 | outside GM 3,591 | 16.66
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Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Cheshire
Manchester 7,020 18.56 | Manchester 11,500 | 30.33 | Manchester 4,480 | East -1,450
Cheshire Cheshire
East 4,470 | 11.82 | East 3,020 7.96 | Salford 360 | Tameside -300
Tameside 3,270 8.65 | Tameside 2,970 7.83 | Rochdale 160 | Leeds -170
Trafford 1,650 4.36 | Trafford 1,650 4.35 | Oldham 150 | Warrington -160
Blackburn
High Peak 1,260 3.33 | Salford 1,290 3.40 || with Darwen 60 | Nottingham -150
Kingston
upon Hull,
Leeds 1,050 2.78 | High Peak 1,130 2.98 | City of 40 | High Peak -130
North East
Sheffield 1,030 2.72 | Sheffield 1,000 2.64 || Lincolnshire 30 | Cornwall -120
Cheshire
West and
Salford 930 2.46 | Leeds 880 2.32 | Burnley 30 | Chester -110
Liverpool 580 1.53 | Oldham 560 1.48 | Worcester 30 | Conwy -110
Cheshire
West and
Chester 540 1.43 | Liverpool 560 1.48 | Brent 30 | Camden -90
Rest of GM 14,720 | 38.92 | Rest of GM 19,550 | 51.56

5.35 The 2011 Census data suggests that Stockport has a relatively low level of

self-containment in terms of the destination of its migrants, although it is

reasonably average in terms of the sources. The ONS data indicates that

Manchester is by far the most significant external source and destination of
Stockport migrants, with it accounting for over 30% of all inflows of migrants to
Stockport, and more than 18% of outflows to locations outside the district. The
next highest flows are with Cheshire East and Tameside, but collectively
these are considerably lower than those for Manchester. Lower flows are
seen to and from Trafford, Salford, High Peak, Sheffield and Leeds.

5.36

much lower levels from Salford, Rochdale and Oldham. The highest net
outflow is to Cheshire East to the south, with some modest flows to the
nearby major cities of Sheffield, Leeds and Liverpool.

5.37

Stockport clearly has a very significant migration relationship with
Manchester, with a large net inflow overall. There are reasonable flows to

Tameside to the north, and Cheshire East to the south which lies outside
Greater Manchester. Flows with the other adjoining district of High Peak to the
east are comparatively low, and are similar to those with Salford on the other
side of Greater Manchester. Connections to the east are generally limited, but
those that exist lead to a net outflow of migrants. Stockport is more reliant on
the rest of Greater Manchester than other parts of England and Wales for in-

migrants, but sends more people to locations outside Greater Manchester

The ONS data shows a very high net inflow of migrants from Manchester, with

than it does to the other nine Greater Manchester districts. Amongst the ten

Greater Manchester districts, Stockport has a relatively high proportion of

people moving from a location within the district to a location outside Greater
Manchester.
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Tameside

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Tameside 12,998 | 67.41 | Tameside 12,998 | 71.13 | Manchester 152 | Salford -123
Manchester 1,067 5.53 | Manchester 1,219 6.67 | Stockport 87 | Leeds -77
Stockport 798 4.14 | Stockport 885 4.84 | Slough 12 | Kirklees -62
Oldham 639 3.31 | Oldham 605 3.31 | Cherwell 10 | Sheffield -59
High Peak 334 1.73 | High Peak 276 1.51 | Sefton 9 | High Peak -58
Salford 317 1.64 | Salford 194 1.06 | Harrogate 9 | Preston -52

Herefordshire,
Trafford 159 0.82 | Rochdale 132 0.72 | County of 9 | Trafford -51
Cheshire Cheshire
East 137 0.71 | Bury 109 0.60 | Birmingham 9 | East -42
Rochdale 132 0.68 | Trafford 108 0.59 | Colchester 9 | Oldham -34
Cheshire

Leeds 123 0.64 | East 95 0.52 | Croydon 9 | Conwy -32
Rest of GM 3,334 | 17.29 | Restof GM 3,360 | 18.39
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 2,950 | 15.30 | outside GM 1,916 | 10.48

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Cheshire
Manchester 4,170 | 15.81 | Manchester 6,520 | 25.57 | Manchester 2,350 | East -310
Stockport 2,970 | 11.26 | Stockport 3,270 | 12.82 | Stockport 300 | Kirklees -150
Oldham 2,630 9.97 | Oldham 2,770 | 10.86 | Oldham 140 | Leeds -120
High Peak 1,440 5.46 | High Peak 1,330 5.22 | Ipswich 30 | Blackpool -110
Salford 910 3.45 | Salford 880 3.45 | St Albans 30 | High Peak -110
Cheshire
East 710 2.69 | Rochdale 670 2.63 | Darlington 20 | Trafford -110
Kingston
upon Hull,
Rochdale 650 2.46 | Trafford 540 2.12 | City of 20 | Wyre -100
North East
Trafford 650 2.46 | Bury 450 1.76 | Lincolnshire 20 | Denbighshire | -100
Cheshire
Leeds 510 1.93 | East 400 1.57 | Luton 20 | Sheffield -90
Kirklees 500 1.90 | Leeds 390 1.53 | Carlisle 20 | Warrington -80
Rest of GM 13,050 | 49.47 | Rest of GM 15,610 | 61.22

5.38 Tameside has a slightly above average level of self-containment, particularly
in terms of the source of its migrants which exceeds 71% according to the
2011 Census. Its most significant external relationship by far is with
Manchester, which accounts for more than 26% of migrants from outside the
district. There are also significant links with Stockport and Oldham. The next
highest flows are to High Peak, which borders Tameside to the east, but these
are comparatively low.

5.39

There is a high overall net inflow of migrants from Manchester, with Stockport

and Oldham providing lower levels of net in-migration. The geography of the
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main net outflows is very varied, and there are significant differences between
the 2011 Census and ONS data.

540 Overall, Tamesideb6s external midheati on
three adjoining Greater Manchester districts of Manchester, Stockport and
Oldham, with the former particularly significant and providing a high net inflow.
Connections eastwards and to non-adjoining districts are much more limited.
The proportion of people moving to a location in Tameside who come from
England and Wales outside Greater Manchester is low, and is much less
significant than the numbers coming from other parts of Greater Manchester.

Trafford
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Cheshire

Trafford 11,311 53.69 | Trafford 11,311 | 56.25 | Manchester 666 | East -222

Manchester 2,583 12.26 | Manchester 3,249 16.16 | Tameside 51 | Sheffield -201

Salford 914 4.34 | Salford 801 3.98 | Wigan 48 | Liverpool -144

Cheshire

East 554 2.63 | Stockport 367 1.83 | Rochdale 35 | Salford -113

Cheshire

Stockport 401 1.90 | East 332 1.65 | Oldham 28 | Leeds -94
Cheshire
West and

Sheffield 291 1.38 | Warrington 204 1.01 | Bolton 26 | Chester -89

Liverpool 259 1.23 | Bury 174 0.87 | Bury 21 | Gwynedd -60

Blackburn

Warrington 244 1.16 | Tameside 159 0.79 | with Darwen 18 | Nottingham -55

Leeds 232 1.10 | Wigan 153 0.76 | Pendle 17 | Shropshire -53

Cheshire

West and

Chester 222 1.05 | Bolton 145 0.72 | Darlington 15 | Lambeth -41

Rest of GM 4,529 21.50 | Rest of GM 5,257 26.14

Rest of Rest of

E&W E&W

outside GM 5,228 | 24.81 | outside GM 3,541 | 17.61

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Cheshire
Manchester 9,080 | 24.36 | Manchester | 13,170 | 33.51 | Manchester 4,090 | East -680
Salford 2,990 8.02 | Salford 3,220 8.19 | Salford 230 | Warrington -490
Cheshire
Cheshire West and
East 2,150 5.77 | Stockport 1,650 4.20 | Oldham 190 | Chester -190
Cheshire
Stockport 1,650 4.43 | East 1,470 3.74 | Rochdale 190 | Sheffield -140
Warrington 1,290 3.46 | Leeds 1,010 2.57 | Bury 120 | Camden -110
Leeds 960 2.58 | Warrington 800 2.04 | Tameside 110 | Shropshire -100
Cheshire
West and
Chester 870 2.33 | Liverpool 740 1.88 | Liverpool 80 | Westminster -100
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Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Sheffield 870 2.33 | Sheffield 730 1.86 | Burnley 50 | Conwy -90
Cheshire
West and
Liverpool 660 1.77 | Chester 680 1.73 | Pendle 50 | Birmingham -80
Tower
Bury 550 1.48 | Bury 670 1.70 | Bolton 50 | Hamlets -80
Rest of GM 16,560 | 44.43 | Rest of GM 21,460 | 54.61

5.41 The 2011 Census indicates that Trafford has a low self-containment rate. Its

external migration links are dominated by Manchester, which accounts for
more than one-third of external migrants and is the destination for almost one-
guarter of migrants leaving Trafford. Flows to and from other districts are
limited in comparison, with Salford being the next most important, followed by

Stockport and Cheshire East. Links to the adjoining district of Warrington to

the west are lower again.

5.42 Manchester provides a very high net inflow of migrants to Trafford, with much
lower net inflows from several other Greater Manchester districts. There are
quite significant net outflows to Cheshire East and Warrington, which adjoin
Trafford to the south and west respectively.
543 Tr af f or d-@mntaihmentrate is tomplemented by a very strong
migration relationship with Manchester, which accounts for more than one in
three of its in-migrants. The next most important relationship is with Salford to
the north, but there are also interactions with other locations in and around the
southern part of Greater Manchester, including the non-adjoining district of
Stockport. Amongst the ten Greater Manchester districts, Trafford has the
second highest proportion of people moving from a location within the district
to a location outside Greater Manchester, after Stockport. However, given the
low self-containment rate, Trafford is also reliant on the rest of Greater
Manchester as both a source and destination of migrants, and it has the
highest proportion of people moving to a location within the district from one of
the other nine Greater Manchester districts according to the 2011 Census.
Wigan
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Wigan 19,082 | 71.54 | Wigan 19,082 | 74.42 | St. Helens 77 | Manchester -201
Bolton 845 3.17 | Bolton 804 3.14 | West Lancashire 42 | Leeds -117
Salford 630 2.36 | Salford 640 2.50 | Oldham 25 | Liverpool -101
St. Helens 543 2.04 | St. Helens 620 2.42 | Daventry 23 | Preston -91
West
Manchester 520 1.95 | Lancashire 467 1.82 | Blackpool 22 | Lancaster -80
West Cheshire
Lancashire 425 1.59 | Warrington 332 1.29 | Knowsley 21 | East -73
Warrington 360 1.35 | Manchester 319 1.24 | Halton 20 | Chorley -72
Liverpool 287 1.08 | Chorley 210 0.82 | South 13 | Trafford -48
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Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Northamptonshire
Chorley 282 1.06 | Liverpool 186 0.73 | Northampton 12 | Sheffield -47
Preston 200 0.75 | Preston 109 0.43 | Cherwell 12 | Bolton -41

Rest of GM 2,433 9.12 | Rest of GM 2,191 8.54

Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 5,157 | 19.33 | outside GM 4,368 | 17.04

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow

Bolton 3,100 10.28 | Bolton 3,360 | 11.44 | Salford 710 | Chorley -340

St. Helens 2,220 7.36 | Salford 2,810 9.57 | Bolton 260 | Warrington -270

West

Salford 2,100 6.96 | St. Helens 2,360 8.04 | Lancashire 140 | Sheffield -140
Cheshire

West West West and

Lancashire 1,820 6.03 | Lancashire 1,960 6.68 | St. Helens 140 | Chester -130

Manchester 1,660 5.50 | Manchester 1,600 5.45 | Liverpool 110 | Leeds -130

Warrington 1,490 4.94 | Warrington 1,220 4.16 | Knowsley 100 | Cornwall -90
Cheshire

Chorley 1,170 3.88 | Liverpool 1,000 3.41 | Halton 90 | East -70
South

Liverpool 890 2.95 | Chorley 830 2.83 | Trafford 80 | Lakeland -70

Leeds 640 2.12 | Preston 670 2.28 | Oldham 70 | Rotherham -60

Preston 620 2.06 | Trafford 540 1.84 | Sefton 60 | Conwy -60

Rest of GM 8,820 | 29.23 | Rest of GM 9,980 | 33.99

5.44 Wigan has a high self-containment rate according to the 2011 Census, and it
has a relatively broad spread of external migration sources and destinations.
Wigands most significant mhegorth-easton | i nks
closely followed by Salford, St. Helens and West Lancashire. There are also
moderate flows to and from Manchester and Warrington.

5.45 The ONS data suggests a reasonably high net inflow of migrants from Salford,
with a more limited net inflow from Bolton. Chorley and Warrington account for
the highest net outflows.

