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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 

• Following the introduction of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004, Knowsley Council, like all other local authorities, is in the process of 
developing policies for the new Local Development Framework (LDF). This 
process has been branded ‘Plan Knowsley’. 

 
• As part of the LDF process, Knowsley Council must prepare its Core 

Strategy to guide the location and form of land use and development to 
take place in the borough over the next 25 years.  

 
• This report details the findings of a series of interactive stakeholder 

engagement workshops designed and facilitated by Vision Twentyone on 
behalf of Knowsley Council during July 2008. The primary objective of the 
‘Plan Knowsley’ workshops was to establish an initial understanding of the 
views of key local stakeholders, working towards the creation of a vision 
for the emerging Core Strategy. 

 
• Workshops were held in, and pertained to, four township areas of 

Knowsley: Halewood; Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village; 
Kirkby; and Huyton. They were publicised to a wide range of key 
stakeholders living and/or working within the borough by way of a letter 
and flyer, followed up with reminder phone calls and/or emails. 
Participants brought with them considerable expertise at both a strategic 
and local level. 

 
• The workshops followed a similar structure, comprising three basic phases. 

The initial phase of each session focussed on definition and discovery, and 
included presentations by Vision Twentyone and Knowsley Council’s 
Forward Planning Team (see image 1 below).  
 
Image 1: Stage 1 – Definition and Discovery 
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• In the second phase (illustrated in images 2 and 3), participants were split 
into groups and took part in an interactive, structured discussion on three 
or four of the following key topics: 

o Housing 
o Employment, retail and town centres 
o Transport 
o Health, recreation and sport 
o Environment and Green Belt. 

 
 Images 2 and 3: Stage 2 – Scoping the issues and gathering evidence 

 
 

• In the third and final phase, Vision Twentyone’s digital voting equipment 
was utilised to allow participants to share their individual thoughts on key 
questions relating to each of the topics outlined above (see images 4-6). 
The findings of the digital vote provide a snapshot of opinion to 
complement the more in-depth information gathered through group 
discussions. 

 
Images 4 – 6: Stage 3 – Digital vote 

 
 

• An analysis of participants’ evaluation forms indicates that stakeholders 
overwhelmingly approved of the workshop process.  In addition, many 
expressed the view that additional consultation with both stakeholders and 
the wider community is desirable as the preparation of the Local 
Development Framework for Knowsley moves forward.   
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• A full report on the stakeholder engagement workshops will be available to 
download from Knowsley Council’s website later in the year. There will also 
be further opportunities for involvement in the production of the Core 
Strategy. 

 
• Vision Twentyone would like to express our appreciation to all those who 

took time out of their schedules to attend an area workshop in order to 
help ‘Plan Knowsley’. 

 
2.0 KEY FINDINGS 
 
2.1 Knowsley’s Key Attributes 
 

• From participants’ comments, Knowsley’s four key attributes can be 
summarised as:  

o Abundance of open space 
o Good road and rail links 
o Community-minded 
o Ambitious and forward-looking, with effective partnership working. 

 
• The semi-rural environment of Knowsley was seen as a particular attribute, 

with participants praising both the quality and quantity of public open 
space/Green Belt land in the borough. Participants praised Knowsley’s 
good transport links, and the borough was seen to be a friendly and 
welcoming one. Knowsley was also admired for its ambition, openness to 
new ideas and willingness to embrace change. Strong partnership working 
between agencies (for example between PCTs and the Council) was seen 
to be advantageous. 

 
2.2 Halewood 
 
2.2.1 Housing  
 

• Participants indicated that a wide range of housing types are available, 
including both social and privately owned housing.  However, participants 
noted disparities in the quality of housing. Priorities for the location of new 
housing in Halewood were the identification of new sites/regeneration 
areas, locating housing in the town centre, and maximising numbers in 
existing urban areas. Affordable and starter homes were priorities in terms 
of housing type. Maintaining a mix or balance of housing types was also 
perceived to be important.   

 
• Participants suggested that relatively new estates within Halewood often 

lack, or are isolated from facilities necessary to support their residents –
thus putting an additional strain on existing resources.  

 
• It was felt that the Bridgefield Forum site might be developed as an 

integrated mix of sheltered/affordable housing and starter homes. 
Community facilities would need to be carefully planned to support the 
needs of any sheltered housing schemes in the area.  
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2.2.2 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• Participants indicated that a lot of employment for Halewood residents is 
outside the township, and indeed the borough.  It was suggested that any 
new jobs created within Halewood need to be directed towards the local 
community.  A number of participants raised concerns that public sector 
employment was low within Halewood.  There appear to be few options for 
further expansion of business parks in the area, given the constraints of 
the boarder with Liverpool City Council and the Green Belt.    

 
• It was suggested that the Jaguar Expansion Land (Employment Allocation 

E1) land could be used for smaller, starter businesses that would support 
the local workforce.  

 
• Participants indicated that Halewood currently has a good environment 

and places to congregate.  Participants expected the attributes currently 
lacking within Halewood district centre to be provided as part of the 
Ravenscourt development. 

 
• Participants indicated that they would like to see a mixture of activities 

(formal and informal) taking place in any community space planned for the 
future.  

 
2.2.3 Transport 

 
• According to participants at the Halewood workshop, there are no real 

problems travelling out of Knowsley, with good connections to Liverpool 
and Manchester. Road links to Halewood were seen to be very good, and 
rail links adequate.  

 
• However, participants overwhelmingly stated that they did not find it easy 

to travel around Halewood, and/or from Halewood to other areas of 
Knowsley. The bus service in Halewood was described as poor, and 
Halewood residents were often forced to use private transport, where this 
option was available to them.  A key aim for the future should be to provide 
a range of transport options within Halewood so that residents do not 
need to rely on private transport. 

 
• With regard to the expansion of Liverpool John Lennon Airport, 

participants suggested that the proposed road linking the airport to Speke 
Boulevard near to the Jaguar plant would be beneficial for Halewood only, 
but would be essential if the Liverpool Airport expansion went ahead. 
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2.2.4 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• A number of characteristics of Halewood were seen to promote healthy 
living, such as the Country Parks, which offer some opportunities for 
cycling and walking. Halewood Triangle was identified as a key asset.  
Participants were able to identify sport and leisure facilities within 
Halewood for young people and for the elderly, although a shortage of 
football for all age groups was suggested as a deficiency. 

 
• Health facilities in the area were seen to be good at present, with the 

potential to be excellent in the future. Improvements to transportation 
would allow people to access services and facilities that promote healthy 
living. 

 
2.2.5 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified a range of environmental assets within Halewood. 
The majority of these sites were seen to be important, providing a visual 
amenity, promoting health through community and sports use, and having 
environmental benefits. Areas of poor quality environment were also 
indentified.    

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change, which included:  
o The creation of a working party to look at the issue 
o The development of greener homes 
o Improved public transport links into the borough, such as Park and 

Ride schemes. 
 
2.3 Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village 
 
2.3.1 Housing  
 

• Participants were able to indicate areas of good quality housing, for 
example in Cronton. The cost of housing was seen to be prohibitive.  As 
well as social housing, participants highlighted a need for more bungalows 
for the elderly, and for sheltered housing within Prescot and Whiston, 
especially for people with mental health issues. A mix of housing types and 
developments was thought to be desirable to attract a mix of people. 

 
• Knowsley Village and Cronton were said to be constrained by Green Belt, 

and Prescot to be running out of brownfield sites. The area is perceived to 
be reaching saturation point, putting additional strain on the limited 
facilities in the area.  

 
• Participants’ priorities for locating new housing in Prescot, Whiston, 

Cronton and Knowsley Village are locating some in town centres, 
maximising numbers in existing urban areas, developing new 
sites/regeneration areas and maximising numbers in areas currently 
designated for more housing. 
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• Participants noted that the design of new housing needs to be more eco-
friendly, and that as well as housing, the skills of the population need to be 
developed.  

 
2.3.2 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• The majority of participants felt that existing employment provision in 
Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village does not meet current 
need. Education was seen as key to improving employment opportunities. 

 
• Participants were largely in favour of expanding and improving sites that 

already exist rather than developing new employment sites. If new sites are 
developed, it was suggested that this should not be on the Green Belt.  

 
• Participants indicated that Prescot currently has facilities for community 

use and evening leisure activities, although the latter were perceived to be 
limited for young people. There were mixed opinions on whether Prescot 
had specialist shopping, a community focal point, or places to meet 
friends. Again, the latter were seen to be limited for young people. Top-up 
shopping and accessible bulk shopping outlets were said to be insufficient.  

 
• The topography of Prescot makes it difficult for some groups to walk 

between the town centre and Cables Retail Park where the majority of bulk 
shopping is located. 

 
• Prescot was said to lack identity. The historic heritage of the centre should 

be cherished and enhanced. Shaw Lane, Prescot was said to be a particular 
area of blight, needing urgent attention, as were parts of Whiston, where 
some premises have been derelict for up to 15 years. Participants 
suggested that this may indicate that shops are not required within these 
areas. 

 
2.3.3 Transport 
 

• The majority of participants travelled by car, stating that public transport 
options are limited. Train services were said to be well run, but should be 
better coordinated to link in with other forms of transport. Some 
participants wanted the Mersey Tram to be established. However, others 
felt that despite the tram’s green credentials, an improved bus service 
would be more desirable.   

 
• Better provision for short and long distance bike journeys were 

recommended to encourage cycling. The Whiston Gateway linking Prescot 
to Stadt Moers was seen to be a good idea, and could perhaps link to 
services such as schools. 
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2.3.4 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Areas of Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village thought to 
promote healthy lifestyles included parks and open spaces. Participants 
were able to identify activities for young people and for a mix of ages. 

 
• Health facilities in the area were generally said to be poor. Participants 

highlighted a lack of commercial leisure facilities, with existing leisure 
facilities such as the swimming pool and leisure centre past their sell-by-
date and in need of investment. 

 
• Participants noted that many of the sporting facilities planned within the 

Cables development had not materialised. Provision for outdoor sports 
was also said to be poor. The area would benefit from a wider range of 
leisure facilities. A number of participants advocated the development of a 
state-of-the-art leisure centre, incorporating a swimming pool. 

 
• The idea of relocating the Prescot Cables Football Club to a new ground 

and redeveloping the land for housing was somewhat unpopular. 
 
2.3.5 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified key environmental assets in each of the areas 
covered by the workshop. Some of these were considered well used, and 
others were not. A number of areas of poor quality/environment were also 
identified.   

 
• Issues of anti-social behaviour and security were said to keep people away 

from some areas. Participants also identified local issues with neglected 
and vandalised buildings and flooding.  

 
• Various improvements were recommended to improve the environment in 

Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village. Overall, participants 
suggested that sites for public use need to be well located, safe, publicised, 
and of a good quality. 

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change, which included:  
o Protect the green belt 
o Discourage people from paving gardens 
o Improve public transport and persuade people out of cars. 
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2.4 Kirkby 
 
2.4.1 Housing  
 

• Kirkby was said to be physically (as well as economically and socially) 
divided, with a mixture of upmarket, modern, generally good quality 
housing found alongside poorly designed and neglected 1960’s former 
council stock. Some participants felt there was a link between poor quality 
housing in Kirkby and problems with anti-social behaviour. There was also 
said to be a lack of cohesion between new and old communities in Kirkby. 

 
• Participants’ priorities for locating new housing in Kirkby were identifying 

new regeneration areas and sites and maximising numbers in existing 
urban areas, with mixed views on other possible options. 

 
• Participants suggested that the Council should aim for a mix of housing 

and tenure types linked to population projections and identified needs 
within Kirkby. Specific needs included starter homes; affordable family 
housing/shared ownership housing; and housing tailored to an ageing 
population. Affordable housing was said to be a particular problem 
towards the north of Kirkby. Participants also felt that creative solutions 
are needed, as the market alone is not delivering the type and quality of 
housing required.  

 
• In general, participants felt that regeneration/remodelling of the type seen 

in Tower Hill may not be appropriate for other areas in Kirkby.  Participants 
did not identify sites for development other than Tower Hill and the old 
stadium, indicating that regeneration of the existing stock needs to be the 
priority. 

 
2.4.2 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• In general, participants felt that existing employment provision in Kirkby 
does not meet current needs. A number of participants indicated that 
young people in particular have low aspirations in terms of skilled 
employment. Participants also suggested that Kirkby has a low skills base 
and needs to ensure its residents are ‘work ready’, with more 
apprenticeship places desirable. 