546 As with most other Greater Manchester dis
external migration links are with the Greater Manchester districts that adjoin it.
However, there are also quite significant flows to and from St. Helens and
West Lancashire, and Manchester still exerts some influence despite being
separated from Wigan by Salford. In terms of domestic migrants moving to
and from outside the district, Wigan can be seen to be much more reliant on
locations outside Greater Manchester than those within it.
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Blackburn with Darwen

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Blackburn Blackburn Ribble
with Darwen 9,585 67.40 | with Darwen 9,585 73.88 | Oldham 29 | Valley -121
Hyndburn 653 4.59 | Hyndburn 639 4.93 | Sefton 15 | Manchester -120
Ribble Ribble Herefordshire, South
Valley 345 2.43 | Valley 224 1.73 | County of 15 | Ribble -80
Bolton 283 1.99 | Bolton 214 1.65 | Dudley 15 | Bolton -69
Manchester 227 1.60 | Preston 161 1.24 | Ealing 14 | Leeds -66
Preston 199 1.40 | Burnley 139 1.07 | Richmondshire 12 | Pendle -61
Chorley 163 1.15 | Chorley 122 0.94 | Lambeth 11 | Liverpool -54
Burnley 154 1.08 | Manchester 107 0.82 | Newham 11 | Bradford -45
Pendle 149 1.05 | Pendle 88 0.68 | Hackney 10 | Chorley -41
South Tower
Ribble 143 1.01 | Bury 82 0.63 | Hamlets 10 | Blackpool -40
Greater Greater
Manchester 842 5.92 | Manchester 601 4.63
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 3,795 | 26.68 | outside GM 2,787 | 21.48

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Hyndburn 3,170 | 14.83 | Hyndburn 2,970 | 17.70 | Reading 40 | Ribble Valley | -910
Ribble Stoke-on-
Valley 1,890 8.84 | Bolton 1,250 7.45 | Trent 30 | Chorley -290

Ribble

Bolton 1,320 6.18 | Valley 980 5.84 | Peterborough 30 | South Ribble -290
Manchester 890 4.16 | Manchester 800 4.77 | Wycombe 30 | Hyndburn -200
Preston 830 3.88 | Preston 700 4.17 | Newham 30 | Fylde -190
Chorley 810 3.79 | Burnley 530 3.16 | Plymouth 20 | Blackpool -160
South
Ribble 630 2.95 | Chorley 520 3.10 | Carlisle 20 | Wyre -150
Burnley 550 2.57 | Pendle 460 2.74 | Oxford 20 | Rossendale -140
Blackpool 520 2.43 | Leeds 400 2.38 | Knowsley 20 | Preston -130
Pendle 480 2.25 | Blackpool 360 2.15 | Coventry 20 | Lancaster -120
Greater Greater
Manchester 3,710 17.36 | Manchester 3,390 | 20.20
547 Bl ack bur n wimbshsigbfecantvertarnalsnigration links are with

Hyndburn. There are reasonable flows to and from Bolton, and to a lesser
extent Manchester. However, overall, Greater Manchester does not appear to

be a particularly dominant feature in Blackburn with Darwe n 6 s

A

mi

patterns, particularly compared to the rest of England and Wales.
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Calderdale

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Calderdale 14,517 | 71.88 | Calderdale 14,517 | 72.98 | Bradford 385 | Sheffield -109
Kirklees 1,123 5.56 | Bradford 1,117 5.62 | Rochdale 80 | Manchester -61
Bradford 732 3.62 || Kirklees 1,107 5.56 | Wakefield 27 | York -54
Blackburn Newcastle upon
Leeds 461 2.28 | Leeds 468 2.35 | with Darwen 25 | Tyne -39
Kingston
upon Hull,
Manchester 226 1.12 | Rochdale 206 1.04 | City of 20 | Cheshire East -34
Sheffield 144 0.71 | Manchester 165 0.83 | Luton 16 | Northumberland -31
Rochdale 126 0.62 | Wakefield 105 0.53 | Hillingdon 16 | County Durham -28
East Riding
York 97 0.48 | of Yorkshire 67 0.34 | Oldham 15 | Derby -23
East Riding
of Yorkshire 78 0.39 | Rossendale 57 0.29 | Barnsley 15 | Scarborough -22
Wakefield 78 0.39 | Oldham 49 0.25 | Sutton 12 | Nottingham -21
Greater Greater
Manchester 566 2.80 | Manchester 599 3.01
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 5,112 | 25.31 | outside GM 4777 | 24.01

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
East Riding
Kirklees 4,250 | 17.16 | Bradford 4,850 | 19.25 | Bradford 1,360 | of Yorkshire -160
Bradford 3,490 | 14.10 | Kirklees 4,350 | 17.26 | Rochdale 390 | York -90
Newcastle
Leeds 2,120 8.56 || Leeds 2,250 8.93 | Leeds 130 | upon Tyne -90
Manchester 740 2.99 | Rochdale 890 3.53 | Kirklees 100 | Blackpool -70
Kingston
upon Hull,
Rochdale 500 2.02 | Manchester 820 3.25 | City of 90 | Cornwall -70
East Riding
of Yorkshire 490 1.98 | Wakefield 460 1.83 | Manchester 80 | Sheffield -70
Wakefield 470 1.90 | Sheffield 360 1.43 | Oldham 80 | Nottingham -60
East Riding County

Sheffield 430 1.74 | of Yorkshire 330 1.31 | Tameside 50 | Durham -50
York 400 1.62 | York 310 1.23 | Rotherham 40 | Harrogate -50
Newcastle Waltham
upon Tyne 330 1.33 | Burnley 270 1.07 | Forest 40 | Scarborough -50
Greater Greater
Manchester 2,260 9.13 | Manchester 2,990 | 11.87

5.48 Migration links between Calderdale and Greater Manchester appear very

limited, with only some modest flows to and from Manchester and Rochdale

appearing in the top sources and destinations.
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Cheshire East

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Cheshire Cheshire
East 21,594 | 63.83 | East 21,594 | 63.94 | Stockport 288 | Sheffield -233
Cheshire Cheshire
West and West and
Chester 1,011 2.99 | Chester 1,115 3.30 | Trafford 222 | Liverpool -119
Cheshire
West and
Manchester 944 2.79 | Stockport 1,070 3.17 | Chester 104 | Gwynedd -119
Newcastle-
Stockport 782 2.31 | Manchester 915 2.71 | under-Lyme 100 | Leeds -110
Newcastle-
under-Lyme 440 1.30 | Trafford 554 1.64 | Wigan 73 | Nottingham -98
Newcastle-
Sheffield 398 1.18 | under-Lyme 540 1.60 | High Peak 70 | Conwy -76
Stoke-on- Stoke-on- Isle of
Trent 355 1.05 | Trent 374 1.11 | Charnwood 63 | Anglesey -56
Staffordshire Staffordshire Tower
Trafford 332 0.98 | Moorlands 315 0.93 | Moorlands 60 | Hamlets -55
Liverpool 328 0.97 | Warrington 242 0.72 | Tameside 42 | Lancaster -54
Westminster,
City of
Leeds 293 0.87 | Liverpool 209 0.62 | Wirral 38 | London -50
Greater Greater
Manchester 2,683 7.93 | Manchester 3,293 9.75
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 9,552 | 28.24 | outside GM 8,883 | 26.30

Key migration

flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Cheshire Cheshire
West and West and
Chester 4,630 9.19 | Chester 4,680 8.69 | Stockport 1,450 | Nottingham -220
Stockport 3,020 5.99 | Stockport 4,470 8.30 | Manchester 1,080 | Sheffield -210
Manchester 2,830 5.62 | Manchester 3,910 7.26 | Trafford 680 | Cornwall -200
Newcastle-
under-Lyme 1,850 3.67 | Trafford 2,150 3.99 | Tameside 310 | Leeds -160
Stoke-on- Newcastle-
Trent 1,650 3.27 | under-Lyme 2,030 3.77 | Salford 280 | York -120

Stoke-on-
Trafford 1,470 2.92 | Trent 1,810 3.36 | Charnwood 200 | Shropshire -120

Staffordshire Newcastle-
Leeds 1,210 2.40 | Moorlands 1,250 2.32 | under-Lyme 180 | Oxford -120
Sheffield 1,190 2.36 | Leeds 1,050 1.95 | High Peak 170 | Conwy -120
Staffordshire Stoke-on-
Moorlands 1,180 2.34 | Warrington 980 1.82 | Trent 160 | Camden -110
Shropshire 1,030 2.04 | Liverpool 980 1.82 | Oldham 160 | Cardiff -90
Greater Greater
Manchester 9,530 | 18.91 | Manchester 13,890 | 25.79

5.49 The most significant migration flows are with Cheshire West and Chester, but
there are also considerable flows to and from Manchester and Stockport.
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Links to Trafford are much less significant. According to the ONS data,

Greater Manchester districts account for the top five net inflows to Cheshire

East, led by Stockport and then Manchester. This suggests that migration
links with Greater Manchester are reasonably important, especially in terms of
inflows, and given the size of the Cheshire East local authority area could be

particularly significant for the north of the district. However, Cheshire East has

a relatively wide reach, and the number and migrants to and from Greater

Manchester is still quite low compared to the rest of England and Wales.

Cheshire West and Chester

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Cheshire Cheshire
West and West and
Chester 20,052 62.65 | Chester 20,052 | 65.13 | Wirral 142 | Manchester -174
Cheshire Cheshire
East 1,115 3.48 | East 1,011 3.28 | Trafford 89 | Flintshire -170
Flintshire 1,045 3.27 | Wirral 930 3.02 | Halton 83 | Sheffield -133
Wirral 788 2.46 | Flintshire 875 2.84 | Sefton 58 | Wrexham -122
Cheshire
Liverpool 586 1.83 | Liverpool 573 1.86 | Denbighshire 55 | East -104
Wrexham 502 1.57 | Wrexham 380 1.23 | Knowsley 48 | Salford -79
Manchester 497 1.55 | Warrington 346 1.12 | St. Helens 39 | Leeds -71
West
Warrington 372 1.16 | Halton 341 1.11 | Lancashire 25 | Hackney -69
Herefordshire,
Halton 258 0.81 | Manchester 323 1.05 | County of 25 | Gwynedd -68
Shropshire 258 0.81 | Trafford 222 0.72 | Wigan 22 | Lancaster -64
Greater Greater
Manchester 1,136 3.55 | Manchester 1,046 3.40
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 10,818 | 33.80 | outside GM 9,689 | 31.47

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Cheshire Cheshire
East 4,680 9.74 | East 4,630 9.44 | Liverpool 820 | Flintshire -300
Flintshire 3,660 7.61 | Wirral 3,730 7.61 | Halton 300 | Wrexham -170
Wirral 3,570 7.43 | Flintshire 3,360 6.85 | Trafford 190 | Sheffield -140
Liverpool 1,900 3.95 | Liverpool 2,720 5.55 | Wirral 160 | Shropshire -130
Manchester 1,690 3.52 | Manchester 1,590 3.24 | Knowsley 140 | Cornwall -110
Wrexham 1,670 3.47 | Wrexham 1,500 3.06 | Wigan 130 | Nottingham -100
Warrington 1,370 2.85 | Warrington 1,490 3.04 | Warrington 120 | Manchester -100
Halton 1,110 2.31 | Halton 1,410 2.88 | St. Helens 120 | Leeds -100
Shropshire 1,030 2.14 | Shropshire 900 1.84 | Stockport 110 | Wandsworth -100
Leeds 970 2.02 | Trafford 870 1.77 | Bolton 100 | Wiltshire -80
Greater Greater
Manchester 4,410 9.17 | Manchester 5,070 | 10.34
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5.50 Migration links between Greater Manchester and Cheshire West and Chester

can be seen to be limited. The biggest flows are with Manchester, but these

are less than those seen with Liverpool. Total flows with the whole of Greater
Manchester are very similar to those with the single district of Cheshire East.

Chorley

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Chorley 5,313 | 56.09 | Chorley 5,313 | 53.31 | South Ribble 391 | Fylde -76
South South
Ribble 732 7.73 | Ribble 1,123 11.27 | Preston 133 | Leeds -61
Preston 275 2.90 | Preston 408 4.09 | Bolton 95 | Manchester -35
Bolton 211 2.23 | Bolton 306 3.07 | Wigan 72 | Liverpool -31
Blackburn Stockton-
Wigan 210 2.22 | Wigan 282 2.83 | with Darwen 41 | on-Tees -28
West
Manchester 196 2.07 | Lancashire 174 1.75 | Hyndburn 27 | Sheffield -23
Cheshire
West Blackburn West and
Lancashire 162 1.71 | with Darwen 163 1.64 | Wyre 27 | Chester -16
Fylde 124 1.31 | Manchester 161 1.62 | Burnley 22 | Nottingham -15
Blackburn
with Darwen 122 1.29 | Lancaster 115 1.15 | Tameside 19 | Walsall -12
Liverpool 117 1.24 | Salford 93 0.93 | Doncaster 19 | Lambeth -12
Greater Greater
Manchester 840 8.87 | Manchester 1,033 | 10.36
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 3,320 | 35.05 | outside GM 3,621 | 36.33

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow

South South

Ribble 3,390 | 23.24 | Ribble 4,760 | 26.39 | South Ribble 1,370 | Lancaster -70

Preston 930 6.37 | Preston 1,570 8.70 | Preston 640 | Leeds -50

Bolton 860 5.89 | Bolton 1,400 7.76 | Bolton 540 | Blackpool -40

Wigan 830 5.69 | Wigan 1,170 6.49 | Wigan 340 | York -40

Blackburn Blackburn

Manchester 570 3.91 | with Darwen 810 4.49 || with Darwen 290 | Sheffield -40

West West West

Lancashire 540 3.70 | Lancashire 680 3.77 | Lancashire 140 | Wakefield -40

Blackburn

with Darwen 520 3.56 | Manchester 590 3.27 | Salford 110 | Islington -30

Lancaster 430 2.95 | Lancaster 360 2.00 | Rochdale 100 | Lambeth -30

Blackpool 330 2.26 | Salford 360 2.00 | Hyndburn 90 | Flintshire -30

Liverpool 330 2.26 | Liverpool 300 1.66 | Sefton 70 | Cardiff -30

Greater Greater

Manchester 2,990 | 20.49 | Manchester 4,260 | 23.61

551 Chorl eybs external mi grati on .Prestokis ar

the next most important district, followed by Bolton and Wigan, from which

there is an overall net outflow to Chorley. The total flows to and from the
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whole of Greater Manchester are less than those between Chorley and South

Ribble, suggesting that Greater Manchester links with Chorley are relatively

modest.

High Peak

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Cheshire
High Peak 5,058 | 61.61 | High Peak 5,058 | 63.16 | Tameside 58 | East -70
Tameside 276 3.36 | Tameside 334 4.17 | Stockport 51 | Leeds -55
Stockport 250 3.05 | Stockport 301 3.76 | Walsall 18 | Sheffield -54
Manchester 234 2.85 | Manchester 205 2.56 | Leicester 15 | Kirklees -42
Cheshire Cheshire
East 203 2.47 | East 133 1.66 | Milton Keynes 14 | Manchester -29
Derbyshire Newcastle
Sheffield 179 2.18 | Dales 132 1.65 | Doncaster 13 | upon Tyne -22
Derbyshire South
Dales 150 1.83 | Sheffield 125 1.56 | Trafford 10 | Derbyshire -22
North
Leeds 94 1.14 | Salford 50 0.62 | Tyneside 9 | Nottingham -19
Kirklees 62 0.76 | Trafford 39 0.49 | Rossendale 9 | St. Helens -18
Derbyshire
Salford 53 0.65 | Leeds 39 0.49 | Wigan 9 | Dales -18
Greater Greater
Manchester 920 11.21 | Manchester 1,031 12.87
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 2,232 | 27.19 | outside GM 1,919 | 23.96

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Cheshire
Tameside 1,330 10.96 | Tameside 1,440 | 11.65 | Manchester 340 | East -170
Stockport 1,130 9.32 | Stockport 1,260 | 10.19 | Stockport 130 | Chesterfield -60
Cheshire Derbyshire
East 860 7.09 | Manchester 1,060 8.58 | Tameside 110 | Dales -60
Cheshire
Manchester 720 5.94 | East 690 5.58 | Oldham 60 | Nottingham -50
Derbyshire Derbyshire
Dales 700 5.77 | Dales 640 5.18 | Halton 40 | Leeds -50
Sheffield 670 5.52 | Sheffield 630 5.10 | Salford 40 | Derby -40
Aylesbury Staffordshire
Leeds 270 2.23 || Salford 250 2.02 | Vale 30 | Moorlands -40
Staffordshire
Moorlands 210 1.73 | Leeds 220 1.78 | Fenland 30 | Sheffield -40
Salford 210 1.73 | Trafford 210 1.70 | Trafford 30 | Flintshire -40
Staffordshire
Trafford 180 1.48 | Moorlands 170 1.38 | Sandwell 30 | Conwy -30
Greater Greater
Manchester 3,960 | 32.65 | Manchester 4,710 | 38.11

5.52 High Peak has a moderate level of self-containment, but its most significant

external migration links are with Tameside and Stockport. Manchester is also
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a reasonably important source of migrants to High Peak, although the ONS

and 2011 Census data differ in terms of whether it has a net inflow to, or
outflow, from High Peak. However, no individual districts are particularly
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Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Kirklees 30,001 73.48 | Kirklees 30,001 73.09 | Bradford 322 | Manchester -171
Leeds 1,522 3.73 | Leeds 1,825 4.45 | Leeds 303 | Isle of Wight -107
Newcastle
Calderdale 1,107 2.71 | Calderdale 1,123 2.74 | Oldham 78 | upon Tyne -99
Wakefield 838 2.05 | Bradford 1,092 2.66 | Tameside 62 | Scarborough -80
East Riding
Bradford 770 1.89 | Wakefield 826 2.01 | High Peak 42 | of Yorkshire -72
Manchester 379 0.93 | Barnsley 271 0.66 | Rochdale 38 | Barnsley -60
North
Barnsley 331 0.81 | Sheffield 231 0.56 | Lincolnshire 37 | Nottingham -44
Sheffield 229 0.56 | Manchester 208 0.51 | Rotherham 33 | Liverpool -40
East Riding
of Yorkshire 215 0.53 | Oldham 153 0.37 | Doncaster 29 | York -40
East Riding Tower
York 176 0.43 | of Yorkshire 143 0.35 | Redbridge 27 | Hamlets -34
Greater Greater
Manchester 895 2.19 | Manchester 894 2.18
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 9,932 | 24.33 | outside GM 10,149 | 24.73

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Leeds 6,700 | 13.15 | Leeds 7,330 | 14.89 | Bradford 1,250 | Wakefield -630
East Riding
Calderdale 4,350 8.54 || Bradford 4,860 9.87 | Leeds 630 | of Yorkshire -330
Wakefield 4,110 8.07 | Calderdale 4,250 8.63 | Oldham 210 | Barnsley -310
Newcastle
Bradford 3,610 7.08 | Wakefield 3,480 7.07 | Tameside 150 | upon Tyne -210
Kingston
upon Hull,
Barnsley 1,500 2.94 | Manchester 1,280 2.60 | City of 120 | Manchester -180
North East
Manchester 1,460 2.86 | Barnsley 1,190 2.42 || Lincolnshire 70 | York -150
East Riding
of Yorkshire 1,140 2.24 || Sheffield 1,110 2.25 | Hyndburn 50 | Harrogate -130
East Riding Brighton and
Sheffield 1,100 2.16 | of Yorkshire 810 1.65 | Hove 40 | Cornwall -120
Newcastle
upon Tyne 770 1.51 | Oldham 680 1.38 | Burnley 40 | Selby -110
York 720 1.41 | Birmingham 580 1.18 | Rochdale 40 | Calderdale -100
Greater Greater
Manchester 4,240 8.32 | Manchester 4,470 9.08
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5.53 The migration relationship between Kirklees and Greater Manchester can be
seen to be very limited. For example, Leeds alone has far higher flows to and

from Kirklees than does the whole of Greater Manchester.

Rossendale

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Rossendale 3,754 | 58.36 | Rossendale 3,754 | 60.98 | Rochdale 138 | Manchester -65
Rochdale 292 4.54 | Rochdale 430 6.99 | Bury 116 | Hyndburn -50
West
Bury 272 4.23 | Bury 388 6.30 | Oldham 47 | Lancashire -31
Blackburn
Hyndburn 243 3.78 | Hyndburn 193 3.14 || with Darwen 29 | Lancaster -28
Burnley 163 2.53 | Burnley 159 2.58 | Bolton 15 | Preston -28
Blackburn Newcastle
Manchester 153 2.38 | with Darwen 91 1.48 | Blackpool 14 | upon Tyne -26
Pendle 76 1.18 | Manchester 88 1.43 | Wrexham 12 | Sheffield -23
Blackburn North
with Darwen 62 0.96 | Oldham 85 1.38 | Somerset 8 | Leeds -17
Salford 61 0.95 | Pendle 79 1.28 | Tameside 7 | Salford -16
Preston 58 0.90 | Bolton 54 0.88 | Bassetlaw 7 | Wiltshire -15
Greater Greater
Manchester 955 14.85 | Manchester 1,181 | 19.18
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 1,723 | 26.79 | outside GM 1,221 | 19.83

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Ribble

Rochdale 1,210 11.76 | Rochdale 1,690 | 15.88 | Bury 480 | Valley -80
West

Bury 1,010 9.82 | Bury 1,490 | 14.00 | Rochdale 480 | Lancashire -70

Blackburn

Hyndburn 900 8.75 | Hyndburn 880 8.27 | with Darwen 140 | Fylde -60

Burnley 770 7.48 | Burnley 800 7.52 | Manchester 100 | Cornwall -50
South

Manchester 510 4.96 | Manchester 610 5.73 | Oldham 80 | Lakeland -50

Blackburn Blackburn

with Darwen 300 2.92 | with Darwen 440 4.14 | Pendle 50 | Wyre -50

Pendle 270 2.62 | Pendle 320 3.01 | Tameside 40 | Sheffield -50

Calderdale 250 2.43 | Salford 260 2.44 | Burnley 30 | Chorley -40
Newcastle

Salford 240 2.33 | Oldham 250 2.35 | East Lindsey 30 | upon Tyne -40

Leeds 240 2.33 | Bolton 240 2.26 | Stockport 30 | Cardiff -40

Greater Greater

Manchester 3,780 | 36.73 | Manchester 5,040 | 47.37

5.54 Greater Manchester can be seen to be a very important source and

destination of migrants for Rossendale, particularly the districts of Rochdale

and Bury which provide the highest net inflows to Rossendale. There are
almost as many migrants from Greater Manchester to Rossendale as from the
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rest of England and Wales, and Greater Manchester is also an important
destination for those migrating from Rossendale.

St. Helens
Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
St. Helens 9,325 68.37 | St. Helens 9,325 71.09 | Knowsley 164 | Manchester -88
West
Wigan 620 4.55 | Wigan 543 4.14 | Lancashire 39 | Wigan -77
Liverpool 489 3.59 | Knowsley 519 3.96 | Warrington 21 | Liverpool -76
Warrington 409 3.00 | Warrington 430 3.28 | High Peak 18 | Leeds -55
Stockton-on-
Knowsley 355 2.60 | Liverpool 413 3.15 | Tees 15 | Sheffield -50
Manchester 172 1.26 | Halton 175 1.33 | Stockport 15 | Preston -48
Halton 161 1.18 | Sefton 161 1.23 | Halton 14 | Lancaster -40
Cheshire
West West and
Sefton 160 1.17 | Lancashire 154 1.17 | Lincoln 8 | Chester -39
West Nuneaton and
Lancashire 115 0.84 | Manchester 84 0.64 | Bedworth 8 | Gwynedd -35
Cheshire Cornwall,
West and Isles of
Chester 86 0.63 | Salford 73 0.56 | Bexley 8 | Scilly -26
Greater Greater
Manchester 991 7.27 | Manchester 824 6.28
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 3,324 | 24.37 | outside GM 2,969 | 22.63
Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Wigan 2,360 | 13.83 | Knowsley 2,550 | 14.68 | Knowsley 850 | Warrington -240
Warrington 1,760 | 10.32 | Wigan 2,220 | 12.78 | Liverpool 520 | Wigan -140
Cheshire
West West and
Knowsley 1,700 9.96 | Liverpool 2,050 | 11.80 | Lancashire 160 | Chester -120
Liverpool 1,530 8.97 | Warrington 1,520 8.75 | Halton 110 | Leeds -100
Halton 690 4.04 | Halton 800 4.61 | Salford 70 | Preston -60
West
Manchester 610 3.58 | Lancashire 680 3.91 | Manchester 50 | Wirral -60
Barrow-in-
Sefton 570 3.34 | Manchester 660 3.80 | Furness 40 | Sheffield -60
West
Lancashire 520 3.05 | Sefton 600 3.45 | Calderdale 40 | Cornwall -40
Cheshire
West and North
Chester 370 2.17 | Salford 340 1.96 | Lincolnshire 30 | Gwynedd -40
Wirral 340 1.99 | Wirral 280 1.61 | Sefton 30 | Conwy -40
Greater Greater
Manchester 3,940 | 23.09 | Manchester 3,930 | 22.63

5.55 Wigan is the most important external destination for St. Helens migrants, and

either the first or second in terms of the external sources of migrants for St.
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Helens depending on whether the 2011 Census or ONS data is used.
However, overall, St. Helensémigration flows appear to be primarily with

Merseyside and Lancashire districts, and the scale of migration to and from

Greater Manchester is modest compared to that with the rest of England and
Wales. Flows to and from the other four Merseyside districts are higher than

those with the whole of Greater Manchester.