 
• Participants thought that there was scope for improvement in existing 

business parks/employment areas in Kirkby.  Knowsley Industrial Park was 
singled out as suffering from a lack of investment. A number of 
participants felt that the existing allocations within the UDP and former 
industrial land can provide enough sites for growth, and that since existing 
sites are vacant, the priority should be to fully utilise these. 
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• Kirkby (particularly north Kirkby) was seen to be fairly well equipped in 
terms of community buildings. Participants had mixed opinions on the 
general environment in Kirkby, with the quality of local parks being one 
area of criticism. Kirkby town centre was said to be poorly designed and 
lacking in character, with a shortage of links for pedestrians discouraging 
entry. 

 
• Other facilities and amenities that were seen to be particularly desirable 

included a theatre/performance space, if not delivered by the BSF project; 
a swimming pool or multi-use games area that was less expensive than 
present facilities; and ‘safe spaces’ for young people. It was suggested that 
a town square could provide a performance space, community facilities, 
and places to eat, and that fostering a night-time economy would be 
advantageous. 

 
• Participants felt that a ‘Plan B’ involving proper investment was needed in 

case the proposed Tesco/Everton retail/stadium scheme does not 
proceed. Regeneration projects should focus on the centre of the town, 
keeping the green space to the south of Kirkby. 

 
2.4.3 Transport 
 

• Participants gave mixed responses with regard to whether they found it 
easy to travel around Kirkby and/or to other areas in Knowsley.   

 
• Public transport infrastructure was described as poor. Participants 

indicated that it is easier to travel into Liverpool than across Knowsley.  The 
bus service in Kirkby, as in other Knowsley townships, was said to be 
limited in the evenings and at night. The provision of cycle routes and 
secure storage for bikes was said to be insufficient.  

 
• With regard to private transport, the multi-storey car park in Kirkby was 

said to be oversubscribed and of poor quality.  
 

• Participants felt that transport links from residential areas to industrial 
parks were poor. In order to improve access from housing to employment 
areas, businesses could facilitate cycle routes, develop employer transport 
schemes, promote car sharing schemes, increase the regularity of the 
shuttle bus into local estates, and/or put on a shuttle bus to the town 
centre.  

 
2.4.4 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Participants identified various areas of Kirkby that could be seen to 
promote healthy lifestyles. Some of these were considered well used, and 
others were not.  

 
• Overall, there was a mixed opinion on whether health facilities in Kirkby are 

good or poor. Kirkby leisure centre was used as an example of good 
facility, whilst Tower Hill, the Old Rough, Warrenhouse, and Mill Farm were 
considered poor. 
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• A number of potential barriers to healthy lifestyles were suggested.  With 

regard to young people, participants suggested that a small minority deter 
the rest of the youth population from using facilities. More provision for 
girls was also recommended.  

 
• With regard to the elderly, participants suggested that facilities are 

available but underutilised. 
 

• In general, participants felt that territorial thinking may be a barrier to 
accessing certain facilities. Participants suggested a number of possible 
ways in which this may be overcome.   

 
2.4.5 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified key environmental assets in Kirkby. Some of these 
were considered well used and/or of a good quality, whilst others were not.  

 
• Ideas for enhancing urban areas deemed to be of poor quality included 

improving street cleaning, reducing fly-tipping, and encouraging shops to 
take responsibility for their immediate vicinities. It was suggested that local 
education providers could be involved in improving the environment.  
Participants indicated that local green space should be protected.   

 
• Some features of the built environment were thought to contribute to anti-

social behaviour.   
 

• The proposal to lose some green space in Tower Hill and use the 
investment generated to create better quality facilities in the remaining 
green space was thought to be a good idea. 

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change, which included:  
o Protect the green belt 
o Discourage people from paving gardens 
o Improve public transport and persuade people out of cars 
o New developments should be carbon neutral/the Council should 

demand new build properties meet eco-homes standard. 
 
2.5 Huyton 
 
2.5.1 Housing  
 

• Participants suggested that at present, there is not enough housing 
available in Huyton, and an insufficient mix of housing types. Social 
housing was said to be in short supply. A mix of housing was seen to be 
necessary for the future. 
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• Priorities included social housing, affordable and starter homes, sheltered 
housing for the elderly and disabled, housing to appeal to a more affluent 
workforce, and ‘eco-friendly’ housing. The management of housing, as well 
as type of housing, was thought to be significant. 

 
• Priorities for the regeneration of Stockbridge Village were to address 

social issues, provide employment opportunities, establish a good physical 
environment, and improve housing and shopping.  

 
• It was noted that Stockbridge Village would not want new homes built on 

green space. In addition, the Council should try to avoid development on 
old school playing fields. Participants also suggested that older properties 
in the centre of Huyton could be better utilised.   

 
2.5.2 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• Existing employment provision in Huyton was not thought to meet current 
need, with participants citing poor quality opportunities and a shortage of 
jobs for unskilled workers.  

 
• It was also noted that not enough Knowsley residents work in Knowsley.  

 
• A number of potential improvements to existing business parks/ 

employment areas in Huyton were proposed. Huyton, it was suggested, 
should make the most of the big business it has already attracted, but its 
employment areas should also include attractive premised for small 
business use. Business parks should be more aesthetically pleasing.   

 
• Participants indicated that Huyton has an adequate health centre, but gave 

mixed responses with regard to whether the town has sufficient places to 
congregate or meet friends.  

 
• There was a general consensus amongst participants that Huyton would 

benefit from the provision of a number of further facilities.  
 

• Recommendations were made for enhancing retail provision.  Participants 
also felt that environmental improvements would be beneficial: some of the 
ideas put forward were flowerbeds, seating, and the removal of chewing 
gum.  

 
2.5.3 Transport 
 

• Participants gave mixed responses as to whether they found it easy to 
travel around Huyton and/or to other areas in Knowsley, indicating that 
this depends on the type of transport used and the time of travel. 
Transport links to areas outside of Knowsley were said to be good, but links 
within the borough poor. 
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• The local bus service was described as poor quality, dated, and not in 
accordance with timetables. With car ownership said to be relatively low, 
deficiencies in the bus service were seen to be problematic. Various 
recommendations were made for improving the bus service.   

 
• Participants indicated that Huyton does not have enough cycle routes, with 

no real provision for cycling in the town centre. Using private transport in 
the town centre was also said to be problematic.  

 
2.5.4 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Various areas of Huyton were identified that could be seen to promote 
healthy lifestyles.   

 
• Health facilities in Huyton were not thought to be particularly good, with a 

lack of activities for young people and single parent families noted. 
Participants suggested that whilst green spaces exist, they need to be 
made more attractive to people.   

 
• Recommendations to help promote ‘healthy lifestyles’ included improving 

the affordability of sports/leisure facilities, better maintenance, and the 
more effective promotion of existing facilities. 

 
2.5.5 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified various environmental assets in Huyton. Some of 
these were considered well used, whilst others were not.  

 
• A number of features of the built environment were thought to contribute 

to anti-social behaviour. Participants felt that the overall environment of 
Huyton should be enhanced, and that parks and green spaces need to be 
well maintained, safe and secure. 

 
• Participants identified areas where it may be possible to redevelop green 

space for other purposes, and use the investment generated to create 
much better quality facilities in the remaining green spaces. 

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change, which included:  
o Renewable energy subsidised and incorporated into new build 
o Percentage of new build should meet energy targets 
o Educate communities on how to reduce energy needs 
o Serve flats and tower blocks appropriately with grey bins for 

residential recycling. 
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3.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
3.1 Conclusions 
 

• A common theme in housing discussions across all workshops (most 
notably in Halewood and Kirkby) was the disparities in housing types within 
a given area.  Participants at all workshops indicated that a mix of housing 
types is desirable, with opinions on where new housing should be located 
differing across the townships.   Views on whether similar types of housing 
should be clustered together or dispersed were generally mixed, with 
convincing arguments made for each. 

 
• Views on employment provision were mixed across the workshops.  The 

predominant view was that in the majority of areas the current 
employment provision did not meet the current need; with attendees in 
most workshops suggesting that Knowsley residents often live in the 
borough but work elsewhere.  Low aspirations and lack of proactive 
encouragement for youth into employment were seen to be problematic.  
Overall, there was no definitive preference as to whether the Council 
should develop more sites to accommodate business parks and 
employment areas, or expand those which already exist.  

 
• In each workshop, participants indicated that they have few problems 

travelling out of Knowsley, but that travelling within their locality and/or to 
other areas of the borough was problematic.  Bus services were seen to be 
poor in all of the townships under scrutiny, addressing deficiencies in 
public transport in the borough which should therefore be a key concern; 
particularly the difficulties moving North-South, and travelling after 6pm.   

 
• During the workshops environmental assets and areas of poor quality 

environment were identified in each township, with recommendations 
made for improving poor quality areas.  

 
3.2 Summary of recommendations from Stakeholders  

 
• Listen and consult as widely as possible on the Core Strategy, engaging 

the wider public, businesses, and particularly young people in the process; 
even if what they say conflicts with the Council’s own views. 

 
• Continue to engage stakeholders living and working locally ensuring 

regular feedback is provided, and that feedback is prompt and honest 
about any constraints. 

 
• Value the diversity of the borough, recognising that a ‘one size fits all’ 

approach is not appropriate and that bespoke solutions unique to each 
area will be required. 

 
• Recognise that they cannot achieve their aims alone, and that partners will 

sometimes be the ones with the power to deliver the vision. 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  
 
1.1 Introduction 
 

• This report details the findings of a series of interactive stakeholder 
engagement workshops facilitated by Vision Twentyone on behalf of 
Knowsley Council during July 2008. 

 
• The primary objective of the ‘Plan Knowsley’ workshops was to establish an 

initial understanding of the views of key local stakeholders, working 
towards the creation of a vision for the emerging Core Strategy. 

 
• Workshops were held in, and pertained to, four areas of Knowsley: 

Halewood; Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village; Kirkby; and 
Huyton. They were publicised to a range of key stakeholders living and/or 
working within the borough by way of an invite letter and flyer, followed up 
with reminder phone calls and/or emails. Participants bought with them 
considerable expertise at both a strategic and local level. 

 
• The workshops followed a similar structure, and focussed on: 

o Housing 
o Employment, retail and town centres 
o Transport 
o Health, recreation and sport 
o Environment and Green Belt. 

 
• The key points from each of the workshops are summarised in Section 3 – 

Workshop Findings. Section 5.0 – Conclusions and Recommendations 
provides a broad overview of the common themes and key differences 
between areas and provides advice on the ongoing consultation process. 

 
• The overwhelming majority of participants rated the workshop they had 

attended ‘good’ or ‘very good’ in an evaluation questionnaire. 
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1.2 Key findings 
 
1.2.1 Halewood 
 

Housing  
 

• Participants indicated that a wide range of housing types are available, 
including both social and privately owned housing.  However, disparities in 
the quality of housing were noted. Priority areas for the location of new 
housing in Halewood were the identification of new sites/regeneration 
areas, the town centre and maximising numbers in existing urban areas.  
Priorities within Halewood were for the provision of affordable and starter 
homes.  Maintaining a mix or balance of housing types was perceived to be 
important.   

 
• Participants suggested that relatively new estates within Halewood often 

lack, or are isolated from, facilities necessary to support their residents –
thus putting an additional strain on existing resources.  

 
• It was felt that the Bridgefield Forum site might be developed as an 

integrated mix of sheltered/affordable housing and starter homes. 
Community facilities would also need to be carefully planned to support 
the needs of any sheltered housing schemes in the area.  

 
Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• Participants indicated that a lot of employment for Halewood residents is 
outside the township, and indeed the borough.  It was suggested that any 
new jobs created within Halewood need to be directed towards the local 
community.  A number of participants raised concerns that public sector 
employment was low within Halewood.  There appear to be few options for 
further expansion of business parks in the area, given the constraints of 
the border with Liverpool City Council and the Green Belt.    

 
• It was suggested that the Jaguar Expansion Land (Employment Allocation 

E1) could be used for smaller, starter businesses that would support the 
local workforce.  
 

• Participants indicated that Halewood currently has a good environment 
and places to congregate.  Participants expected the attributes currently 
lacking within Halewood district centre to be provided as part of the 
Ravenscourt development. 