Warrington

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow
Warrington 11,781 64.53 | Warrington 11,781 65.95 | Halton 124 | Leeds -95
Manchester 484 2.65 | Halton 501 2.80 | Trafford 40 | Preston -67
St. Helens 430 2.36 | Manchester 420 2.35 | Wirral 34 | Manchester -64
Halton 377 2.06 | St. Helens 409 2.29 | Oldham 30 | Conwy -59
Cheshire
West and
Liverpool 350 1.92 | Chester 372 2.08 | Stockport 28 | Sheffield -53
Cheshire
West and
Chester 346 1.90 | Wigan 360 2.02 | Wigan 28 | Liverpool -52
Wigan 332 1.82 | Liverpool 298 1.67 | Sefton 27 | Fylde -46
Cheshire
West and
Salford 266 1.46 | Salford 270 1.51 | Chester 26 | Birmingham -39
Cheshire Cheshire Newcastle
East 242 1.33 | East 264 1.48 | Cheshire East 22 | upon Tyne -30
South Isle of
Trafford 204 1.12 | Trafford 244 1.37 | Staffordshire 21 | Anglesey -30
Greater Greater
Manchester 1,556 8.52 | Manchester 1,663 9.31
Rest of Rest of
E&W E&W
outside GM 4,920 | 26.95 | outside GM 4,420 | 24.74

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
St. Helens 1,520 6.48 | Halton 1,780 6.95 | Trafford 490 | Leeds -150
Cheshire Cheshire
West and West and
Chester 1,490 6.35 || St. Helens 1,760 6.87 | Halton 410 | Chester -120
Newcastle
Halton 1,370 5.84 | Wigan 1,490 5.82 | Liverpool 360 | upon Tyne -80
South
Wigan 1,220 5.20 | Manchester 1,440 5.62 | Wigan 270 | Lakeland -70
Manchester 1,210 5.16 | Liverpool 1,440 5.62 | Salford 250 | Nottingham -60
Cheshire
West and
Liverpool 1,080 4.61 | Chester 1,370 5.35 | St. Helens 240 | Flintshire -50
Cheshire
East 980 4.18 | Trafford 1,290 5.04 | Manchester 230 | Sheffield -40
Salford 890 3.80 | Salford 1,140 4.45 | Stockport 160 | Conwy -40
Cheshire
Trafford 800 3.41 | East 950 3.71 | Knowsley 140 | Denbighshire -40
Leeds 700 2.99 | Leeds 550 2.15 | Oldham 90 | Cardiff -40
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Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Greater Greater
Manchester 5,100 | 21.75 | Manchester 6,880 | 26.86

556 War r i ngt o nniigratien Xawe aremnat dominated by any single district,
and spread in all directions. The largest migration flows between Warrington

and a Greater Manchester district are actually with Manchester according to

the 2011 Census, despite it not adjoining Warrington, but Wigan according to
the ONS data. The ONS data suggests five of the eight highest net inflows to

Warrington are from Greater Manchester districts, led by Trafford, although

the numbers involved are relatively low.

West Lancashire

Key migration flows 2010-2011, including within the district (2011 Census)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow | District flow

West West

Lancashire 5,414 | 56.97 | Lancashire 5,414 | 56.05 | South Ribble 43 | Manchester -77

Sefton 722 7.60 | Sefton 692 7.16 | Knowsley 36 | Wigan -42

Wigan 467 4.91 | Wigan 425 4.40 | Rossendale 31 | St. Helens -39

Liverpool 305 3.21 | Liverpool 276 2.86 | Wirral 29 | Leeds -33

South
Chorley 174 1.83 | Ribble 165 1.71 | Preston 28 | Sefton -30
St. Helens 154 1.62 | Chorley 162 1.68 | Rochdale 24 | Liverpool -29
Blackburn

Manchester 137 1.44 | Preston 144 1.49 | with Darwen 23 | Lancaster -27
Cheshire

South West and

Ribble 122 1.28 | Knowsley 116 1.20 | Pendle 23 | Chester -25

Preston 116 1.22 | St. Helens 115 1.19 | Warrington 22 | Gwynedd -16
Cheshire

Knowsley 80 0.84 | Wirral 84 0.87 | Wyre 21 | East -15

Greater Greater

Manchester 836 8.80 | Manchester 804 8.32

Rest of Rest of

E&W E&W

outside GM 3,253 | 34.23 | outside GM 3,442 | 35.63

Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)

Main destinations of migrants

Main source of migrants

Highest net inflows

Highest net outflows

% of % of Net Net
District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Sefton 3,260 | 18.19 | Sefton 3,220 | 18.06 | Knowsley 200 | St. Helens -160
Wigan 1,960 | 10.94 | Wigan 1,820 | 10.21 | Liverpool 170 | Chorley -140
Liverpool 1,220 6.81 | Liverpool 1,390 7.80 | Rossendale 70 | Wigan -140
Chorley 680 3.79 | Knowsley 630 3.53 | Bury 60 | Manchester -70
St. Helens 680 3.79 | Chorley 540 3.03 | Kirklees 60 | Leeds -70
South South
Ribble 530 2.96 | Ribble 540 3.03 | Bolton 50 | Wirral -60
Manchester 480 2.68 | St. Helens 520 2.92 | Birmingham 50 | Preston -50

Barrow-in-

Knowsley 430 2.40 | Manchester 410 2.30 | Furness 40 | Denbighshire -50
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Key migration flows, excluding migration within the district 2009-2013 (ONS)
Main destinations of migrants Main source of migrants Highest net inflows Highest net outflows
% of % of Net Net

District Flow total District Flow total District flow District flow
Preston 410 2.29 | Preston 360 2.02 | Hyndburn 40 | Blackpool -40
Leeds 350 1.95 | Bolton 310 1.74 | Tameside 40 | Sefton -40
Greater Greater
Manchester 3,670 | 20.48 | Manchester 3,680 | 20.64

5.57

Rates

5.58

5.59

5.60

West Lancashirebds | argest external
are almost as high as with the whole of Greater Manchester. However, Wigan
is the second most important external source and destination for West
Lancashire migrants. Flows with Merseyside and Lancashire generally appear
more significant than those with Greater Manchester.

of flow per 1,000 population

The above analysis focuses on the absolute size of the flows, and the
proportion of the flows into and out of each district. However, an alternative
way of assessing the data is to consider the size of the flows relative to the
population of the district that the migrants are moving to or from. This assists
a greater appreciation of the importance of flows relative to the size of the
source and destination districts, which may be partly masked if only the
absolute flows are considered. However, the size of the district is still likely to
have some influence on the rates, as the fact that most moves are over
relatively short distances means that larger districts may appear to be less
important using this measure becauset he absol ute fl ows
downd by the total popul ati on.

The relevant figures are set out in the next two tables, focusing on the ten
Greater Manchester districts and the eleven districts surrounding Greater
Manchester. In the first table, each column shows the flows of migrants into
that district as a rate per 1,000 population using the population of the source
district in each row. The second table shows the reverse; that is, each column
shows the flows of migrants from that district as a rate per 1,000 population of
the destination district in each row.

Overall, the relative importance of Manchester as a source and destination of
migrants reduces significantly for many districts using this measure, reflecting
the size of Manchester relative to some of the flows involved. Flows to and
from some of the smaller districts adjoining Greater Manchester, such as
Chorley, High Peak and Rossendale, appear relatively more important using
this measure.
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Rate of migration per 1,000 population of the destination district

Source district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per 1,000
population of the destination district) (2011 Census)

Destination Manch-
district Bolton Bury ester Oldham Rochdale Salford Stockport
Bolton 66.20 2.53 1.52 0.45 0.53 2.68 0.31
Bury 3.34 54.20 5.57 0.86 2.94 3.47 0.31
Manchester 0.98 1.76 112.00 1.98 1.40 5.46 4.41
Oldham 0.27 0.86 3.98 62.10 3.41 0.60 0.28
Rochdale 0.49 2.36 4.69 4.44 66.41 1.11 0.48
Salford 2.74 3.27 12.98 0.92 1.31 66.72 1.27
Stockport 0.33 0.30 8.67 0.30 0.38 1.07 47.89
Tameside 0.27 0.50 5.56 2.76 0.60 0.88 4.04
Trafford 0.64 0.77 14.34 0.39 0.53 3.54 1.62
Wigan 2.53 0.24 1.00 0.22 0.15 2.01 0.22
Blackburn with 1.45 0.56 0.73 0.26 0.16 0.33 0.10
Darwen
Calderdale 0.06 0.15 0.81 0.24 1.01 0.21 0.05
Cheshire East 0.21 0.20 2.47 0.19 0.22 0.53 2.89
Cheshire West
and Chester 0.18 0.11 0.98 0.13 0.07 0.24 0.37
Chorley 2.86 0.36 1.50 0.18 0.35 0.87 0.31
High Peak 0.15 0.25 2.26 0.42 0.14 0.55 3.31
Kirklees 0.13 0.13 0.49 0.36 0.28 0.13 0.12
Rossendale 0.79 571 1.29 1.25 6.33 0.66 0.29
St. Helens 0.21 0.09 0.48 0.05 0.04 0.42 0.14
Warrington 0.40 0.26 2.08 0.28 0.20 1.34 0.47
West 0.55 0.36 0.54 0.29 0.31 0.66 0.21
Lancashire
Source district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per 1,000
population of the destination district) (2011 Census)

Blackburn Cheshire
Destination with Cheshire West and
district Tameside Trafford Wigan Darwen Calderdale East Chester
Bolton 0.21 0.43 3.05 1.02 0.09 0.27 0.15
Bury 0.57 0.83 0.39 0.39 0.13 0.42 0.19
Manchester 2.12 5.13 1.03 0.45 0.45 1.88 0.99
Oldham 2.84 0.27 0.20 0.04 0.15 0.19 0.11
Rochdale 0.62 0.40 0.26 0.10 0.60 0.23 0.11
Salford 1.36 3.91 2.69 0.37 0.23 1.03 0.67
Stockport 2.82 1.42 0.23 0.13 0.06 2.76 0.43
Tameside 59.26 0.49 0.22 0.10 0.06 0.43 0.21
Trafford 0.70 49.92 0.68 0.13 0.13 1.47 0.59
Wigan 0.18 0.33 60.03 0.16 0.06 0.14 0.18
Blackburn with 0.10 0.08 0.30 64.99 0.01 0.08 0.20
Darwen
Calderdale 0.10 0.17 0.14 0.13 71.22 0.09 0.09
Cheshire East 0.37 1.50 0.32 0.05 0.14 58.34 3.01
Cheshire West 0.18 0.67 0.24 0.10 0.10 3.07 60.84
and Chester
Chorley 0.29 0.29 2.63 1.52 0.12 0.28 0.22
High Peak 3.67 0.43 0.15 0.01 0.06 1.46 0.26
Kirklees 0.26 0.12 0.09 0.07 2.66 0.13 0.16
Rossendale 0.43 0.41 0.21 1.34 0.75 0.26 0.10
St. Helens 0.07 0.12 3.10 0.02 0.03 0.20 0.27
Warrington 0.21 1.21 1.78 0.09 0.07 1.31 1.84
West 0.28 0.23 3.84 0.43 0.11 0.24 0.38
Lancashire
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Source district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per 1,000
population of the destination district) (2011 Census)

Destination Rossen- West
district Chorley High Peak Kirklees dale St. Helens | Warrington | Lancashire
Bolton 0.76 0.06 0.24 0.14 0.18 0.28 0.23
Bury 0.14 0.08 0.21 1.47 0.09 0.19 0.14
Manchester 0.39 0.47 0.75 0.30 0.34 0.96 0.27
Oldham 0.03 0.13 0.33 0.17 0.04 0.12 0.06
Rochdale 0.20 0.06 0.38 1.38 0.01 0.14 0.05
Salford 0.36 0.23 0.35 0.26 0.33 1.14 0.34
Stockport 0.10 0.88 0.17 0.09 0.03 0.24 0.04
Tameside 0.05 1.26 0.21 0.10 0.03 0.15 0.06
Trafford 0.11 0.13 0.19 0.16 0.13 0.90 0.06
Wigan 0.66 0.02 0.12 0.05 1.95 1.04 1.47
Blackburn with 0.83 0.06 0.15 0.42 0.03 0.13 0.17
Darwen
Calderdale 0.03 0.07 5.43 0.28 0.03 0.07 0.04
Cheshire East 0.10 0.55 0.12 0.05 0.11 0.65 0.11
Cheshire West 0.12 0.10 0.15 0.06 0.26 1.05 0.20
and Chester
Chorley 49.58 0.07 0.17 0.20 0.21 0.29 1.62
High Peak 0.14 55.65 0.22 0.11 0.02 0.13 0.06
Kirklees 0.04 0.15 71.02 0.05 0.04 0.11 0.06
Rossendale 0.18 0.01 0.16 55.22 0.12 0.07 0.10
St. Helens 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.03 53.19 2.45 0.88
Warrington 0.21 0.03 0.23 0.04 2.02 58.26 0.21
Wwest 1.46 0.12 0.24 0.34 1.04 0.59 48.91
Lancashire

5.61 In terms of the rate of migration from the source district to the destination

5.62

5.63

5.64

5.65

district per 1,000 population of the destination district, for Bolton, the flows to
Bury are now most significant proportionate to the size of Bury, followed by
Chorley, Salford and Wigan, whereas the order of largest absolute outflows
was Wigan, Salford and Bury.

For Bury, the flows to Rossendale are the largest relative to the population of
the destination district, followed by Salford, Bolton and Rochdale. The largest
absolute outflows were to Manchester, with Salford and Bolton close behind.

For Manchester, there are very significant outflows to Trafford and Salford,
which are the only outflow rates in the whole table that exceed 10 per 1,000
population of the destination district, and the flow rate to Stockport is also
substantial. These three districts also had the highest absolute flows.
Compared to outflow rates between other districts, the flows to Bury,
Tameside, Rochdale and Oldham are all quite high, and those to Cheshire
East, High Peak and Warrington are also reasonably significant.

For Oldham, the highest outflow rate is to Rochdale, followed by Tameside,
despite the outflow to Manchester being the highest in absolute terms. It is
notable that the flow rate to Rossendale is fourth highest, despite the absolute
flows not being in the top ten and the districts not adjoining.

For Rochdale, the flow rate to Rossendale is clearly the highest, followed by
Oldham and Bury. The second highest absolute outflow from Rochdale was to
Manchester, but the rate per 1,000 population of the destination district is
relatively low.
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5.66

For Salford, the highest flow rate is to Manchester, reflecting the fact that the

outflow to Manchester was by far the highest of any individual district from
Salford. The rates to Trafford, Bury and Bolton are also quite significant.

5.67

For Stockport, the highest flow rate is to Manchester, closely followed by

Tameside. The outflow rates to Cheshire East and High Peak are also notable
using this measure, whereas the absolute outflow to High Peak appeared
quite small and was only the sixth highest overall.

5.68

For Tameside, the highest rate was to High Peak, which was only the fourth

largest in terms of absolute flows and appeared quite small compared to
Manchester. The outflow rates to Oldham, Stockport and Manchester were
the next highest.

5.69

For Trafford, the flow rate to Manchester was greatest, with that to Salford

also quite high. The rate did not exceed 2 per 1,000 population to any other
suggesting
adjoining cities, complemented by a more modest outflow to locations such as
Cheshire East, Stockport and Warrington.

di

5.70
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For Wigan, the two largest proportionate outflows were to locations outside
Greater Manchester, namely West Lancashire, which only had the fifth

highest absolute flow from Wigan, and St. Helens, which had the third highest
absolute flow. Flow rates to Bolton and Salford were also quite high, and

these districts had the highest absolute flows, as was that to Chorley.

5.71

In terms of the districts outside Greater Manchester, the flow rate from

Cheshire East to Stockport was the only one to exceed 2 per 1,000 population
of the destination district. There were more modest outflow rates from St.
Helens and West Lancashire to Wigan, and from Rossendale to Bury and
Rochdale.

Rate of migration per 1,000 population of the source district

S

Destination district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per
1,000 population of the source district) (2011 Census)

Manch-

Source district Bolton Bury ester Oldham Rochdale Salford Stockport
Bolton 66.20 2.24 1.79 0.22 0.37 2.31 0.34
Bury 3.79 54.20 4.80 1.05 2.70 4.14 0.46
Manchester 0.83 2.05 112.00 1.78 1.97 6.03 4.88
Oldham 0.56 0.71 4.42 62.10 4.18 0.96 0.38
Rochdale 0.69 2.57 3.33 3.62 66.41 1.45 0.51
Salford 3.17 2.75 11.75 0.57 1.00 66.72 1.30
Stockport 0.30 0.20 7.83 0.22 0.36 1.05 47.89
Tameside 0.27 0.48 4.86 291 0.60 1.45 3.64
Trafford 0.53 0.68 11.40 0.27 0.38 4.03 1.77
Wigan 2.66 0.23 1.64 0.14 0.17 1.98 0.20
Blackburn with 1.92 0.49 1.54 0.07 0.15 0.58 0.26
Darwen

Calderdale 0.12 0.12 1.11 0.17 0.62 0.26 0.08
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Destination district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per
1,000 population of the source district) (2011 Census)

Manch-
Source district Bolton Bury ester Oldham Rochdale Salford Stockport
Cheshire East 0.21 0.21 2.55 0.11 0.13 0.65 2.11
Cheshire West 0.12 0.11 1.51 0.07 0.07 0.48 0.37
and Chester
Chorley 1.97 0.23 1.83 0.07 0.39 0.78 0.26
High Peak 0.18 0.17 2.57 0.33 0.13 0.58 2.75
Kirklees 0.16 0.09 0.90 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.11
Rossendale 0.57 4.00 2.25 0.56 4.30 0.90 0.37
St. Helens 0.28 0.09 0.98 0.06 0.01 0.44 0.05
Warrington 0.39 0.17 2.39 0.13 0.15 1.32 0.33
West 0.58 0.23 1.24 0.13 0.09 0.71 0.11
Lancashire
Destination district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per
1,000 population of the source district) (2011 Census)
Blackburn Cheshire
with Cheshire West and
Source district Tameside Trafford Wigan Darwen Calderdale East Chester
Bolton 0.22 0.52 2.90 0.77 0.04 0.28 0.21
Bury 0.59 0.94 0.41 0.44 0.17 0.41 0.19
Manchester 2.42 6.46 0.63 0.21 0.33 1.82 0.64
Oldham 2.69 0.40 0.31 0.17 0.22 0.31 0.19
Rochdale 0.62 0.57 0.23 0.11 0.97 0.38 0.11
Salford 0.83 3.42 2.74 0.21 0.18 0.83 0.33
Stockport 3.12 1.30 0.25 0.05 0.04 3.78 0.43
Tameside 59.26 0.72 0.26 0.07 0.10 0.62 0.27
Trafford 0.48 49.92 0.46 0.05 0.15 2.45 0.98
Wigan 0.15 0.48 60.03 0.14 0.09 0.37 0.25
Blackburn with 0.14 0.20 0.35 64.99 0.18 0.12 0.23
Darwen
Calderdale 0.06 0.15 0.09 0.01 71.22 0.26 0.16
Cheshire East 0.26 0.90 0.12 0.03 0.05 58.34 2.73
Cheshire West
and Chester 0.14 0.40 0.18 0.09 0.05 3.38 60.84
Chorley 0.11 0.23 1.96 1.14 0.07 0.35 0.37
High Peak 3.04 0.32 0.06 0.10 0.17 2.23 0.36
Kirklees 0.11 0.10 0.09 0.05 2.62 0.10 0.11
Rossendale 0.32 0.54 0.24 0.91 0.84 0.29 0.29
St. Helens 0.03 0.17 3.54 0.02 0.03 0.23 0.49
Warrington 0.16 1.01 1.64 0.09 0.07 1.20 1.71
west 0.13 0.13 4.22 0.23 0.07 0.38 0.61
Lancashire
Destination district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per
1,000 population of the source district) (2011 Census)
Rossen- West
Source district Chorley High Peak Kirklees dale St. Helens | Warrington | Lancashire
Bolton 1.11 0.05 0.19 0.20 0.13 0.29 0.22
Bury 0.21 0.12 0.31 2.10 0.09 0.29 0.22
Manchester 0.32 0.41 0.41 0.17 0.17 0.83 0.12
Oldham 0.08 0.17 0.68 0.38 0.04 0.25 0.14
Rochdale 0.18 0.06 0.56 2.03 0.03 0.19 0.16
Salford 0.40 0.21 0.24 0.19 0.31 1.15 0.31
Stockport 0.12 1.06 0.18 0.07 0.08 0.34 0.08
Tameside 0.14 1.52 0.50 0.13 0.05 0.19 0.14
Trafford 0.14 0.17 0.23 0.12 0.09 1.08 0.11
Wigan 0.89 0.04 0.12 0.04 1.71 1.13 1.34
Blackburn with 111 0.01 0.20 0.62 0.03 0.12 0.33
Darwen
Calderdale 0.06 0.02 551 0.25 0.03 0.07 0.06
Cheshire East 0.08 0.36 0.15 0.05 0.09 0.71 0.07
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Destination district (rate of migration from the source district to the destination district per
1,000 population of the source district) (2011 Census)
Manch-
Source district Bolton Bury ester Oldham Rochdale Salford Stockport
Cheshire West 0.07 0.07 0.20 0.02 0.14 1.13 0.13
and Chester
Chorley 49.58 0.12 0.14 0.11 0.19 0.39 1.51
High Peak 0.09 55.65 0.68 0.01 0.22 0.08 0.14
Kirklees 0.04 0.05 71.02 0.03 0.04 0.11 0.06
Rossendale 0.31 0.15 0.29 55.22 0.09 0.12 0.56
St. Helens 0.13 0.01 0.10 0.05 53.19 2.33 0.66
Warrington 0.15 0.06 0.23 0.02 2.13 58.26 0.32
West 1.57 0.05 0.23 0.06 1.39 0.39 48.91
Lancashire
5.72 Interms of the rate of migration to the destination district from the source

5.73

5.74

5.75

5.76

5.77

5.78

district per 1,000 population of the source district, for Bolton, the highest rates
were from Bury, Salford and Wigan, followed by Chorley.

For Bury, the flow rate from Rossendale was highest, with Salford and
Rochdale also quite significant. Manchester was fifth in terms of flow rates,
despite its absolute flow being the highest.

For Manchester, there were very high flow rates from Salford and Trafford,
and these are the only external rates above 10 per 1,000 population of the
source district in the entire table. The flow rates from Stockport, Bury,
Tameside and Oldham were also high, with those from Rochdale, High Peak,
Cheshire East, Warrington and Rossendale also above 2 per 1,000 population
of the source district. It is notable that the rates from Bolton and Wigan were
lower.

For Oldham, the highest inflow rate relative to its population was from
Rochdale, with Tameside next highest. None of the other rates exceeded 2
per 1,000 population, suggesting a relative narrow sphere of influence using
this measure.

For Rochdale, the highest inflow rate was from Rossendale, closely followed
by Oldham, with that from Bury also reasonably significant, whereas the
absolute flow from Rossendale was quite small particularly compared to the
flows from Manchester and Oldham.

For Salford, there was a substantial net inflow rate from Manchester, with
Bury and Trafford also having high rates, and to a lesser extent Bolton and
Wigan. These flow rate figures suggest that Salford has a reasonably broad
reach.

For Stockport, the highest flow rates were from Manchester and Tameside,
followed by High Peak and Cheshire East. The rate from Stockport itself
appears quite low compared to the internal rates of some of the other districts.
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5.79 For Tameside, the highest rates were from Stockport and High Peak, quite
closely followed by Oldham and Manchester. All other rates were low,
suggesting that dJd sfmencisduetdlisiited.p her e

5.80 For Trafford, there was a high flow rate from Manchester and a relatively high
rate from Salford, but no other districts had rates above 2 per 1,000
popul ation. Thi s s u-gngmtonisquite boadentrdtedarf f or d 6 s
just these two cities.

5.81 For Wigan, the highest inflow rates were from West Lancashire and St.
Helens, both of which are outside Greater Manchester. Bolton and Salford
also had reasonably significant flow rates to Wigan, and had the highest
absolute flows to Wigan.

5.82 In terms of the districts adjoining Greater Manchester, there were more
examples of flow rates from Greater Manchester districts to them that
exceeded 2 per 1,000 population than there were for the opposite measure
above. The rate from Stockport to Cheshire East was high, with that from
Trafford also quite significant. The rates from Bury and Rochdale to
Rossendale were also slightly above 2 per 1,000 population. However, given
some of the other relationships, it is notable that none of the flow rates from
Wigan to districts adjoining Greater Manchester exceeded 2 per 1,000 of its
resident population, and none of the flows from Greater Manchester districts
to Chorley or High Peak were above that figure despite the flows from those
districts to some Greater Manchester districts appearing reasonably important
in relation to the size of those districts. This shows that such flows are
relatively more important to the destination districts outside Greater
Manchester than they are to the source districts within Greater Manchester,
due to the comparative size of the districts involved.

Changing migration patterns at the district level

5.83 Itis useful to compare the results of the 2001 and 2011 Censuses to
determine whether there have been any recent changes in migration patterns
for each Greater Manchester district. The first table for each district compares
the top ten destinations for migrants from that district for the two census
years, together with the percentage of all migrants that each destination
accounts for, and also compares the top ten sources of migrants to that
district and the associated percentages. The second table compares the
gross and net flows with the whole of Greater Manchester (including the
district in question where it lies within Greater Manchester), with the whole of
England and Wales (which effectively provides the level of net domestic
migration), and with the rest of England and Wales excluding Greater
Manchester.
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Bolton

Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Bolton 73.21 | Bolton 71.43 | Bolton 74.35 | Bolton 73.04
Wigan 2.95 | Wigan 3.13 | Salford 3.04 | Wigan 3.37
Bury 2.55 | Salford 2.50 | Bury 3.00 | Salford 2.96
Salford 2.00 | Bury 2.41 | Wigan 2.83 | Bury 2.79
Chorley 1.40 | Manchester 1.93 | Manchester 1.43 | Manchester 1.67
Blackburn Blackburn
Manchester 1.16 | Chorley 1.19 | with Darwen 0.93 | with Darwen 1.13
Blackburn Blackburn
with Darwen 1.01 | with Darwen 0.83 | Chorley 0.70 | Chorley 0.84
Leeds 0.51 | Leeds 0.74 | Rochdale 0.60 | Rochdale 0.58
Trafford 0.48 | Liverpool 0.69 | Trafford 0.53 | Oldham 0.50
Lancaster 0.47 | Preston 0.67 | Liverpool 0.31 | Trafford 0.47
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From Bolton | To Bolton Net From Bolton | To Bolton Net
Greater Manchester 20,798 21,249 451 21,343 21,566 223
England and Wales 24,945 24,564 -381 25,651 25,086 -565
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 4,147 3,315 -832 4,308 3,520 -788

5.84 Wigan, Bury and Salford are consistently the three main sources and
destinations outside Bolton, although the relative importance of Wigan has
increased slightly and that of Bury has diminished slightly. The second table
shows that the total numbers of domestic migrants were marginally higher in
2010-2011 than 2000-2001, with the net outflow of domestic migrants seeing
a small increase, but these changes are limited given the total flows involved.