 
• Participants indicated that they would like to see a mixture of activities 

(formal and informal) taking place in any community space planned for the 
future.  
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Transport 
 

• Participants indicated that there are no real problems travelling out of 
Knowsley, with good connections to Liverpool and Manchester. Road links 
to Halewood were seen to be very good, and rail links adequate.  

 
• Despite this, participants overwhelmingly stated that they did not find it 

easy to travel around Halewood, and/or from Halewood to other areas of 
Knowsley. The bus service in Halewood was described as poor, and 
Halewood residents were often forced to use private transport, where this 
option was available to them.  A key aim for the future should be to provide 
a range of transport options within Halewood so that residents do not 
need to rely on private transport. 

 
• With regard to the expansion of Liverpool John Lennon Airport, 

participants suggested that the proposed road linking the airport to Speke 
Boulevard near to the Jaguar plant would only be beneficial for Halewood, 
but would be essential if the Liverpool Airport expansion went ahead.   

 
Health, recreation and sport 
 

• A number of characteristics of Halewood were seen to promote healthy 
living.  The Country Park offers some opportunities for cycling and walking, 
and Halewood Triangle was identified as a key asset.  Participants were 
able to identify sport and leisure facilities within Halewood for young 
people and for the elderly, although a lack of open age football was 
suggested as a deficiency. 

 
• Health facilities in the area were seen to be good at present, with the 

potential to be excellent in the future.  Improvements to transportation 
would allow people to access services and facilities that promote healthy 
living. 

 
Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified a range of environmental assets within Halewood, 
The majority of these sites were seen to be important, providing a visual 
amenity, promoting health through community and sports use, and having 
environmental benefits. Areas of poor quality environment were also 
indentified.    

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change which included:  
o The creation of a working party to look at the issue 
o The development of greener homes 
o Improved public transport links into the borough, such as Park and 

Ride schemes. 
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1.2.2 Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village 
 

Housing  
 

• Participants were able to indicate areas of good quality housing, for 
example in Cronton. The cost of housing was seen to be prohibitive.  As 
well as social housing, participants highlighted a need for more bungalows 
for the elderly, and for sheltered housing within Prescot and Whiston, 
especially for people with mental health issues. A mix of housing types and 
developments was thought to be desirable to attract a mix of people. 

 
• Knowsley Village and Cronton were constrained by Green Belt, and 

Prescot was said to be running out of brownfield sites. 
 

• Participants’ priorities for locating new housing in Prescot, Whiston, 
Cronton and Knowsley Village are locating some in town centres, 
maximising numbers in existing urban areas, new sites/regeneration areas 
and maximising numbers in areas currently designated for more housing.  
Participants suggested other opportunities for housing development in the 
area.   

 
• The area is perceived to be reaching saturation point, putting additional 

stain on the limited facilities in the area.  
 

• Participants also noted that the design of new housing needs to be more 
eco-friendly, and that as well as housing, the skills of the population need 
to be developed.  

 
Employment, retail and town centres 

 
• The majority of participants felt that existing employment provision in 

Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village does not meet current 
need. Education was seen as key in improving employment opportunities in 
Knowsley. 

 
• Participants were largely in favour of expanding and improving sites that 

already exist rather than developing new employment sites. If new sites are 
developed, it was suggested that this should not be on the Green Belt.  

 
• Participants indicated that Prescot currently has facilities for community 

use and evening leisure activities, although the latter were perceived to be 
limited for young people. There were mixed opinions on whether Prescot 
had specialist shopping, a community focal point, or places to meet 
friends. Meeting points were seen to be lacking for young people along 
with insufficient top up shopping and accessible bulk shopping facilities.   

 
• The topography of Prescot makes it difficult for some groups to walk 

between the town centre and Cables Retail Park where the majority of bulk 
shopping is located. 
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• Prescot was said to lack identity. The historic heritage of the centre could 
be cherished and enhanced.  Shaw Lane, Prescot was said to be a 
particular area of blight, needing urgent attention, as were parts of 
Whiston, where some premises have been derelict for up to 15 years. 
Participants suggested that this may indicate that shops are not required 
within these areas. 

 
Transport 

 
• The majority of participants travelled by car, stating that public transport 

options are limited. Train services were said to be well run, but should be 
better coordinated to link in with other forms of transport. Some 
participants wanted the Mersey Tram to be established. Others felt that 
despite the tram’s green credentials, an improved bus service would be 
more desirable.  

 
• Better provision for short and long distance bike journeys was 

recommended to encourage cycling. The Whiston Gateway linking Prescot 
to Stadt Moers was seen to be a good idea, and could perhaps link to 
services such as schools. 

 
Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Areas of Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village thought to 
promote healthy lifestyles included the parks and open spaces.  
Participants were able to identify activities for young people and for a mix 
of ages. 

 
• Health facilities in the area were generally said to be poor. Participants 

highlighted a lack of commercial leisure facilities, with existing leisure 
facilities past their sell-by-date and in need of investment. 

 
• Participants noted that many of the sporting facilities planned within the 

Cables development had not materialised. Provision for outdoor sports 
was also said to be poor.  The area would benefit from a wider range of 
leisure facilities. A number of participants recommended the development 
of a state of the art leisure centre, incorporating a swimming pool. 

 
• The idea of relocating the Prescot Cables Football Club to a new ground 

and redeveloping the land for housing was somewhat unpopular. 
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Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified key environmental assets in each of the areas 
covered by the workshop. Some of these were considered well used, and 
others were not. A number of areas of poor quality were also identified.   

 
• Issues of anti-social behaviour and security were said to keep people away 

from some areas. Participants also noted neglected and vandalised 
buildings and flooding as local issues.  

 
• Various improvements were recommended to improve the environment in 

Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village. Overall, participants 
suggested that sites for public use need to be well located, safe, publicised, 
and of a good quality. 

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change which included:  
o Protect the Green Belt 
o Discourage people from paving gardens 
o Improve public transport and persuade people out of cars. 
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1.2.3 Kirkby 
 

Housing  
• Kirkby was said to be physically divided, with a mixture of upmarket, 

modern, generally good quality housing found alongside poorly designed 
and neglected 1960’s former council stock.  Some participants felt there 
was a link between poor quality housing in Kirkby and problems with anti-
social behaviour.  There was also said to be a lack of cohesion between new 
and old communities in Kirkby. 

 
• Participants’ priorities for locating new housing in Kirkby are identifying 

new regeneration areas and sites.   
 

• Participants suggested that the Council should aim for a mix of housing 
and tenure types linked to population projections and identified needs 
within Kirkby. Specific needs included starter homes; affordable family 
housing/shared ownership housing; and housing tailored to an ageing 
population. Affordable housing was said to be a particular problem 
towards the north of Kirkby. Participants also felt that creative solutions 
are needed.  

 
• In general, participants felt that regeneration/remodelling of the type seen 

in Tower Hill may not be appropriate for other areas in Kirkby. 
 

Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• In general, participants felt that existing employment provision in Kirkby 
does not meet current needs.  

 
• Participants thought that there was scope for improvement in existing 

business parks/employment areas in Kirkby.  Knowsley Industrial Park was 
singled out as suffering from a lack of investment.  A number of 
participants felt that the existing allocations within the UDP and former 
industrial land can provide enough sites for growth, and that since existing 
sites are vacant, the priority should be to fully utilise these. 

 
• Kirkby (particularly north Kirkby) was seen to be fairly well equipped in 

terms of community buildings.  Participants had mixed opinions on the 
general environment in Kirkby, with the quality of local parks being one 
area of criticism. Kirkby town centre was said to be poorly designed and 
lacking in character, with a shortage of links for pedestrians discouraging 
entry. Various other facilities and amenities were seen to be desirable. 

 
• Participants felt that a ‘Plan B’ needed in case the proposed Tesco/Everton 

retail/stadium scheme does not proceed. 
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Transport 
 

• Participants gave mixed responses with regard to whether they found it 
easy to travel around Kirkby and/or to other areas in Knowsley.   

 
• Public transport infrastructure was described as poor.  Participants 

indicated that it is easier to travel into Liverpool than across Knowsley.  The 
bus service in Kirkby, as in other Knowsley townships, was said to be 
limited in the evenings and at night. The provision of cycle routes and 
secure storage for bikes was said to be insufficient.  

 
• The multi-storey car park in Kirkby was said to be oversubscribed and of 

poor quality.  
 

• Participants felt that transport links from residential areas to industrial 
parks could be improved.  

 
 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Participants identified various areas of Kirkby that could be seen to 
promote healthy lifestyles. Some of these were considered well used, and 
others were not.  

 
• Overall, there was a mixed opinion on whether health facilities in Kirkby are 

good or poor. Kirkby leisure centre was used as an example of good 
facility, while Tower Hill, the Old Rough, Warrenhouse, and Mill Farm were 
considered poor. 

 
• A number of potential barriers to healthy lifestyles were suggested.  With 

regard to young people, participants suggested that a small minority deter 
the rest of the youth population from using facilities. More provision for 
girls was also recommended.  

 
• With regard to the elderly, participants suggested that facilities are 

available but underutilised. 
 

• In general, participants felt that territorial thinking may be a barrier to 
accessing certain facilities. Participants suggested a number of possible 
ways in which this may be overcome.   

 
 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified key environmental assets in Kirkby. Some of these 
were considered well used and/or of a good quality, while others were not.  

 
• Ideas for enhancing urban areas deemed to be of poor quality included 

improving street cleaning and reducing fly-tipping. It was suggested that 
local education providers could be involved in improving the environment.  
Participants indicated that local green space should be protected.   
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• Some specific features of the built environment were thought to contribute 

to anti-social behaviour.   
 

• The proposal to lose some green space in Tower Hill and use the 
investment generated to create better quality facilities in the remaining 
green space was seen to be a good idea. 

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change which included:  
o Protect the green belt 
o Discourage people from paving gardens 
o Improve public transport and persuade people out of cars 
o New developments should be carbon neutral/the Council should 

demand new build properties meet eco-homes standard. 
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1.2.4 Huyton 
 

Housing  
 

• Participants suggested that at present, there is not enough housing 
available in Huyton, and an insufficient mix of housing types. Social 
housing was seen to be in short supply. 

 
• A mix of housing was seen to be necessary for the future. Priorities 

included social housing, affordable and starter homes, sheltered housing 
for the elderly and disabled, housing to appeal to a more affluent 
workforce, and ‘eco-friendly’ housing. The management of housing, as well 
as type of housing, was thought to be significant. 

 
• The key priority for the regeneration of Stockbridge Village was to address 

social issues. 
 

Employment, retail and town centres 
 

• Existing employment provision in Huyton was not thought to meet current 
need, with participants citing poor quality opportunities and a shortage of 
jobs for unskilled workers. It was also noted that not enough Knowsley 
residents work in Knowsley.  

 
• A number of potential improvements to existing business parks/ 

employment areas in Huyton were proposed. Huyton, it was suggested, 
should make the most of the big business it has already attracted, but its 
employment areas should also include attractive premised for small 
business use. Business parks should be more aesthetically pleasing.   

 
• Participants indicated that Huyton has an adequate health centre, but gave 

mixed responses with regard to whether the town has sufficient places to 
congregate or meet friends. 

 
• There was a general consensus amongst participants that Huyton would 

benefit from the provision of a number of further facilities.  
 

• Recommendations were made for enhancing retail provision.  Participants 
also felt that environmental improvements would be beneficial: some of the 
ideas put forward were flowerbeds, seating, and the removal of chewing 
gum.  
 
Transport 

 
• Participants gave mixed responses as to whether they found it easy to 

travel around Huyton and/or to other areas in Knowsley, indicating that 
this depends on the type of transport used and the time of travel. 
Transport links to areas outside of Knowsley were said to be good, but links 
within the borough poor. 
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• The local bus service was described as poor quality, dated, and not in 

accordance with timetables. Various recommendations for improving the 
bus service were made.   

 
• Participants indicated that Huyton does not have enough cycle routes, with 

no real provision for cycling in the town centre. Using private transport in 
the town centre was also said to be problematic.  

 
Health, recreation and sport 

 
• Various areas of Huyton were identified that could be seen to promote 

healthy lifestyles.   
 

• Health facilities in Huyton were not thought to be particularly good, with a 
lack of activities for young people and single parent families noted. 
Participants suggested that while green spaces exist, they need to be 
made more attractive to people.   