Bury
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Bury 63.85 | Bury 59.49 | Bury 66.46 | Bury 63.72
Bolton 4.38 | Manchester 5.27 | Manchester 5.52 | Manchester 6.55
Manchester 3.76 | Salford 454 | Salford 4.38 | Salford 4.08
Salford 2.91 | Bolton 4.16 | Bolton 3.94 | Bolton 3.93
Rossendale 2.78 | Rochdale 2.96 | Rochdale 2.86 | Rochdale 3.46
Rochdale 2.61 | Rossendale 2.30 | Rossendale 1.43 | Rossendale 1.73
Trafford 0.93 | Leeds 1.21 | Trafford 0.99 | Oldham 1.02
Oldham 0.77 | Oldham 1.15 | Oldham 0.94 | Trafford 0.97
Leeds 0.74 | Trafford 1.03 | Stockport 0.52 | Tameside 0.67
Liverpool 0.60 | Liverpool 0.88 | Tameside 0.50 | Leeds 0.53
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From Bury To Bury Net From Bury To Bury Net
Greater Manchester 13,563 13,970 407 13,523 13,416 -107
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2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From Bury To Bury Net From Bury To Bury Net
England and Wales 16,793 16,134 -659 16,863 15,743 | -1,120
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 3,230 2,164 | -1,066 3,340 2,327 | -1,013

5.85 The role of Manchester as both a source and destination of migrants for Bury
can be seen to have increased. Salford has also become a more important
destination for migrants leaving Bury, but is now a slightly less important
source of migrants. Boltonds relative i mp
changed. The overall migration levels to and from Bury were similar between
the two censuses, but there was a reasonably significant increase in the total
net domestic out-migration from the district. This was primarily the result of
Bury changing from having a net inflow from Greater Manchester to having a
small net outflow.

Manchester
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Manchester 63.06 | Manchester 65.10 | Manchester 61.88 | Manchester 60.22
Stockport 4.20 | Trafford 3.75 | Trafford 3.03 | Salford 2.94
Trafford 3.66 | Salford 3.51 | Stockport 2.55 | Trafford 2.76
Tameside 2.42 | Stockport 2.84 | Salford 2.14 | Stockport 2.37
Salford 2.09 | Tameside 1.41 | Tameside 1.26 | Tameside 1.14
Cheshire
Bury 1.44 | Bury 1.19 | East 1.07 | Oldham 1.06
Cheshire
Oldham 1.34 | Rochdale 1.15 | Oldham 1.06 | East 1.01
Rochdale 1.05 | Cheshire East 1.06 | Bury 1.00 | Bury 0.95
Cheshire East 1.04 | Oldham 1.04 | Rochdale 0.79 | Leeds 0.94
Bolton 0.57 | Liverpool 0.65 | Leeds 0.69 | Rochdale 0.75
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From To From To
Manchester | Manchester | Net Manchester | Manchester | Net
Greater Manchester 49,688 47,095 | -2,593 69,969 68,569 -1,400
England and Wales 61,942 63,123 1,181 86,562 93,567 7,005
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 12,254 16,028 3,774 16,593 24,998 8,405

5.86 Salford has become a more importance source and destination for
Manchester migrants, whereas the relative roles of Stockport and Tameside
have diminished particularly as destinations (due to the higher total flows, the
absolute flows from those two districts into Manchester actually increased, but
the absolute flows to them did decrease). Unlike many other Greater
Manchester districts, the total migration flows to and from Manchester were
considerably higher in 2010-2011 than 2000-2001. Manchester saw a very
large increase in its net migration inflows from the rest of England and Wales.
This was primarily due to a substantial increase in the net inflows from outside
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Greater Manchester, although there was also around a halving in the net
outflows from Manchester to the rest of Greater Manchester.

Oldham
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Oldham 74.06 | Oldham 69.31 | Oldham 78.35 | Oldham 75.18
Rochdale 4,70 | Manchester 4,93 | Manchester 4,20 | Manchester 4,82
Manchester 3.20 | Rochdale 4.67 | Rochdale 3.68 | Rochdale 4,12
Tameside 2.20 | Tameside 3.00 | Tameside 3.31 | Tameside 3.44
Bury 0.72 | Salford 1.07 | Bury 0.65 | Bury 1.04
Kirklees 0.65 | Leeds 0.88 | Salford 0.46 | Salford 0.72
Leeds 0.53 | Bury 0.79 | Stockport 0.38 | Kirklees 0.40
Salford 0.48 | Kirklees 0.76 | Kirklees 0.29 | Leeds 0.38
Wyre 0.40 | Bolton 0.62 | Sheffield 0.28 | Stockport 0.33
Stockport 0.39 | Liverpool 0.45 | Trafford 0.27 | Bolton 0.33
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From From
Oldham To Oldham Net Oldham To Oldham Net
Greater Manchester 18,088 18,092 4 17,251 16,824 -427
England and Wales 20,885 19,741 -1,144 20,149 18,577 -1,572
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 2,797 1,649 | -1,148 2,898 1,753 | -1,145

5.87 Manchester, Tameside and Salford have all become more important
destinations for Oldham migrants. Manchester is now also a more important
source, along with Rochdale and Bury. Total migration flows were slightly
lower in 2010-2011 than 2000-2001. There was a small increase in net
domestic outflows from Oldham, and this was largely due to it changing from
having virtually zero net migration with the rest of Greater Manchester to a
modest net outflow.

Rochdale
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)

% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Rochdale 73.46 | Rochdale 68.69 | Rochdale 75.32 | Rochdale 72.34
Oldham 3.67 | Oldham 3.74 | Oldham 5.08 | Manchester 5.10
Manchester 2.51 | Manchester 3.45 | Manchester 3.37 | Oldham 4.84
Bury 2.33 | Bury 2.66 | Bury 2.27 | Bury 2.57
Rossendale 1.72 | Rossendale 2.10 | Rossendale 1.62 | Rossendale 1.50
Salford 0.79 | Salford 1.50 | Salford 0.84 | Salford 1.20
Bolton 0.74 | Calderdale 1.01 | Calderdale 0.72 | Tameside 0.68
Leeds 0.74 | Leeds 0.95 | Bolton 0.54 | Calderdale 0.65
Calderdale 0.71 | Bolton 0.71 | Tameside 0.49 | Leeds 0.62
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Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Trafford 0.53 | Tameside 0.64 | Trafford 0.36 | Bolton 0.53
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From To From To
Rochdale Rochdale Net Rochdale Rochdale Net
Greater Manchester 16,873 17,183 310 16,936 17,199 263
England and Wales 19,818 19,329 -489 20,467 19,434 | -1,033
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 2,945 2,146 -799 3,531 2,235 | -1,296

5.88 Manchester, Bury and Salford have all become more important sources and
destinations of migrants for Rochdale. Rossendale and Calderdale are also
now more important destinations. Total migration flows were very similar
between the two censuses, and the flows within Greater Manchester were
almost identical. However, there has been an increase in the net outflow to
the rest of England and Wales, due to higher flows to locations outside
Greater Manchester.

Salford
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Salford 63.63 | Salford 58.31 | Salford 63.53 | Salford 54.46
Manchester 5.74 | Manchester 10.27 | Manchester 5.48 | Manchester 10.59
Bolton 3.18 | Trafford 2.99 | Trafford 3.18 | Trafford 3.19
Bury 3.01 | Bolton 2.77 | Bolton 2.12 | Bury 2.67
Trafford 2.87 | Bury 2.40 | Bury 2.08 | Bolton 2.23
Wigan 2.62 | Wigan 2.39 | Wigan 1.86 | Wigan 2.20
Warrington 1.06 | Stockport 1.14 | Stockport 0.78 | Tameside 1.11
Stockport 0.85 | Warrington 1.01 | Warrington 0.73 | Rochdale 1.07
Cheshire
Rochdale 0.69 | Rochdale 0.87 | East 0.70 | Stockport 1.04
Cheshire East 0.58 | Cheshire East 0.73 | Rochdale 0.66 | Warrington 0.93
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From From
Salford To Salford Net Salford To Salford Net
Greater Manchester 19,651 19,020 -631 22,047 22,730 683
England and Wales 23,524 23,561 37 26,766 28,660 1,894
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 3,873 4,541 668 4,719 5,930 1,211

5.89 The relationship between Salford and Manchester has become much more
important, and the total flows in each direction more than doubled between
the two censuses. In proportionate terms, Bolton and Wigan now appear to be
less important destinations, although the absolute flows are little changed.
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Several of the other Greater Manchester districts now contribute a higher
proportion of the flows into Salford. Total flows were higher in 2010-2011 than
2000-2001, and Salford changed from having virtually zero net migration to
having a reasonably significant net inflow. This was the result both of an
increase in the net inflows from locations outside Greater Manchester, as well
as a switch from net outflows to net inflows from the rest of Greater

Manchester.
Stockport
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Stockport 61.76 | Stockport 58.01 | Stockport 65.14 | Stockport 62.94
Manchester 6.55 | Manchester 9.48 | Manchester 11.18 | Manchester 11.40
Cheshire
Cheshire East 4.83 | Cheshire East 4.58 | East 3.45 | Tameside 3.70
Cheshire
Tameside 3.59 | Tameside 3.78 | Tameside 3.06 | East 3.63
High Peak 2.00 | Trafford 1.57 | Trafford 1.42 | Trafford 1.86
Trafford 1.35 | Sheffield 1.38 | High Peak 1.16 | Salford 1.41
Sheffield 0.75 | High Peak 1.29 | Salford 0.86 | High Peak 1.16
Salford 0.75 | Salford 1.27 | Leeds 0.44 | Sheffield 0.72
Cheshire Cheshire
West and West and
Chester 0.71 | Leeds 1.04 | Sheffield 0.42 | Chester 0.57
Leeds 0.68 | Liverpool 0.71 | Bury 0.40 | Rochdale 0.50
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From To From To
Stockport Stockport Net Stockport Stockport Net
Greater Manchester 18,561 19,406 845 17,711 17,964 253
England and Wales 24,562 23,290 | -1,272 23,386 21,555 | -1,831
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 6,001 3,884 | -2,117 5,675 3,591 | -2,084
590 Manchester has become an increasing

migrants, as to a lesser extent have the cities of Sheffield, Salford and Leeds.
The proportion of out-migrants moving to Cheshire East and High Peak has
reduced. The main sources of migrants into Stockport have all increased their
share slightly between the two censuses, but no individual districts have seen
any substantial change in their role. The absolute migration flows were slightly
lower in 2010-2011 than 2000-2001. The net out-migration from Stockport
increased by around 50%, and this was largely due to a significant reduction

in the net in-migration to Stockport from the rest of Greater Manchester.
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Tameside

Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)

% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Tameside 71.41 | Tameside 67.41 | Tameside 72.76 | Tameside 71.13
Manchester 4.03 | Manchester 5.53 | Manchester 7.72 | Manchester 6.67
Stockport 3.60 | Stockport 4.14 | Stockport 4.54 | Stockport 4.84
Oldham 3.30 | Oldham 3.31 | Oldham 2.37 | Oldham 3.31
High Peak 2.41 | High Peak 1.73 | High Peak 1.66 | High Peak 1.51
Salford 0.73 | Salford 1.64 | Trafford 0.73 | Salford 1.06
Cheshire East 0.66 | Trafford 0.82 | Salford 0.68 | Rochdale 0.72
Trafford 0.59 | Cheshire East 0.71 | Rochdale 0.38 | Bury 0.60
Leeds 0.48 | Rochdale 0.68 | Bury 0.35 | Trafford 0.59

Cheshire Cheshire
Rochdale 0.47 | Leeds 0.64 | East 0.33 | East 0.52
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From To From To
Tameside Tameside Net Tameside Tameside Net

Greater Manchester 16,856 17,464 608 16,332 16,358 26
England and Wales 19,807 19,439 -368 19,282 18,274 | -1,008
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 2,951 1,975 -976 2,950 1,916 | -1,034
5.91 Manchesterbecameamor e | mportant destinati on

migrants, but a reduced source of in-migrants. Stockport and Salford became
more significant as both sources and destinations of migrants for Tameside,
whereas High Peak saw reduced absolute flows on both measures. Total
migration flows were slightly lower in 2010-2011 than 2000-2001, and
Tameside saw an increase in the levels of net out-migration. This was
primarily a result of a significant decrease in net in-migration from the rest of
Greater Manchester, reducing to virtually zero.