 
• Recommendations to help promote ‘healthy lifestyles’ included improving 

the affordability of sports/leisure facilities, better maintenance, and the 
more effective promotion of existing facilities. 

 
Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified various environmental assets in Huyton. Some of 
these were considered well used, while others were not.  

 
• Features of the built environment were identified that were thought to 

contribute to anti-social behaviour. Participants felt that the overall 
environment of Huyton should be enhanced. Parks and green spaces need 
to be well maintained, safe and secure. 

 
• Participants identified areas where it may be possible to redevelop green 

space for other purposes, and use the investment generated to create 
much better quality facilities in the remaining green spaces. 

 
• Participants had a number of suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change which included:  
o Renewable energy subsidised and incorporated into new build 
o Percentage of new build should meet energy targets 
o Educate communities on how to reduce energy needs 
o Serve flats and tower blocks appropriately with grey bins for 

residential recycling. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
2.1 The Local Development Framework and Core Strategy 
 
Following the introduction of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, 
Knowsley Council, like all other local authorities, is in the process of developing 
policies for the new Local Development Framework. 
 
As part of the LDF process, Knowsley Council must prepare its Core Strategy to 
guide the location and form of land use and development to take place in the 
borough. The Core Strategy will be the main Development Plan Document (DPD), 
providing a long term spatial vision for Knowsley up to 2025, expressing 
aspirations for what type of place the borough and each of its townships should 
be in the future.   
 
2.2  The value of stakeholder engagement in the LDF process 
 
A key driver in the LDF process is the involvement of communities in the 
development and planning system. It is acknowledged that a front-loaded, 
effective and participatory consultation programme for the Core Strategy DPD 
will lead to improved policies and proposals, and greater community ownership of 
the resultant document. 
 
Based on a number of key principles as set out in 4.20 of PPS 12, involvement in 
the preparation of Core Strategies should be: 
 

• Appropriate to the level of planning 
• From the outset – leading to a sense of ownership of local policy decisions 
• Continuous – part of an ongoing programme, not a one off event, with 

clearly articulated opportunities for continuing involvement 
• Transparent and accessible – using methods appropriate to the 

communities concerned, and 
• Planned – as an integral part of the process of making plans. 

 
The overall consultation programme for the Core Strategy must also adhere to the 
principles of consultation as set out in the Statement of Community Involvement 
(SCI) for Knowsley (May 2007). 
 
Knowsley Council’s SCI (May 2007) sets out the following schedule of 
consultation stages for the Core Strategy: 
 

• Stage 1 – Pre-Production  
• Stage 2 – Production  
• Stage 3 - Examination  
• Stage 4 – Adoption.  
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Knowsley Council – Statement of Community Involvement (May 2007) 
The Vision – 
“To actively engage communities in the planning decisions that effect their lives so 
that people want to be involved, feel they are involved and see positive results 
from being involved.” 
 
As it embarked on preparation of its Core Strategy, Knowsley Council 
commissioned Vision Twentyone, an independent research and consultation 
company, to facilitate a series of visioning workshops. The workshops form part of 
the pre-production stage of the Core Strategy, involving initial evidence gathering 
and providing an opportunity to involve those who may be affected by the 
outcomes of the document in the formulation of the plan, seeking ownership and 
consensus. There will be further opportunities for involvement in the production 
of the Core Strategy in future. 
 
2.3 Purpose of the consultation 
 
Vision Twentyone identified the primary objective of the workshops to be the 
establishment of an initial understanding of the views of key local stakeholders, 
working towards the creation of a vision for the emerging Local Development 
Framework. In order to meet these objectives, Vision Twentyone:  
 

• Organised and facilitated four area-based visioning workshop sessions, to 
be followed by a borough-wide feedback session later in the year 

• Publicised the workshops to stakeholders by way of an invite letter and 
flyer, followed by a reminder email/telephone call 

• Designed and facilitated the workshops to ensure that they aided 
understanding, using appropriate interactive techniques, and thus 
prompting an enthusiastic response 

• Prepared this report for Knowsley Council, which records the views of 
stakeholders and can be used as part of the evidence base for the Local 
Development Framework.   
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2.4 Methodology 
 
A series of four facilitated workshops were held during July 2008. Each workshop 
pertained to one or more of Knowsley’s Area Partnership Boards, as outlined 
below: 
 
Location Related Area Partnership Board Date 
Halewood • Halewood Partnership Board 

 
11th July 2008 

Prescot * • Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley 
Village Partnership Board 

 

15th July 2008 

Kirkby • North Kirkby Partnership Board 
• South Kirkby Partnership Board 
 

18th July 2008 

Huyton • North Huyton Partnership Board 
• South Huyton Partnership Board 

 

21st July 2008 

* NB: This event included Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village. 
 
Area Partnership Boards have been hosted by six areas of the borough since May 
2006. They meet regularly and consist of key representatives from the Council, 
local community, business and other providers of local services. Public Forums, 
which take the form of open public meetings, also meet on a regular basis.  
 
Area Partnership Boards and Public Forums are consulted on policy matters that 
relate to them or that are of significant interest to the area. Both Partnership 
Boards and Public Forums can provide important input into the planning system 
and serve as a key interface with the community. 
 
2.4.1  Stakeholder identification and recruitment 
 
Stakeholders were identified in partnership with Knowsley Council. Those invited 
to the workshops included officers of the Council, elected members, members of 
the Council’s Area Partnership Boards, and persons invited by these boards.  
 
An invite letter was sent by Knowsley Council to each stakeholder encouraging 
attendance at the workshop of most relevance to them in terms of the area they 
represent, reside or work in. The initial invite was followed by a reminder email 
from the Council and telephone calls from Vision Twentyone to boost attendance.  
 
In total, 65 people attended the four workshops, representing a range of 
organisations. A full list of individuals/organisations in attendance is included as 
Appendix Six to this report. 
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2.4.2 Workshop methodology 
 
The workshops followed a similar structure, comprising three basic stages. The 
initial stage focussed on definition and discovery. Participants were first given a 
welcome and introduction by Vision Twentyone, and took part in a warm-up 
exercise in which they were asked to identify what they considered Knowsley’s key 
attributes to be at the present time. Responses are summarised in Section 3.1 of 
this report. This exercise was followed by a presentation from Jonathan Clarke, 
Strategic Planning Manager for Knowsley Council, explaining the LDF and Core 
Strategy and providing an overview of the consultation process. Key issues, 
constraints and opportunities for each of Knowsley’s townships were also 
highlighted during this presentation (see Image 1). 
 
Image 1: Stage 1 – Definition and Discovery 

 
 
The second stage of the session was designed to scope the issues and gather 
evidence (see Image 2). For this stage, participants were split into three groups 
(two at the Halewood event). In addition to participants, each group comprised a 
Vision Twentyone facilitator and a member of Knowsley Council’s Forward 
Planning Team to act as scribe and answer any technical questions on the LDF 
process.  
 
Using a discussion guide developed in partnership with Knowsley Council, Vision 
Twentyone team members facilitated structured discussion within the groups 
around two or three of the following five key themes, with each theme covered by 
at least two groups: 

• Housing  
• Employment, retail and town centres 
• Transport 
• Health, recreation and sport 
• Environment and Green Belt. 
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Participants’ opinions on these topics were discussed verbally and noted by a 
scribe. In addition, for each topic, facilitators engaged participants in a series of 
interactive exercises. For example, when discussing travel, participants were 
asked to vote on whether they found it easy to travel around their area by placing 
a sticky dot on an A3 card saying ‘yes’ or ‘no’, and then to suggest potential 
improvements on post-it notes. Chapter 3 of this report provides a summary of 
the issues raised during group work. 
  
Image 2: Stage 2 – Scoping the issues and gathering evidence 

 
 
Following the interactive group work, Vision Twentyone fed back some of the key 
concerns and aspirations raised by participants to the group as a whole. 
Subsequently in the third stage of the session, participants were each handed a 
digital voting device (shown in Images 3 – 5) and asked to share their individual 
opinions on key questions relating to each of the key themes outlined above. This 
offered all participants an opportunity to discuss and feed into each of the topic 
areas. Findings of the digital vote are illustrated in the Section 5.1 – conclusions. 
The full list of questions posed in the digital vote is included as Appendix Five. 
 
Images 3 – 5: Stage 3 – Digital vote 

 
 
At the end of the session, participants were thanked for their contributions, 
reminded of the next steps and informed that consultation on the Core Strategy 
will be ongoing, involving both key stakeholders and members of the public.  
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2. 5  Workshop evaluation 
 
Participants were invited to complete an evaluation questionnaire in order to 
share their thoughts on the workshop they had attended, noting strengths, 
weaknesses and any suggested improvements. Overall, all participants indicated 
they felt their workshop had been ‘good’ or ‘very good’, except one who rated 
their session ‘average’. The overwhelming majority of participants expressed a 
desire to remain involved in the LDF consultation process as it moves forward. 
 
A flexible approach was taken to the consultation process. Following each 
workshop, Vision Twentyone evaluated the effectiveness of the discussion 
prompts and exercises used, taking into account participants own comments as 
stated in their evaluation questionnaires, and where it would add value revised 
materials for the next session accordingly. The Council was also given the option 
of adding area-specific questions to the discussion guide and digital vote. 
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3.0  WORKSHOP FINDINGS 
 
Section 3.1 of this report summarises responses to the warm-up exercise in 
which participants were asked to identify Knowsley’s key attributes. The 
remainder of the chapter details the findings of stage two of the workshops – the 
facilitated, interactive small group discussions designed to scope the issues and 
gather evidence – with results presented by area.  
 
3.1 KNOWSLEY’S KEY ATTRIBUTES 
 
As a warm-up exercise, each respondent was given an A5 card and asked: 
‘Thinking about Knowsley as it is now, what are the Borough’s key attributes?’ 
From participants’ comments, Knowsley’s four key attributes can be summarised 
as:  

• Abundance of open space 
• Good road and rail links 
• Community-minded 
• Ambitious and forward-looking, with effective partnership working. 

 
The semi-rural environment of Knowsley was seen as a particular attribute, with 
participants praising both the quality and quantity of public open space/Green 
Belt land in the borough. Participants also praised Knowsley’s good transport links 
– notably road and rail – stating that the borough is easily accessible and well 
located for business and leisure. The borough was seen to be a friendly and 
welcoming one, with a number of respondents admiring its “strong community 
spirit.” Finally, Knowsley was praised for its ambition, openness to new ideas and 
willingness to embrace change. Strong partnership working between agencies (for 
example between PCTs and the Council) was seen to be advantageous, and the 
Council itself was described to be a ‘can-do’ authority that genuinely listens to the 
citizens it represents: 

 
“[Knowsley has a] reputation as a ‘can-do’ authority, looking towards the 
future (PCT, learning centre).” 
 
“[The borough is] usually in the forefront in innovation.” 

 
Other attributes mentioned less commonly included Knowsley’s high quality 
cultural and tourism venues, opportunities for business, low crime rates, 
shopping, housing, and its health-promoting environment. Participants in Prescot 
frequently praised its historical and cultural heritage, and its employment and 
business parks. In Kirkby, regeneration work was noted as an attribute by several 
participants. For a full list of comments, see Appendix Two. 
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3.2 FINDINGS: HALEWOOD 
 
3.2.1 A vision for Halewood, 2008 to 2025 
 

• Participants indicated that at present, Halewood is in need of more 
accessible, better quality facilities and amenities, particularly with regard 
to health and leisure. The area was seen to have issues with anti-social 
behaviour and transport, with one participant describing it as “relatively 
isolated.” Well-kept green spaces, and arguably cleanliness, were 
mentioned as positive attributes of Halewood in 2008. The area was also 
said to be relatively affluent in parts, but with wealth inequalities. 

 
• Participants aspired to see good quality, accessible facilities and services 

for all age groups in Halewood by 2025, including “a nice shopping 
centre.” They hoped that Halewood would develop into an area with its own 
identity, in which community involvement contributes to a “sense of 
community”. Participants’ vision for Halewood in 2025 also included the 
provision of employment opportunities for all, less anti-social behaviour 
and a cleaner environment. 

 
3.2.2 Housing  
 

• When asked to comment on the housing offer in Halewood, participants 
indicated that a wide range of housing types are available, including both 
social and privately owned housing.  

 
• However, participants noted disparities across wards in the quality of 

housing. Disparities also existed within wards, and even on two sides of the 
same street in some instances. Social housing in particular was seen to be 
of varied quality.  

 
• Other problems included derelict or poorly maintained properties and 

badly located bungalows for pensioners.  
 

• Participants suggested that relatively new estates within Halewood often 
lack, or are isolated from facilities necessary to support their residents – 
for example GPs, shops, and other community facilities. New estates thus 
put an additional strain on existing resources. This problem is linked to 
wider issues around service provision, as outlined in Section 3.2.3 – town 
centres. 
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• Participants priorities for locating new housing in Halewood are outlined 
below: 

 
Priority Housing strategy Comments 
High 
priority 

Identify new sites / 
regeneration areas 

No comments. 

High 
priority 

Town Centre Halewood does not have a town centre. If 
one was to be developed in the future, 
housing should form a part of this. 
Replacing and modernising existing 
housing in the ‘town centre’ should be a 
priority. 

 Maximise numbers in 
existing urban area 

No comments. 

Low 
priority 

Maximise numbers in 
existing housing areas 

This could result in a return of high 
density, high rise developments – thus 
repeating past mistakes within Knowsley 
and Halewood. Also, Councillors are keen 
to move away from this form of 
development. 

Low 
priority 

No new housing should be 
developed 

Halewood needs to contribute towards 
the 7,650 dwellings required within 
Knowsley up to 2025. 

Low 
priority 

Consider future 
enlargement of the urban 
area 

No. This option would result in the loss of 
green space which is a key asset for 
Halewood and too valuable to loose. 

 
• In terms of the types of new housing needed, priorities within Halewood 

were for the provision of affordable and starter homes.  
 
• All participants agreed that affordability was a key issue within Halewood. 

The current financial climate was perceived to be causing problems in the 
area, pushing people out of the market and stopping younger, first time 
buyers getting on the property ladder.  

 
• Maintaining a mix or balance of housing types was perceived to be 

important as it allows people to stay within an area as circumstances 
change over time, and can keep skilled workers in the area. 

 
• Participants indicated that the type of housing provided needs to take into 

account the changing population profile of the area, and changing 
lifestyles. The housing needs study will inform decision-making in this 
sphere. Participants also suggested that when planning for the future, the 
Council should look for good practice and innovation in terms of 
sustainability and affordability. 

 
• With regard to the clustering or dispersion of similar housing types, 

participants’ views were mixed. On the one hand, having a variety of 
tenants within a given area was felt to be advantageous. Yet it was noted 
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that some housing types such as sheltered accommodation can work 
better – for example in terms of security and community spirit – when they 
are grouped together. 

 
• Participants were asked for their thoughts on how the Bridgefield Forum 

site might be developed for housing. It was felt that an integrated mix of 
sheltered/affordable housing and starter homes would be beneficial, given 
the findings of the 2007 Housing Needs Survey. Again, the mix of housing 
types was thought to be important, and some housing types (particularly 
sheltered) may need to be grouped together in smaller community areas. 
Community facilities would also need to be carefully planned to support 
the needs of any sheltered housing schemes in the area.  

 
3.2.3 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

Employment 
 

• Participants had mixed views on whether existing employment provision 
within Halewood meets current need. One group suggested that there is a 
clear need for more employment provision within Halewood, and within 
Knowsley generally, while the other group displayed mixed opinions. 

 
• Participants indicated that a lot of employment for Halewood residents is 

outside the township, and indeed the borough. In particular, employment 
opportunities are often in Liverpool. To some extent, the fact that good 
road and rail access allows residents to take up employment opportunities 
outside Halewood/Knowsley may be seen as a positive. 

 
• It was suggested that any new jobs created within Halewood need to be 

directed towards the local community. However, no clear way of achieving 
this aim was put forward.  

 
• A number of participants raised concerns that public sector employment 

was low within Halewood in comparison to the other townships in 
Knowsley, although it was stated that this should change with the 
Ravenscourt development.  

 
• After noting that Halewood as an area does not really have business parks, 

participants were asked if there should be more sites to accommodate for 
the future, or expansion of existing sites. Both options were seen to be 
desirable.   

 
• There appear to be few options for further expansion in the area, however, 

given the constraints of the border with Liverpool City Council and the 
Green Belt. Larger employers may require substantial amounts of land, 
which is not available in Halewood. Only the Jaguar Expansion Land 
(Employment Allocation E1) is available. It was suggested that this land 
could be used for smaller, starter businesses that would support the local 
workforce.  
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Retail and town centres 
 

• Participants indicated that Halewood currently has some of the attributes a 
typical local centre of its size might be expected to have, notably a good 
environment. 

 
• Other attributes were present, but not without their problems, namely: 

o Facilities for community use – these may be too expensive for local 
residents 

o A health centre – this is currently very poor 
o Places to sit – but mostly for young people 
o Places to meet or congregate – those currently available are the 

subject to anti-social behaviour and do not encourage other 
informal or formal activities. 

 
• Furthermore, Halewood was seen to be lacking a community focal point 

and provision for top-up shopping. 
 
• Participants expected the attributes currently lacking within Halewood 

district centre, particularly community facilities and a health centre, to be 
provided as part of the Ravenscourt development. 

 
• It was suggested that Ravenscourt would also benefit from a children’s 

play area, developed as part of a multi-functional community space; a 
coffee shop or internet café, acting as a meeting place for a mixture of 
groups including the hard-to-reach youth element of the population; and 
leisure facilities such as a cinema or 10-pin bowling. It was acknowledged, 
however, that some of these facilities had previously been planned and had 
failed to materialise, possibly due to the size of the population in 
Halewood, or the fact they are provided in other local areas. 

 
• Participants indicated that they would like to see a mixture of activities 

(formal and informal) taking place in any community space planned for the 
future. Similarly, with regard to seating areas, participants suggested that 
future provision should be suitable for a range of different groups, 
including young people, the elderly, and disabled people. 

 
3.2.4 Transport 
 

• Participants indicated that there are no real problems travelling out of 
Knowsley, with good connections to Liverpool and Manchester.  

 
• Road links to Halewood were seen to be very good, and rail links adequate.  
 
• However, participants overwhelmingly stated that they did not find it easy 

to travel around Halewood, and/or from Halewood to other areas of 
Knowsley. In particular, movement North-South was said to be difficult by 
public transport. Halewood was seen to be somewhat isolated from the 
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rest of Knowsley, limiting access to services, retail facilities and 
employment opportunities for those reliant on public transport. 

 
• The bus service in Halewood was described as poor, and the lack of an 

adequate Park and Ride facility and rail/bus interchange was said to force 
Halewood residents to use private transport, where this option was 
available to them. 

 
• In addition, the previously proposed tram route was perceived to neglect 

Halewood. 
 

• A key aim for the future should be to provide a range of transport options 
within Halewood so that residents do not need to rely on private transport. 

 
• In addition, participants suggested that opportunities for community 

transport provision (such as mini buses offering a hop on/off service) 
should be explored. Bike stores and shower facilities should also be more 
widely available for cyclists. 

 
• With regard to the expansion of Liverpool John Lennon Airport, one group 

suggested that the proposed road linking the airport to Speke Boulevard 
near to the Jaguar plant would be beneficial for Halewood only. 
Nevertheless it was suggested that this opportunity needs to be exploited, 
and that if plans to expand the airport go ahead, the link road would be 
crucial as the current road network would not be able to cope with the 
increased volume of traffic. 

 
3.2.5 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Characteristics of Halewood which were seen to promote healthy living 
included the Football Academy, the ‘Healthy Schools Status’ of all local 
primary schools, and the former Cheshire railway line, which offers a safe 
cycling route. 

 
• The Country Park, notably the Knowsley Estate, also offer some 

opportunities for cycling and walking, but they are largely private farmland 
and are poorly used. Halewood Triangle was identified as a key asset, 
although it was seen to be isolated, and suffering from dog fouling and 
anti-social behaviour. It was suggested that if a range of activities or uses 
could be provided on this site, it would increase usage.  

 
• Participants were able to identify sport and leisure facilities within 

Halewood for young people and for the elderly, although a lack of open age 
football was suggested as a deficiency. 

 
• Health facilities in the area were seen to be good at present, with the 

potential to be excellent in the future when the Ravenscourt development 
is complete. 
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• Improvements to transportation, particularly bus services, were seen as 
vital to allow people (particularly those from disadvantaged groups) to 
access services and facilities that promote healthy living. 

 
3.2.6 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified a range of environmental assets within Halewood, 
including Halewood Country Park, Yew Tree Farm, Court Farm Woods, 
Finch Farm and Tarbock Green. 

 
• The majority of these sites were seen to be important, providing a visual 

amenity, promoting health through community and sports use, and having 
environmental benefits. 

 
• Areas of poor quality environment were also indentified, including Old 

Hulte Lane, access to the Jaguar site, Rygate, and some country lanes and 
hedge lined routes. In addition, the New Hulte estate was seen to have 
maintenance issues, and one participant pointed out that the lower end of 
Finch Lane has no cycle ways. 

 
• Participants had the following suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 

might help tackle climate change:  
o The creation of a working party to look at the issue 
o The development of greener homes 
o The establishment of new recycling processes 
o Individuals and organisations (e.g. schools) utilising local food 

production 
o Improved public transport links into the borough, such as Park and 

Ride schemes. 
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3.3 FINDINGS: PRESCOT, WHISTON, CRONTON AND KNOWSLEY 
VILLAGE 

 
3.3.1 A vision for Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village, 2008 to 

2025 
 

• Participants gave mixed responses as to how they would describe Prescot, 
Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village in 2008, to some extent reflecting 
the important differences between the townships. Many positive aspects 
of the area were identified. The historic nature of some villages was seen 
as a particular charm, as was the ‘semi-rural’ green environment, with 
Cronton described as “leafy and affluent.” The area was also praised for its 
friendly people, the ease in getting to and travelling around it, and its well-
defined industrial areas. 

 
• While some of the areas covered by the workshop were praised, others 

were said to “require a lot of attention.” In particular, Prescot town centre 
was singled out as small, rundown, and in need of regeneration. 
Furthermore, respondents criticised the area’s poor public transport, lack 
of basic shopping facilities, poor civil amenities such as a library and sport 
facilities, and limited youth facilities. In 2008, the townships were 
described as spread out and “lacking identity.” 

 
• In 2025, participants aspired to see the green environment of the area 

conserved, and its historical heritage maintained and accentuated. 
Alongside this, participants would like to see greatly improved civil 
amenities; most notably improved retail facilities and “state of the art” 
leisure facilities, including borough-wide walking trails and cycle tracks. 
Activities should be available for the whole community, including children, 
young people and the elderly.  

 
• Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village in 2025 should be 

integrated, easily accessible and attractive to visitors – “a place worth 
visiting.” Good employment opportunities and a thriving economy, reduced 
deprivation and crime rates, improved health and mortality rates, and 
attractive residential areas, were all desirable. The population of the area 
should be “vibrant”, healthy and content. Participants’ comments included: 

 
“Good housing, good access to leisure and green space, good schools, 
good area for jobs.” 
 
“A well developed, integrated part of Knowsley offering employment, good 
homes and the best kept cemetery in the North West.” 
 
“Prescot as the ‘jewel in the crown’, reflecting its history. [A] vibrant town 
centre, looking smart, [and] improved leisure.” 
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3.3.2 Housing  
 

• When asked to comment on the housing offer in Prescot, Whiston, Cronton 
and Knowsley Village, participants were able to identify areas of good 
quality housing, for example in Cronton. Yet while the general impression 
was that a good range of housing types is available, the cost of housing 
was seen to be prohibitive. In particular, participants felt that there was not 
enough social housing, with high demand leading to a long waiting list. 
Upfront costs also make it difficult to get onto the property ladder, 
particularly for young people, for whom not enough affordable housing is 
available, potentially leading to migration away from the area.  

 
• As well as social and affordable housing, participants highlighted a need 

for more bungalows for the elderly, and for sheltered housing within 
Prescot and Whiston, especially for people with mental health issues. A mix 
of housing types was thought to be desirable to attract a mix of people. 

 
• Participants, however, identified constraints to development in the area. 

Knowsley Village and Cronton were constrained by Green Belt, and 
Prescot was said to be running out of brownfield sites. 