Trafford
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)

% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Trafford 55.52 | Trafford 53.69 | Trafford 58.25 | Trafford 56.25
Manchester 10.03 | Manchester 12.26 | Manchester 12.47 | Manchester 16.16
Salford 3.92 | Salford 4.34 | Salford 3.71 | Salford 3.98

Cheshire
Cheshire East 2.77 | Cheshire East 2.63 | East 2.03 | Stockport 1.83
Cheshire

Stockport 1.73 | Stockport 1.90 | Stockport 1.82 | East 1.65
Warrington 1.61 | Sheffield 1.38 | Warrington 0.99 | Warrington 1.01
Cheshire
West and
Chester 1.56 | Liverpool 1.23 | Bury 0.86 | Bury 0.87
Bury 0.84 | Warrington 1.16 | Cheshire 0.73 | Tameside 0.79
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Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
West and
Chester
Leeds 0.84 | Leeds 1.10 | Bolton 0.65 | Wigan 0.76
Cheshire
West and
Tameside 0.74 | Chester 1.05 | Tameside 0.64 | Bolton 0.72
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From From
Trafford To Trafford Net Trafford To Trafford | Net
Greater Manchester 14,295 14,563 268 15,840 16,568 728
England and Wales 19,098 18,202 -896 21,068 20,109 -959
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 4,803 3,639 | -1,164 5,228 3,541 | -1,687

5.92 Manchester enhanced its role as the primary external source and destination
of migrants for Trafford. There was relatively little change in the relative role of
other locations, although flows to and from Cheshire East reduced slightly as
did flows to Warrington. Flows to Sheffield increased considerably, which
could possibly be the result of a business relocation. Absolute migration flows
saw a small increase between the censuses. The level of total net out-
migration from Trafford hardly changed, but this masked an increased net
inflow from the rest of Greater Manchester and increased net outflow to
locations outside Greater Manchester.

Wigan
Main destinations of migrants from the district Main sources of migrants to the district
2000-2001 2010-2011 2000-2001 2010-2011
(2001 Census) (2011 Census) (2001 Census) (2011 Census)
% of % of % of % of
District total District total District total District total
Wigan 75.57 | Wigan 71.54 | Wigan 75.59 | Wigan 74.42
Bolton 2.69 | Bolton 3.17 | Bolton 2.85 | Bolton 3.14
West
Lancashire 1.93 | Salford 2.36 | Salford 2.38 | Salford 2.50
St. Helens 1.82 | St. Helens 2.04 | St. Helens 2.33 | St. Helens 2.42
West West
Salford 1.69 | Manchester 1.95 | Lancashire 1.64 | Lancashire 1.82
West
Warrington 1.40 | Lancashire 1.59 | Warrington 1.50 | Warrington 1.29
Manchester 1.07 | Warrington 1.35 | Manchester 0.94 | Manchester 1.24
Chorley 0.90 | Liverpool 1.08 | Chorley 0.61 | Chorley 0.82
Liverpool 0.56 | Chorley 1.06 | Trafford 0.55 | Liverpool 0.73
Trafford 0.42 | Preston 0.75 | Liverpool 0.44 | Preston 0.43
2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From Wigan | To Wigan Net From Wigan | To Wigan Net
Greater Manchester 21,303 21,634 331 21,515 21,273 -242
England and Wales 25,864 25,855 -9 26,672 25,641 | -1,031
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2000-2001 (2001 Census) 2010-2011 (2011 Census)
Destination/source From Wigan | To Wigan Net From Wigan | To Wigan Net
Rest of E&W
excluding GM 4,561 4,221 -340 5,157 4,368 -789

5.93 The importance of different locations as sources and destinations for Wigan
migrants has seen relatively little change. Total migration flows were very
similar in the two census years, but Wigan has seen a change from effectively
zero net migration to a moderate net outflow. This was the result of both an
increase in net out-migration to locations outside Greater Manchester, and a
change from limited net inflows from the rest of Greater Manchester to a small
net outflow.

Self-containment rates and housing market areas

5.94 The Planning Practice Guidance suggests that a self-containment rate of 70%
(i.e. the proportion of household moves that are contained within a particular
area), excluding long-distance moves, could be used to define housing market
areas. There is #Wosdamiceridtti amdofwhaltomrmg@nst
vary depending on the geography of individual areas and the way in which
they function. Consequently, the data presented here generally relates to all
moves within England and Wales, and so all self-containment rates would be
likely to be several percentage points higher if long-distance moves were
excluded.

5.95 The table below shows the migration self-containment rates for individual
districts, using 2011 Census data. The middle column identifies the proportion
of migrants from the district who remained in the district, and the right-hand
column shows the proportion of migrants to the district who moved from within

the district.
Self-containment rates 2010-2011 (2011 Census)

Proportion of migrants Proportion of migrants to

from the district who the district who moved
District remained in the district from within the district
Bolton 71.43 73.04
Bury 59.49 63.72
Manchester 65.10 60.22
Oldham 69.31 75.18
Rochdale 68.69 72.34
Salford 58.31 54.46
Stockport 58.01 62.94
Tameside 67.41 71.13
Trafford 53.69 56.25
Wigan 71.54 74.42
Greater Manchester 81.04 81.10
Blackburn with Darwen 67.40 73.88
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Self-containment rates 2010-2011 (2011 Census)

Proportion of migrants Proportion of migrants to

from the district who the district who moved
District remained in the district from within the district
Calderdale 71.88 72.98
Cheshire East 63.83 63.94
Cheshire West and
Chester 62.65 65.13
Chorley 56.09 53.31
High Peak 61.61 63.16
Kirklees 73.48 73.09
Rossendale 58.36 60.98
St. Helens 68.37 71.09
Warrington 64.53 65.95
West Lancashire 56.97 56.05

5.96 Both Bolton and Wigan can be seen to have self-containment rates exceeding
70% on both measures, as do Calderdale and Kirklees outside Greater
Manchester. Using this Planning Practice Guidance threshold, they could
therefore be considered as discrete housing market areas. Oldham has the
highest self-containment rate in Greater Manchester in terms of the source of
migrants, and is only marginally below 70% for the destination of migrants.
Rochdale and Tameside also have self-containment rates above 70% using
the source measure, and just below 70% for the destination measure, as do
Blackburn with Darwen and St. Helens outside Greater Manchester. It is
notable that the Greater Manchester districts with high levels of self-
containment are in the north of the sub-region.

5.97 Trafford has the lowest self-containment rate in terms of the destination of its
migrants, just above half, and the rates for Stockport, Salford and Bury are
also below 60%. Salford has the lowest rate in terms of the source of
migrants, closely followed by Trafford, and so overall these two districts
clearly have the lowest levels of self-containment in Greater Manchester.
Chorley and West Lancashire have similarly low self-containment rates
amongst the districts adjoining Greater Manchester. Despite its wide-ranging
mi gration r el ati on sdontgnsent rdtkaisreasoeably er 6 s s el
average in terms of the destination of migration, although below average for
the source, which could partly be due to its size. The Greater Manchester
districts with the lower self-containment rates generally seem to have higher
house prices (see section 6).

5.98 The next table compares the self-containment rates from the 2001 and 2011

Censuses.
Migration self-containment rates (%)
(2001 and 2011 Censuses)
From To
District 2001 2011 2001 2011
Bolton 73.21 71.43 74.35 73.04
Bury 63.85 59.49 66.46 63.72
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Migration self-containment rates (%)
(2001 and 2011 Censuses)
From To

District 2001 2011 2001 2011
Manchester 63.06 65.10 61.88 60.22
Oldham 74.06 69.31 78.35 75.18
Rochdale 73.46 68.69 75.32 72.34
Salford 63.63 58.31 63.53 54.46
Stockport 61.76 58.01 65.14 62.94
Tameside 71.41 67.41 72.76 71.13
Trafford 55,52 53.69 58.25 56.25
Wigan 75.57 71.54 75.59 74.42
Greater Manchester 81.51 81.04 82.80 81.10
Blackburn with Darwen 73.39 67.40 77.59 73.88
Calderdale 73.76 71.88 75.50 72.98
Cheshire East 65.13 63.83 64.67 63.94
Cheshire West and Chester 61.85 62.65 62.10 65.13
Chorley 59.74 56.09 57.05 53.31
High Peak 63.13 61.61 62.31 63.16
Kirklees 74.99 73.48 73.59 73.09
Rossendale 64.18 58.36 67.17 60.98
St Helens 71.69 68.37 74.02 71.09
Warrington 65.30 64.53 65.48 65.95
West Lancashire 62.68 56.97 61.00 56.05
5.99 All districts within Greater Manchester saw a reduction in their self-

5.100

5.101

containment rates between the two censuses, except for Manchester which
had a modest increase in the proportion of people who remained within the
district when moving from an address in Manchester. Greater Manchester as
a whole also saw a reduction in its self-containment rates. A similar picture is
seen for most of the districts that adjoin Greater Manchester.

The scale of the reduction varied between districts, with Bury, Oldham,
Rochdale, Salford, Tameside and Wigan all seeing a reduction of four

percentage points or more in the oO6fromb
had a reduction of less than two percentage points. The scale of reduction in
the 60tod measure was typically | ower fo

measure. However, Salford was a clear exception to this, with its self-
containment rate reducing by more than nine percentage points, and

Manchester seeing a small reduction compat

measure. These figures suggest that each district is becoming more
integrated with its surroundings, and this is particularly the case for Salford.
This is important to take into account when considering how housing need
could be met in the future, and demonstrates that housing markets continually
evolve.

Unsurprisingly, as the geographical area under consideration becomes larger,
levels of self-containment generally increase. The next table sets out the self-
containment rates for selected combinations of districts. These combinations
have been chosen on the basis of the main sources and destinations for
individual districts, which are discussed below, and the housing market areas
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that have previously been identified. A comparison of rates for 2001 and 2011

is also included.

Migration self-containment rates (%)

From To
Districts 2001 2011 2001 2011
Combinations of two districts
Including Bolton
Bolton and Bury 72.73 69.80 74.59 72.68
Bolton and Salford 71.13 67.37 71.64 65.70
Bolton and Wigan 77.23 74.64 77.83 76.99
Bolton and Blackburn with Darwen 74.48 71.24 76.78 74.63
Bolton and Chorley 71.10 68.76 70.99 68.90
Including Bury
Bury and Bolton 72.73 69.80 74.59 72.68
Bury and Manchester 65.16 66.04 64.73 62.48
Bury and Rochdale 71.51 67.33 73.83 71.45
Bury and Salford 66.69 61.99 67.73 60.91
Bury and Blackburn with Darwen 68.83 63.60 72.17 68.85
Bury and Rossendale 66.90 62.01 69.75 65.96
Including Manchester
Manchester and Bury 65.16 66.04 64.73 62.48
Manchester and Oldham 67.64 67.67 67.61 64.39
Manchester and Rochdale 66.98 67.37 66.42 63.81
Manchester and Salford 66.31 68.60 65.37 63.60
Manchester and Stockport 67.56 67.84 67.63 64.79
Manchester and Tameside 67.89 67.68 67.22 64.05
Manchester and Trafford 66.44 68.28 66.21 64.65
Manchester and Cheshire East 65.16 66.29 64.21 62.67
Including Oldham
Oldham and Manchester 67.64 67.67 67.61 64.39
Oldham and Rochdale 77.96 73.20 81.22 78.21
Oldham and Tameside 75.51 71.54 78.42 76.55
Oldham and Calderdale 74.11 70.81 77.16 74.26
Oldham and High Peak 71.25 67.32 74.99 71.81
Oldham and Kirklees 74.99 72.48 75.50 74.13
Including Rochdale
Rochdale and Bury 71.51 67.33 73.83 71.45
Rochdale and Manchester 66.98 67.37 66.42 63.81
Rochdale and Oldham 77.96 73.20 81.22 78.21
Rochdale and Calderdale 74.32 71.09 76.14 73.50
Rochdale and Rossendale 73.53 68.90 75.79 72.43
Including Salford
Salford and Bolton 71.13 67.37 71.64 65.70
Salford and Bury 66.69 61.99 67.73 60.91
Salford and Manchester 66.31 68.60 65.37 63.60
Salford and Trafford 63.34 59.86 64.64 58.71
Salford and Wigan 72.02 67.29 71.97 66.22
Salford and Warrington 65.37 62.02 65.38 60.02
Including Stockport
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Migration self-containment rates (%)
From To