 
• Participants also suggested that extra help might be needed to make 

housing affordable, such as greater involvement from Registered Social 
Landlords (RSLs), funding and partnership working, and a greater level of 
support for disadvantaged groups to allow them to access the housing 
market. 

 
• With regard to the clustering or dispersion of similar housing types, one 

group indicated that they did not favour large social housing estates. 
Instead, mixed developments were desirable to promote community 
cohesion. 
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• Participants priorities for locating new housing in Prescot, Whiston, 
Cronton and Knowsley Village are indicated below: 

 
Priority Housing strategy Comments 
High 
priority 

Put some housing in town 
centre 

Housing in Prescot town centre 
supported. 

- Maximise numbers in 
existing urban area (as 
opposed to extending the 
urban area)  
 

Support for maximising numbers in the 
existing urban area through renovation, 
particularly in Prescot. However, concern 
that maximising on existing sites will not 
meet need in terms of appropriate 
dwellings as the sites would be too small. 

 Identify new 
sites/regeneration areas 

Through renovation as opposed to 
demolishing and rebuilding. 

 Maximise numbers in areas 
currently designated for 
more housing 

No comment. 

 No new housing should be 
developed 

No comment. 

Low 
priority 

Consider future 
enlargement of the urban 
area but only if need exists  

Green space needed to be protected 
from housing development. 

 
• In addition to the current site for new housing development, located 

between Cables retail park and the station, participants suggested other 
opportunities for housing development might be the old leisure centre site, 
the Carr Lane area, the land between Kingsway and Shaw Land, and the 
area off Saunders Avenue where there are land-locked sites such as old 
garage sites which could be developed. 

 
• While potential sites were identified, a number of participants indicated 

that they would prefer to see the refurbishment of existing stock before 
any new housing is developed, as the area is perceived to be reaching 
saturation point. An increased number of residents in the area would put 
an additional strain on the limited facilities in the area. For example, St 
Edmund Arrowsmith was said to suffer from traffic congestion – it could 
be turned into a leisure park rather than housing. Despite this, one 
participant suggested that this former school site may be suitable for a 
retirement village. 

 
• In addition, participants suggested that there could be a design guide to 

direct developers in order to ensure the characters of Cronton and 
Knowsley Village are preserved. New housing should be more eco-friendly, 
and developments should avoid cut-throughs into other estates as these 
cause problems for policing of the area. Furthermore, as well as housing, 
the skills of the population need to be developed. This might be achieved 
through the Building Schools for the Future (BSF) programme and by 
improving Further and Higher Education opportunities in the borough. 
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3.3.3 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

Employment 
 

• The majority of participants felt that existing employment provision in 
Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village does not meet current 
need. Various explanations were given for the shortage of employment 
opportunities. Firstly, participants identified a skills gap in the area, with 
local skills not suited to the jobs available, and a wider variety of job 
opportunities needed to balance out a current service sector focus. 
Secondly, and related to this, some participants suggested that there is a 
lack of “starting blocks” in the area to get people into the job market, with 
too many people not job ready. Third, transport access to employment 
areas was perceived to be a barrier by some participants. Finally, 
participants felt that some larger employers, for example at Cables 
Business Park, did not have a direct interest in the area, and were having a 
detrimental effect on smaller retailers. Employers were also criticised for 
using Spanish and Polish workers rather than local people.  

 
• Participants were largely in favour of expanding sites that already exist 

rather than developing new employment sites. They highlighted a need to 
ensure that existing sites are fully occupied, accessible, and of benefit to 
the local community. If new sites are developed, it was suggested that this 
should be done with caution, and should not be on the Green Belt. Opinion 
on this was not uniform. 

 
• Existing business parks could be improved through creating a “clean, green 

image”, providing/improving cycle routes and shelters, and matching skills 
to jobs. Education was seen as key in improving employment opportunities 
in Knowsley, with apprenticeships being one area where growth would be 
beneficial.  

 
Retail and town centres 
 

• Discussion on retail and town centres focussed predominantly on Prescot. 
Participants indicated that Prescot currently has some of the attributes a 
typical local centre of its size might be expected to have, including facilities 
for community use and evening leisure activities, although the latter were 
perceived to be limited for use of young people.  

 
• There were mixed opinions on whether Prescot had specialist shopping, a 

community focal point, or places to meet friends. Again, meeting points 
were seen to be lacking for young people. 

 
• Prescot was said to be have insufficient top-up shopping and accessible 

bulk shopping facilities, with transport an issue for some people. It was 
suggested that the topography of Prescot makes it difficult for some 
groups – particularly the elderly, disabled people, and families with children 
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– to walk between the town centre and Cables Retail Park where the 
majority of bulk shopping is located. 

 
• In addition, participants suggested that while Cables Business Park draws 

people into Prescot as a whole, it does not help Prescot town centre or the 
smaller retailers in the area.  

 
• Furthermore, Prescot was said to lack identity. Participants advocated a 

focus on the heritage of Prescot, currently seen to be a wasted asset. The 
historic heritage of the centre could be cherished and enhanced through 
promoting the township in a similar way to Chester or a ‘traditional market 
town’, highlighting features such as the museum, and staging good quality 
events. The area should also continue to bid for funding and for projects 
such as the Shakespeare initiative. 

 
• Other suggestions for encouraging greater vibrancy in Prescot’s historic 

centre included replacing signage, creating a retail environment to reflect 
the needs of residents, overcoming legal difficulties around the farmers 
market, and improving traffic flow. For some, the creation of a ‘pedestrian 
friendly’ environment on Eccleston Street was seen to be a mistake, 
causing the town to loose some of its character, in which case re-opening 
the street to transport might be beneficial. 

 
• Another recommendation was that local businesses could be better 

organsied, possibly through the creation of a Chamber of Commerce (if 
one does not already exist), giving retailers and employers a voice. 
Participants felt that this would allow for more effective planning, for 
example of events such as the Local Farmers Market and craft workshops.  

 
• A number of participants suggested that general retail is not necessarily 

the answer to Prescot’s problems, and proposed a mix of services in the 
town (e.g. an Internet Café, Hair Salon etc.). With Prescot currently home 
to a number of low quality retailers such as charity shops, diversity and 
quality were seen as key to improving town centre retail provision. 

 
• Shaw Lane, Prescot was said to be a particular area of blight, needing 

urgent attention, as were parts of Whiston, where some premises have 
been derelict for up to 15 years. Participants suggested that this may 
indicate that shops are not required within these areas, possibly because: 

o People travel to shop elsewhere by car or public transport 
o There is not a ‘critical mass’ in the population to support retailers 
o Many of the shop units are owned by private, often distant, 

landowners. 
 

Thus while the current stock of premises is adequate, there is a high level 
of dereliction. It was suggested that private landlords need to be more 
proactive, and where appropriate the Council needs to take enforcement 
action against landlords / landowners to bring their properties into use and 
up to standard. 
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3.3.4 Transport 
 

• Of the participants whose groups discussed travel, three said that they 
found it easy to travel around Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley 
Village and/or to other areas of Knowsley, while 11 felt that it was not 
easy.  

 
• Participants who found travel easy used private transport (a car). Those 

who found transport less easy cited problematic public transport links 
within the borough, particularly buses. Reliability and journey times – most 
notably a lack of buses in the evenings (after 6pm) – were criticized, as was 
the difficulty of travelling North- South. An example of poor bus links was 
between Cronton and Knowsley Village, causing difficulties in getting to 
the hospital. 

 
• The majority of participants travelled by car, stating that public transport 

options are limited. Suggested improvements to transport links across the 
area included: 

o More connections between the townships, which are currently 
disjointed 

o Improved journey times, especially after 6pm 
o Improved community transport  
o The re-regulation of buses and community transport 
o Improved signage (e.g. from retail park to the town centre, and 

within Prescot town centre). 
 

• In Prescot, bus services could be improved by being more regular, a ‘yellow 
bus’ equivalent, better links to the Everton development, or a small/local 
bus service serving the retail park, town centre and surrounding residential 
areas. However, it was acknowledged that some estates are not suited to, 
or would not want bus routes running though them. Improved access to the 
hospital was seen to be desirable. 

 
• Better provision for short and long distance bike journeys was 

recommended to encourage cycling. Ideas included the prioritisation of 
cycling using dedicated lanes on public highways, and creating a cycle 
network rather than an ad-hoc collection of cycle ways. The Whiston 
Gateway linking Prescot to Stadt Moers was seen to be a good idea, and 
could perhaps link to services such as schools. 

 
• Train services were said to be well run, but should be better coordinated to 

link in with other forms of transport. 
 
• Participants suggested that provision for private transport could be 

improved by creating a better quality ‘gateway’ into Prescot. Parking was 
also seen to be an issue. Some participants felt that that the domination of 
short stay parking in Prescot might be problematic for anyone wanting to 
park for more than two hours, but others pointed out that this provision 
was free of charge. 
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• Some participants wanted the Mersey Tram to be established, while others 
felt that despite the tram’s green credentials, an improved bus service 
would be more desirable, as it would be less visually intrusive. 

 
• It was noted that improved transport in the evening might stimulate the 

area’s night time economy. 
 
3.3.5 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Areas of Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village thought to 
promote healthy lifestyles included the parks and open spaces (with 
Knowsley Park a key asset), Prescot leisure centre, Prescot Football Club 
and Stadt Moers. Henley Park was described as a key asset or ‘selling point’ 
for the area, but poorly used. 

 
• Participants were able to identify activities for young people (e.g. the Girl 

Guide Association, dance classes, and Whiston Willis Sports and Arts 
centre), and for a mix of ages (the football club and swimming pool). 

 
• Nevertheless, health facilities in the area were generally said to be poor. 

Participants highlighted a lack of commercial leisure facilities (private 
gyms, health clubs etc.) in the areas in question, with existing leisure 
facilities such as the swimming pool and leisure centre past their sell-by-
date and in need of investment. Participants noted that many of the 
sporting facilities planned within the Cables development had not 
materialised. 

 
• Provision for outdoor sports was also said to be poor, with football clubs 

“desperate for space” and in urgent need of relocation, and tennis courts 
required. Cycleways, play areas and green spaces were also said to be in 
need of improvements.  

 
• The area would benefit from a wider range of sporting facilities (a process 

started by the BSF programme), and greater use of current facilities. 
Engaging and supporting young people in this sphere would also help to 
promote ‘healthy lifestyles’. For example, positive signage for young 
people encouraging them to play football in certain areas may be of value. 

 
• A number of participants recommended the development of a state of the 

art leisure centre, incorporating a swimming pool. It was felt that this 
would appeal to a range of age groups. Provision for tennis and football, 
and a large park in Prescot, were also desirable. One participant suggested 
using the former BICC land as a park. 

 
• Sport and leisure facilities would need to be accessible for all. Proposed 

locations included central Prescot, Carr Lane sewage works or Cronton 
Colliery. 
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• There was a consensus that the leisure facilities at Scotchbarn Lane and 
Warrington Road need to be redeveloped, or a larger site provided. One 
idea put forward was the development of a leisure complex including 
cinema, bowling and sporting facilities, which would enable the site to be 
properly maintained. 

 
• The idea of relocating the Prescot Cables Football Club to a new ground 

and redeveloping the land for housing was somewhat unpopular. 
 
3.3.6 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified key environmental assets in each of the areas 
covered by the workshop. Some of these were considered well used, and 
others were not.  Examples of the sites identified are illustrated in Image 6 
below. Key assets were said to include: 

o Prescot leisure centre, and its urban green space – well used 
o Millennium Green, Whiston – well used 
o Pex Hill, Cronton – well used 
o Scotchbarn – well used, but limited life span 
o Stadt Moers – not well used; needs to be more welcoming 
o Halsnead Park, Whiston – not well used; private, suffers from anti-

social behaviour issues 
o Cronton Colliery – not well used; poor quality 
o Lord Derby’s Estate – lack of public access 
o Whiston Greenway 
o Cronton Village’s historical heritage. 
 

Image 6: Examples of maps identifying key environmental assets 
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• The following areas of poor quality/ environment were also identified:  
o Public toilets in Greenhall Court and Aspinall Street 
o Land south of A38 adjacent to SB1 54 
o Junction of Cross Lane/Hall Lane 
o Derelict site on the corner of Scotchbarn and St.James Road 
o Back of town council office 
o Sanders nursery 
o Blackbrook tyres on Kemble Street 
o Warden Centre, Prescot, Grosvenor Road 
o Buildings opposite Citizens Advice Bureau – very rundown. These 

were proposed for the Shakespeare North Theatre. 
 

• Issues of anti-social behaviour and security were said to keep people away 
from some areas. Participants also noted neglected and vandalised 
buildings and flooding (for example at Croxteth Lane) as local issues.  

 
• Various improvements were recommended to improve the environment in 

Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village. To tackle anti-social 
behaviour, participants suggested better lighting and cleaning, wardens, 
and/or a more visible police presence. It was also noted that de-
pedestrianisation might lend itself to greater security. Other suggested 
improvements included floral planting, better public transport, raising the 
prestige of Prescot High Street, and preserving Shakespeare North to give 
Prescot a lift.  

 
• Overall, participants suggested that sites for public use need to be well 

located, safe, publicised, and of a good quality. 
 

• Participants had the following suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 
might help tackle climate change:  

o Protect the Green Belt 
o Discourage people from paving gardens 
o Improve public transport and persuade people out of cars 
o Use solar panels and improve insulation 
o Lobby government 
o Develop a culture of change with regards to fuel/energy. 
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3.4 FINDINGS: KIRKBY 
 
3.4.1 A vision for Kirkby, 2008 to 2025 
 

• Kirkby was praised by participants for being clean, green and accessible by 
road. Despite these positive attributes, Kirkby was described as an area 
that suffers from considerable blight, with “large pockets of deprivation” 
and poor health. Participants suggested that Kirkby town centre and some 
areas of housing were in need of regeneration, and that the town currently 
loses its population to outside employers. Poor opportunities for young 
people, and issues with the safety of open spaces, were also mentioned. 
Furthermore, several participants referred to the “territorial” and “insular” 
nature of the area.  

 
• The Kirkby participants envisioned for 2025 was a “thriving”, “vibrant” and 

safe town, with plenty of retail, leisure and entertainment facilities. It would 
have better educational attainment and more employment opportunities, 
as well as affordable housing of an excellent quality. Kirkby would retain its 
identity, but residents would “see the north west as their community, and 
not just a small estate.” Rather than being stigmatised, Kirkby in 2025 
would be one of the foremost areas of Merseyside that people want to 
move to or visit – “a destination.” 

 
3.4.2 Housing  
 

• Kirkby was said to be physically (as well as economically and socially) 
divided, with a mixture of upmarket, modern, generally good quality 
housing found alongside poorly designed and neglected 1960’s council 
stock. As in Halewood, housing can often be very different even on two 
sides of the same street (Shevington’s Lane was given as an example of 
this). Some participants felt there was a link between poor quality housing 
in Kirkby and problems with anti-social behaviour. 

 
• There was also said to be a lack of cohesion between new and old 

communities in Kirkby, with social and private housing creating a “them 
and us feeling.” Participants identified some ‘success stories’, however, 
with many deprived or run down areas having been ‘lifted’ in recent years. 

 



Knowsley Council: LDF Stakeholder Engagement Workshops 
 

August 2008 37

• Participants priorities for locating new housing in  Kirkby are indicated 
below: 

 
Priority Housing strategy Comments 
High 
priority 

Identify 
regeneration 
areas 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Identify new sites 

Building entirely new housing estates is causing a 
social divide within Kirkby. Lift the current stock with 
a well planned / phased approach. Possibly a case for 
a Housing Market Renewal Initiative (HMRI) within 
Kirkby. Regeneration areas would be suitable as a lot 
of people will not want to move, even to another area 
of Kirkby, and would prefer to see their existing 
environment improved. Some members of the group 
suggested that although new housing/population 
groups being introduced to the area was causing 
cohesion problems, their spending was required, as a 
proportion of this group would spend locally and 
thus make local facilities viable.  
 
An alternative opinion was that the Council need to 
identify new sites in order not to exacerbate 
problems. The former Kirkby stadium was identified 
as a potential housing site. 

Mixed Maximise numbers 
in existing urban 
area (as opposed 
to extending the 
urban area) 

There is currently a lot of wasted space within Kirkby. 
This would lift the area. However, some people may 
be reluctant to see green space lost for housing. The 
wasted space can be brought back into use, e.g. 
Mother and Tots Initiative. Houses need to be 
appropriately designed so that they blend in, and 
should incorporate green elements. 

Mixed Put some housing 
in the town centre 

This option would breathe some life into the town 
centre. There were concerns that this type of 
development may not be suitable for the existing 
population, although it might be suitable for new 
residents. The population ‘uplift’, if carried out in a 
controlled manner, may create sustainable facilities 
within Kirkby. Whilst this strategy may be beneficial, 
development should not saturate the town centre. 

 Maximise numbers 
in areas currently 
designated for 
more housing 

No comment. 

 No new housing 
should be 
developed 

No comment. 

 Consider future 
enlargement of 
the urban area but 
only if need exists 

No comment. 
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• In terms of the types of new housing required, participants suggested that 
variety is key. The Council should aim for a mix of housing and tenure types 
linked to population projections and identified needs within Kirkby. 
Specific needs included starter homes to attract young, talented and 
skilled people to the area; affordable family housing/shared ownership 
housing; and housing tailored to an ageing population (e.g. sheltered 
housing). Affordable housing was said to be a particular problem towards 
the north of Kirkby. 

 
• Participants also felt that creative solutions are needed, as the market 

alone is not delivering the type and quality of housing required. One 
participant suggested that co-operatives may be suitable for some of the 
smaller ‘infill’ sites within Kirkby. Others recommended restricting the 
number of private developments, or following a policy where private 
developers can only buy a set number of houses, as in North Huyton. 
Excessive letting was perceived to have a detrimental affect on community 
spirit. 

 
• With regard to the clustering or dispersion of similar housing types, 

participants indicated that Kirkby needs to mix social and private housing 
together in order to encourage integration and break down barriers. 

 
• In general, participants felt that regeneration/remodelling of the type seen 

in Tower Hill may not be appropriate for other areas in Kirkby. Tower Hill 
was seen as a unique opportunity, with great potential given the amount of 
wasted green space in the area. Doubts were raised as to whether a 
scheme of this size would work elsewhere in Kirkby given the lack of other 
sites on this scale. 

 
• Participants did not identify sites for development other than Tower Hill 

and the old stadium, indicating that regenerating the existing stock needs 
to be the priority. 

 
• Other comments included the need for quality design, better links from 

urban areas to open space, and the need to take into account community 
cohesion in planning policies. One participant indicated that it might be a 
good idea to demolish ‘blight areas’, for example Northwood, which could 
be used to create quality green space, and another felt that Kirkby should 
be a leader in eco-housing. 

 
3.5.1 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

Employment  
 

• In general, participants felt that existing employment provision in Kirkby 
does not meet current needs. The breadth of jobs was seen to be 
insufficient, with a tendency towards lower paid jobs. As in Prescot, some 
participants suggested that employers in Kirkby do not employ enough 
local residents.  
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• A number of participants indicated that young people in particular have 

low aspirations in terms of skilled employment. This was seen to feed into 
anti-social behaviour. Participants also suggested that Kirkby has a low 
skills base and needs to ensure its residents are ‘work ready’, with more 
apprenticeship places desirable. 

 
• While employment provision within Kirkby may be insufficient, transport 

links were said to be good, giving residents the opportunity to access jobs 
elsewhere. 

 
• In discussing existing business parks/employment areas in Kirkby, 

participants clearly thought that there was scope for improvement. First 
and foremost, participants suggested that Kirkby would benefit from a 
greater breadth of businesses and thus employment opportunities. Other 
recommendations included enhancing the quality of the environment in 
business parks, improving road layout and transport links, and providing 
amenities for employees.  

 
• Knowsley Industrial Park was singled out as suffering from a lack of 

investment, with the available premises small and of a poor quality. 
Participants felt that the physical appearance and structure of the park 
needs to be improved. It was proposed that the redevelopment of the 
industrial park should be targeted at youth employment and/or start-up 
units for new businesses to encourage skills growth in the community. 

 
• There were mixed opinions with regard to whether Kirkby needs more 

employment sites to accommodate for the future, or whether it needs to 
expand those which already exist. A number of participants felt that the 
existing allocations within the UDP and former industrial land can provide 
enough sites for growth, and that since existing sites are vacant, the 
priority should be to fully utilise these. 

 
Retail and town centres  

 
• Kirkby (particularly north Kirkby) was seen to be fairly well equipped in 

terms of community buildings, with churches/social clubs used by a variety 
of people, although some concerns were raised regarding the underuse of 
these facilities. The local library was said to be good.  

 
• Participants had mixed opinions on the general environment in Kirkby, with 

the quality of local parks being one area of criticism. Kirkby town centre 
was said to be poorly designed and lacking in character, with a shortage of 
links for pedestrians discouraging entry. 
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• Particular needs with regard to facilities included: 
o Bulk and specialist shopping – Kirkby has a Somerfield, but this is 

small and has a limited range. Most residents shop outside of the 
township, with Asda in Huyton the closest option for many 

o Health centre – existing health facilities are not centrally located, 
with transport links an issue, and the area has limited dental health 
services 

o Places to congregate – these may happen as part of the Everton 
development 

o Evening leisure activities – including bars and restaurants. 
 

• Other facilities and amenities that were seen to be particularly desirable 
included a theatre/performance space, if not delivered by the BSF project; 
a swimming pool or multi-use games area that was less expensive than 
present facilities; and ‘safe spaces’ for young people. It was suggested that 
a town square could provide a performance space, community facilities, 
and places to eat, and that fostering a night-time economy would be 
advantageous. 

 
• Participants felt that a ‘Plan B’ involving proper investment was needed in 

case the proposed Tesco/Everton retail/stadium scheme does not 
proceed. One participant advocated the need for wholesale regeneration 
rather than incremental improvement. Participants also indicated that any 
regeneration project should focus on the centre of the town, keeping the 
green space to the south of Kirkby. 

 
3.5.2 Transport 
 

• Participants gave mixed responses with regard to whether they found it 
easy to travel around Kirkby and/or to other areas in Knowsley.   

 
• Public transport infrastructure was described as poor, with train, bus and 

cycling provision all subject to criticism. Participants indicated that it is 
easier to travel into Liverpool than across Knowsley, and that accessing 
local retail and health facilities can be difficult. Since car ownership in 
Kirkby is said to be low, this may be problematic. 

 
• Participants felt that access to Kirkby train station, and connections from 

the station, could be improved, creating a “mini transport hub.” 
 

• The bus service in Kirkby, as in other Knowsley townships, was said to be 
limited in the evenings and at night. It was noted that the bus service is 
underused, with some participants suggesting that the routes on offer may 
not reflect local need. Furthermore, participants recommended that buses 
should be available from employment to residential areas, with additional 
stops at peak times. 
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• The provision of cycle routes and secure storage for bikes was said to be 
insufficient. Participants proposed the creation of family-friendly green 
routes, and the incorporation of cycle paths into new developments. 

 
• With regard to private transport, the multi-storey car park in Kirkby was 

said to be oversubscribed and of poor quality. One participant suggested 
that the land south of Cherryfield could be used as a car park. 

 
• Participants felt that transport links from residential areas to industrial 

parks were poor, with bus services not in sync with working hours. In order 
to improve access from housing to employment areas, businesses could 
facilitate cycle routes (i.e. from estates and from the train station), develop 
employer transport schemes, promote car sharing schemes, increase the 
regularity of the shuttle bus into local estates, and/or put on a shuttle bus 
to town centre.  

 
3.4.3 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Participants identified various areas of Kirkby that could be seen to 
promote healthy lifestyles. Some of these were considered well used, and 
others were not. Key areas included: 

o Northwood allotments 
o Liverpool academy 
o Mill Farm 
o Copthorne 
o Fire Station – for its weight loss program 
o Acorn adventure farm – accessed by a number of different groups 
o New Centre of Learning – has the potential to create useable open 

space 
o Old Rough woods – underused, although a lot of potential 
o Tower Hill – underused, although the green space is being utilised 

by the Action Area master plan 
o Community sports facilities – not always used by the whole 

community, perhaps partly due to a ‘territorial’ outlook. 
 

• One participant expressed regret that a number of football fields have 
been lost in Kirkby over time due to poor management. The new football 
pitches should promote healthy lifestyles to some extent, but they are 
adjacent to the Sonae Plant, which creates an unhealthy environment. 