Districts 2001 2011 2001 2011
Stockport and Manchester 67.56 67.84 67.63 64.79
Stockport and Tameside 69.67 66.20 72.34 70.92
Stockport and Cheshire East 67.12 64.69 68.34 66.90
Stockport and High Peak 64.44 60.69 66.83 64.86
Including Tameside
Tameside and Manchester 67.89 67.68 67.22 64.05
Tameside and Oldham 75.51 71.54 78.42 76.55
Tameside and Stockport 69.67 66.20 72.34 70.92
Tameside and High Peak 71.92 67.90 72.61 71.02
Including Trafford
Trafford and Manchester 66.44 68.28 66.21 64.65
Trafford and Salford 63.34 59.86 64.64 58.71
Trafford and Cheshire East 63.35 61.55 64.15 62.72
Trafford and Warrington 61.46 59.86 63.12 61.99
Including Wigan
Wigan and Bolton 77.23 74.64 77.83 76.99
Wigan and Salford 72.02 67.29 71.97 66.22
Wigan and Chorley 72.52 68.85 71.65 69.89
Wigan and St. Helens 76.84 73.35 77.74 76.29
Wigan and Warrington 73.28 70.23 73.37 72.53
Wigan and West Lancashire 74.52 70.18 73.96 71.92
Selected combinations of three or four
districts
Bolton, Bury, Wigan 76.19 73.07 77.39 76.05
Bolton, Bury, Salford, Wigan 76.79 73.18 77.65 73.81
Oldham, Rochdale, Tameside 77.94 73.85 80.60 78.59
Manchester, Oldham, Rochdale, Tameside 74.45 72.69 74.95 71.04
Manchester, Stockport, Trafford 69.97 70.60 70.63 68.40
Manchester, Salford, Trafford 69.70 71.88 69.49 67.87
Manchester, Stockport, Tameside 71.94 70.85 72.25 68.64
Bolton, Salford, Wigan 76.02 72.47 76.38 72.19
Bolton, Wigan, Chorley 76.06 73.43 76.00 74.76
Bolton, Wigan, St. Helens 77.79 75.23 78.81 77.73
Bury, Oldham, Rochdale 75.90 71.61 79.05 76.57
Oldham, Rochdale, Calderdale 77.21 73.44 79.98 77.13
Oldham, Rochdale, Kirklees 76.93 73.86 77.81 76.10
Oldham, Rochdale, Rossendale 77.56 72.97 80.85 77.73
Oldham, Calderdale, Kirklees 76.99 75.18 77.83 76.75
Stockport, Tameside, High Peak 71.65 67.74 73.82 72.05
Oldham, Tameside, High Peak 75.25 71.25 77.49 75.67
Wigan, St. Helens, Warrington 76.21 73.22 76.89 75.73
Wigan, St. Helens, West Lancashire 76.47 72.56 76.75 74.65
Manchester, Oldham, Stockport, Tameside 74.46 72.84 75.41 71.60
Manchester, Salford, Stockport, Trafford 72.26 73.65 72.80 70.91
Manchester, Salford, Trafford, Wigan 72.26 73.29 72.09 70.28
Manchester, Stockport, Tameside, Trafford 73.51 73.01 74.31 71.49
Bolton, Bury, Oldham, Rochdale 77.19 73.66 79.78 77.67
Bolton, Salford, Wigan, Warrington 75.45 72.40 75.79 72.47
Bury, Oldham, Rochdale, Tameside 76.60 72.80 79.33 77.58
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Migration self-containment rates (%)
From To
Districts 2001 2011 2001 2011
Bury, Oldham, Rochdale, Rossendale 76.90 72.63 80.14 77.48
Oldham, Rochdale, Stockport, Tameside 75.50 71.85 78.53 76.88
Oldham, Rochdale, Tameside, High Peak 77.51 73.41 79.71 77.76
Oldham, Rochdale, Tameside, Kirklees 77.24 74.28 78.23 76.87
Oldham, Rochdale, Calderdale, Kirklees 78.44 76.07 79.51 78.14
5.102 What is immediately apparent is that virtually all combinations of districts have

5.103

5.104

5.105

5.106

seen a reduction in their self-containment rates between the two censuses.
This reinforces the similar message that appeared when looking at individual
districts.

These larger areas do not necessarily result in higher levels of self-
containment than for the individual districts, where one of those districts
already had a high level of self-containment. For example, Bolton has a self-
containment rate for out-migration of 71.43%, but the rates in combination
with adjoining districts are all lower except in the case of Wigan when the self-
containment level increases to 74.64%. A similar picture is seen when looking
at the combinations with adjoining districts involving Oldham, Rochdale,
Tameside and Wigan.

The self-containment rates can increase by several percentage points when
districts with low individual self-containment rates are combined with adjoining
districts, as can be seen for Bury, Salford, Stockport and Trafford. However, in
some cases they are actually reducing the self-containment rates for the
district they are being combined with. For example, Bury has an out-migration
self-containment rate of 59.49%, but when combined with Bolton the self-
containment rate increases considerably to 69.80%, which is lower than

Bol t onds i fwahtaivmerd ata of 71s48%. This highlights the
complexity of interrelationships between different districts and the challenges
of identifying discrete housing market areas. It also shows that some districts
effectively have more open borders than others.

The combinations of three or four districts all start to give similar levels of self-
containment, in the low to mid 70s, with a few notable exceptions. Three of
the four-district combinations involving Manchester have in-migration self-
containment rates around 68%, and none are significantly above 70%, again
highlighting that Manchester has a comparatively broad reach. The
combination of Stockport, Tameside and High Peak appears to have a quite
low level of out-migration self-containment given their geographical proximity.
This does not mean that there are not significant flows between them, but that
each district also has important relationships with other districts outside that
combination.

The fact that the combinations of three or four districts generally give similar
self-containment rates once again highlights the difficulties of defining housing
market areas using this measure. The figures also show that artificial areas
can be constructed in order to give high levels of self-containment. The
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highest level of out-migration self-containment in the table, and the second
highest level for in-migration, is for the four-district combination of Oldham,
Rochdale, Calderdale and Kirklees. However, this results from the high levels
of self-containment that each district has individually, and that Oldham and
Rochdale have between them, rather than indicating any strong relationships
between the two Greater Manchester districts and the two West Yorkshire
districts.

Previously identified housing market areas

5.107 Ward-level migration data from the 2011 Census?’ can be used to calculate
the self-containment rates of the housing market areas that have previously
been identified in the North West and Greater Manchester Strategic Housing
Market Assessments from 2008. Ward boundary changes mean that a precise
replication of those housing market areas is impossible, particularly in terms
of whether parts of north-east Trafford should be within the Greater
Manchester Central or Greater Manchester South areas. The table below
identifies the wards/districts that have been included within each housing
market area for the purposes of this analysis.

Previously identified housing market areas (GM SHMA and NW SHMA)

District North West North East South Central
Bolton - All wards
Bury - All wards
Manchester - Charlestown - Baguley - Ancoats and
- Higher Blackley - Brooklands Clayton
- Moston - Burnage - Ardwick
- Chorlton - Bradford
- Chorlton Park - Cheetham
- Didsbury East - City Centre
- Didsbury West - Crumpsall
- Fallowfield - Gorton North
- Northenden - Gorton South
- Old Moat - Harpurhey
- Sharston - Hulme
- Whalley Range - Levenshulme
- Withington - Longsight
- Woodhouse Park | - Miles Platting and
Newton Heath
- Moss Side
- Rusholme
Oldham - All wards
Rochdale - All wards
Salford - Barton - Broughton
- Boothstown and - Claremont
Ellenbrook - Irwell Riverside
- Cadishead - Kersal
- Eccles - Langworthy
- Irlam - Ordsall
- Little Hulton - Weaste and
- Pendlebury Seedley

%" Office for National Statistics, 2011 Special Migration Statistics United Kingdom - Ward Level -
Safeguarded [computer file], ESRC/JISC Census Programme, Census Interaction Data Service,
University of Leeds and University of St. Andrews
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Previously identified housing market areas (GM SHMA and NW SHMA)

District North West North East South Central
- Swinton North
- Swinton South
- Walkden North
- Walkden South
- Winton
- Worsley
Stockport - All wards
Tameside - All wards
Trafford - All wards except - Clifford
Clifford
Wigan - All wards

5.108 The two tables below show the proportion of moves contained within the
housing market areas and Greater Manchester. The first table relates to those
moving from each housing market area, and the second involves those
moving to each housing market area. The self-containment rates are shown in

bold.

% of moves from each housing market area in left-hand column that
From are to each housing market area in the other columns (2011 Census)
housing Greater
market area | North West | North East South Central Manchester
North West 73.01 1.99 2.35 441 81.75
North East 3.09 73.12 3.21 5.04 84.46
South 2.36 2.63 61.05 10.71 76.75
Central 6.00 5.63 17.29 52.90 81.82
Greater
Manchester 23.62 18.79 21.53 17.10 81.04

% of moves to each housing market area in left-hand column that are

from each housing market area in the other columns (2011 Census)
To housing Greater
market area | North West | North East South Central Manchester
North West 75.48 2.47 2.27 4.84 85.06
North East 2.72 77.48 3.35 6.02 89.57
South 2.51 2.66 60.60 14.44 80.20
Central 5.20 4.61 11.72 48.74 70.27
Greater
Manchester 23.49 18.79 20.46 18.35 81.10

5.109 What is immediately apparent is the variation in the self-containment rates for
the four housing market areas. The self-containment rates for the North West
and North East areas are above the 70% threshold, whereas those for the
South area are only just above 60%, and those for the Central area are
around 50%. This could suggest that self-containment levels are higher in the
northern parts of Greater Manchester, which the figures for individual districts
discussed above would seem to confirm with the exception of Bury. The
figures clearly show quite significant movements between the South and
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Central areas, particularly in terms of those moving from the Central area to
the South area, but the figures for the opposite direction are also noticeably

higher than those between any of the other housing market areas.

5.110 The containment within Greater Manchester of moves to and from each

housing market area also varies. Almost 90% of those moving to the North
East area and more than 85% of those moving to the North West area come
from within Greater Manchester. In contrast, only 70% of those moving to the
Central area come from within the sub-region, highlighting the distinctive role
of that part of Greater Manchester. There is less deviation between the four
housing market areas in terms of the proportion of those moving from them
who are retained within Greater Manchester. However, the South area has
the lowest proportion at just under 77%.

5.111 The strong interaction between the South and Central areas suggests that the
boundaries between the two may be quite fluid. For example, if the nine wards
of Burnage, Chorlton, Chorlton Park, Didsbury East, Didsbury West,
Fallowfield, Old Moat, Whalley Range and Withington are moved from the
South to the Central housing market area, then the self-containment rates

increase significantly as shown below.

% of moves from each housing market area in left-hand column to

From each housing market area in the other columns (2011 Census)

housing South Central Greater

market area | North West | North East reduced expanded | Manchester

North West 73.01 1.99 1.66 5.09 81.75

North East 3.09 73.12 2.43 5.82 84.46

South

reduced 2.72 3.13 60.46 9.90 76.20

Central

expanded 4.74 4.49 7.11 64.30 80.64

Greater

Manchester 23.62 18.79 13.79 24.83 81.04
% of moves to each housing market area in left-hand column from

each housing market area in the other columns (2011 Census)

To housing South Central Greater

market area | North West | North East reduced expanded | Manchester

North West 75.48 2.47 1.70 5.40 85.06

North East 2.72 77.48 2.60 6.77 89.57

South

reduced 2.88 3.27 63.68 13.61 83.45

Central

expanded 4.22 3.73 4.97 58.75 71.68

Greater

Manchester 23.49 18.79 13.28 25.54 81.10
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5.112 The self-containment rates for the smaller South area are similar to the
original South housing market area, with a reduction of less than 1 percentage
point on the 6from6é measure and an increa
measure. In contrast, the expansion of the Central area results in much higher
levels of self-containment, increasing by more than 11 percentage points on
t he Ofr omd bnye alsOurpee racnednt age points on the
flows between the smaller South and larger Central areas are still higher than
between other area combinations, particularly in terms of the relative
importance of the Central area to the South area, but to a lesser degree than
within the original such areas.

5.113 The self-containment rates for the four housing market areas are not
especially high, and do not always compare that favourably with other
geographies involving the same districts, as shown in the table below using
figures discussed earlier. This remains the case if the expanded Central area
and reduced South area are used.

% of moves contained within the area

OFr omobé g 060Tod se
Area containment containment
South housing market area 61.05 60.60
South housing market area reduced 60.46 63.68
Stockport and Manchester 67.84 64.79
Stockport and Tameside 66.20 70.92
Stockport and Cheshire East 64.69 66.90
Stockport and High Peak 60.69 64.86
North East housing market area 73.12 77.48
Oldham and Rochdale 73.20 78.21
Oldham, Rochdale and Tameside 73.85 78.59
North West housing market area 73.01 75.48
Bolton and Wigan 74.64 76.99
Bolton, Bury and Wigan 73.07 76.05
Central housing market area 52.90 48.74
Central housing market area expanded 64.30 58.75
Manchester 65.10 60.22
Salford 58.31 54.46
Trafford 53.69 56.25

5.114 The whole of Stockport is contained within the South housing market area, but
it has higher self-containment rates when combined with Manchester, with
Tameside, with Cheshire East, or, on one measure, with High Peak,
suggesting that the use of the South area boundary is not particularly helpful.
The combination of Oldham and Rochdale has a slightly higher self-
containment rate than the North East area as a whole, as does the
combination of Oldham, Rochdale and Tameside. The inclusion of Salford
West within the North West area results in marginally lower self-containment
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