 
• Overall, there was a mixed opinion on whether health facilities in Kirkby are 

good or poor. Kirkby leisure centre was used as an example of good 
facility, while Tower Hill, the Old Rough, Warrenhouse, and Mill Farm were 
considered poor, with poor maintenance a common issue. Participants also 
suggested publicising facilities more in order to increase use. 

 
• A number of potential barriers to healthy lifestyles were suggested. With 

regard to young people, participants suggested that a small minority deter 
the rest of the youth population from using facilities. Participants felt that 
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young people need safe places to “hang out”, such as a bike park, and that 
a specific activity to occupy the minority of youths causing trouble in 
estates might help to “break the cycle” of anti-social behaviour. More 
provision for girls was also recommended.  

 
• With regard to the elderly, participants suggested that facilities are 

available but underutilised, with fear of crime a possible barrier. More 
cross-generational facilities may be beneficial. 

 
• In general, participants felt that territorial thinking may be a barrier to 

accessing certain facilities. This could be overcome by providing smaller, 
localised projects, or – more constructively – by developing ‘outstanding’, 
large-scale, centrally located projects to draw people together. 
Alternatively, branding developments as a ‘Kirkby’ facility rather than, for 
example, a ‘North Dean’ facility, might result in them being perceived as 
‘neutral ground’. 

 
3.4.4 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified key environmental assets in Kirkby. Some of these 
were considered well used and/or of a good quality, while others were not. 
Examples of sites identified are illustrated in Images 7 and 8 below. Key 
assets included: 

o Millbrook Park 
o Kirkby golf course 
o The Old Rough 
o Charlottes Pagsy 
o Green Belt area either side of motorway 
o Valley road – part of Kirkby’s identity 
o Northwood Allotment– good community resource 
o Simons wood – good quality  
o Acorn Field Plantation – good quality 
o Mill Farm – good area 
o Millennium Park – well used but anti-social behaviour issues 
o Webster/ Wignall/ Field Lane/ Tower Hill Park – underused, need 

more facilities 
o Lord Derby’s estate – beautiful but inaccessible. 

 
Images 7 and 8: Maps identifying key environmental assets in Kirkby 
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• Examples of areas of poor quality/ are identified in Image 9 and 10 below. 

These included the town centre, which was criticised for being “very 
enclosed”, the centre of Tower Hill, Northwood, the stadium site, the Old 
Rough, the football pitches/playing fields north of Moss Lane, and the 
industrial estate, particularly at its edge. 

 
Image 9 and 10: Maps identifying areas of poor quality environment in Kirkby 

 
 
• Ideas for enhancing urban areas deemed to be of poor quality included 

improving street cleaning, reducing fly-tipping, and encouraging shops to 
take responsibility for their immediate vicinities. It was suggested that local 
education providers could be involved in improving the environment, for 
example through garden projects in local schools. Issues around anti-social 
behaviour also need to be addressed in the town centre. 

 
• Participants indicated that local green space should be protected, and 

suggested various ways in which it might be improved and better utilised. 
Green spaces could be linked together, for example through the creation 
of walkways and/or cycleways to link key environmental features. Signage 
for such routes would help to identify key features. Green spaces could be 
given their own identity and use, or subtly ‘zoned’ to encourage specific 
usage. Investing in underused green spaces and introducing inspiring 
activity might also improve safety and community take-up. Public art, and 
water bodies for fishing and canoeing, were also seen to be desirable.  

 
• Specific features of the built environment that were thought to contribute 

to anti-social behaviour included the cut-throughs on Ribblers Lane, 
garage spaces at the rear of properties on Field Lane, and a lack of through 
roads in Tower Hill. 

 
• The proposal to lose some green space in Tower Hill and use the 

investment generated to create better quality facilities in the remaining 
green space was seen to be a good idea, if it is communicated to the 
community. Green space also needs to be geographically dispersed. 
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• Participants had the following ideas for how Knowsley as a borough might 
help tackle climate change:  

o New developments should be carbon neutral/the Council should 
demand new build properties meet eco-homes standard 

o Improve public transport 
o Introduce a Park and Ride 
o Require employers and businesses to follow best practice 
o Encourage (effective) renewable energy 
o Educate local communities in effective energy saving, recycling, and 

renewable energy measures. 
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3.5 FINDINGS: HUYTON 
 
3.5.3 A vision for Huyton, 2008 to 2025 
 

• Huyton in 2008 was seen to have various positive attributes. The town was 
said to be good for shopping, parking and transport links, with friendly 
people and rural areas. Despite its virtues, Huyton, like Kirkby, was seen as 
“a place of two halves”, with a number of social and economic problems 
which urgently need to be addressed. Areas of Huyton (particularly urban 
areas) suffer high levels of deprivation, unemployment is high, and the 
town has a reputation for crime. The town centre and some open spaces 
were thought to need a revamp, and transport was said to be problematic 
in some parts. Furthermore, Huyton was said to have “no nightlife.” 

 
• Participants’ vision for 2025 was a Huyton where residents can reach their 

full potential – “a place where people aspire to great things” – with good 
schools generating qualifications above the national average. This town 
would have a “thriving business economy”, more career opportunities, 
higher wages, and much lower levels of long-term unemployment. It would 
be safe and respectful, with less anti-social behaviour. In 2025, 
participants would also like to see good transport links to other areas of 
Knowsley, excellent provision for walking and cycling, and a clean, green 
environment. Shopping, leisure and cultural facilities would be good, and 
nightlife plentiful. Huyton would be known as a town “worth visiting.” 

 
“A centre of excellence within Knowsley, a safe and sustainable community 
with a range of top quality services, educational facilities and opportunity 
for all.” 

 
3.5.4 Housing  
 

• Participants suggested that at present, there is not enough housing 
available in Huyton, and an insufficient mix of housing types. Social 
housing was seen to be in short supply, with people unable to afford the 
housing being built. 

 
• A mix of housing was seen to be necessary for the future. Priorities 

included social housing, affordable and starter homes, sheltered housing 
for the elderly and disabled, “attractive” housing to appeal to a more 
affluent workforce, and ‘eco-friendly’ housing in all price ranges. High rise 
flats should generally be avoided, as existing flats are not selling well. 

 
• Housing for the elderly, located within easy reach of facilities and 

walkways, was recommended. Participants indicated that this housing 
should not take the form of ‘luxury apartments’, as there are already too 
many empty properties of this type. Bungalows were thought to be more 
appropriate. It was suggested that some pensioners would like to downsize 
if appropriate housing was available, and that this would free up family 
homes in the area.  
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• The management of housing, as well as the type of housing was thought to 
be significant. Some participants indicated that private landlords need to 
be better regulated, in terms of the quality of the properties they maintain, 
and the quality of tenants they let to. A shortage of social landlords was 
also said to be a problem. 

 
• Priorities for the regeneration of Stockbridge Village were to address 

social issues and establish a good physical environment. Improvements to 
housing, shopping, health, and leisure facilities, and better employment 
opportunities, were also desirable. Table 1 below illustrates the results of a 
digital vote on this issue. 

 
Table 1: Stockbridge village has recently been identified as a priority area for 
regeneration.  Which of the following key priorities do you think is the most 
important in this area? 
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NB: This question was only asked of participants at the Huyton event. 
 

• In explaining why they had prioritised social issues, participants indicated 
that (fear of) anti-social behaviour is an issue in some areas of Huyton. 
Social enterprise and housing layout were recommended as methods of 
addressing this problem. In addition, it was noted that Stockbridge Village 
would not want new homes built on green space, and that the Council 
should try to avoid development on old school playing fields. 



Knowsley Council: LDF Stakeholder Engagement Workshops 
 

August 2008 47

• Participants also suggested that older properties in the centre of Huyton 
could be better utilised, and that developments should include provisions 
for safe walking and cycling routes. 

 
3.5.5 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

Employment 
 
• Existing employment provision in Huyton was not thought to meet current 

need, with participants citing poor quality opportunities and a shortage of 
jobs for unskilled workers. In relation to employment, participants felt that 
young people’s aspirations needed to be raised, that more training and 
apprentices are necessary, and that employers need to “take a chance on 
kids.” It was also noted that not enough Knowsley residents work in 
Knowsley. The North Huyton redevelopment was used as an example of an 
occasion when employers have failed to utilise the local workforce. 

 
• A number of potential improvements to existing business parks/ 

employment areas in Huyton were proposed. Transport links to business 
parks were seen to be particularly problematic. Participants also felt that 
the business parks in Huyton should be given a higher profile. Huyton, it 
was suggested, should make the most of the big business it has already 
attracted, but its employment areas should also include attractive 
premised for small business use. Business parks should be more 
aesthetically pleasing, with public art suggested as one improvement. 
Whiston Road was given as an example of an area where alterations have 
made an area look more “aspirational.” 

 
• There was a split opinion with regard to whether more employment sites 

should be developed to accommodate for future need, or whether existing 
sites should be expanded. 

 
Retail and town centres 

 
• Participants indicated that Huyton has an adequate health centre, but gave 

mixed responses with regard to whether the town has sufficient places to 
congregate or meet friends. 

 
• There was a general consensus amongst participants that Huyton would 

benefit from increased provision for evening leisure activities (notably 
restaurants and a cinema), a community focal point, environmental 
improvements, and a better mix of shops. It was noted that facilities for 
evening activity would need security around them. 

 
• Recommendations for enhancing retail provision included better quality 

shops, a better range of shops, modernising shopping parades, and 
improving parking facilities to encourage use. Participants also felt that 
environmental improvements would be beneficial: some of the ideas put 
forward were flowerbeds, seating, and the removal of chewing gum. One 
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participant suggested that Sherbourne Square needs to be removed and 
replaced with something that would benefit the town. 

 
3.5.6 Transport 
 

• Participants gave mixed responses as to whether they found it easy to 
travel around Huyton and/or to other areas in Knowsley, indicating that 
this depends on the type of transport used and the time of travel. As in the 
other townships covered in this report, transport links to areas outside of 
Knowsley were said to be good, but links within the borough poor. 

 
• The local bus service was described as poor quality, insufficiently modern 

and not in accordance with timetables. As elsewhere in the borough, links 
North-South were criticised. With car ownership said to be relatively low, 
deficiencies in the bus service were seen to be particularly problematic. 
Public transport was also said to be “non-existent” in the evenings. 

 
• Recommendations for improving the bus service included introducing 

community buses, extending the bus service which currently operates 
specifically for disabled people, and reinstating bus conductors. Trams 
were also thought to be a good idea for the borough. 

 
• Participants indicated that Huyton does not have enough cycle routes, with 

no real provision for cycling in the town centre.  
 

• Using private transport in the town centre was also said to be problematic. 
Participants highlighted a lack of parking capacity and insufficient 
infrastructure in the town centre for large amount of traffic. 

 
3.5.7 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• Various areas of Huyton were identified that could be seen to promote 
healthy lifestyles, including: 

o McGoldrick Park 
o Golf courses 
o Wildflower Centre 
o Charpers Park 
o Stadt Moers Park 
o Marsh Fields 
o Stockbridge 
o Farmer High School 
o River Alt resource centre 
o College playing field. 

 
• Health facilities in Huyton were not thought to be particularly good, with a 

lack of activities for young people and single parent families noted. 
Participants suggested that while green spaces exist, they need to be 
made more attractive to people, for example by improving facilities and 
providing safe walking/cycling routes. 
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• Recommendations to help promote ‘healthy lifestyles’ included improving 

the affordability of sports/leisure facilities, better maintenance, and the 
more effective promotion of existing facilities. 

 
3.5.8 Environment and Green Belt 
 

• Participants identified various environmental assets in Huyton. Some of 
these were considered well used, while others were not. Examples of 
environmental assets are marked on the map in Image 11 below. Key 
assets included: 

o Court Hey Park 
o Jubilee Park 
o Wildflower Centre 
o Kings Business Park – well used by surrounding businesses 
o King George playing fields – expensive for local residents, could do 

with environmental improvement and being free for the community 
o Longview, North of Hillside – underused green area that could serve 

the local community. 
 
Image 11: Map identifying key environmental assets in Huyton 
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• Some examples of poor quality environment were also identified, as 
illustrated in Image 12 below. These included: 

o Bluebell Alt path 
o Area on Hillside Road in between the shops and Longview School 
o Wastle Bridge Park – this could be improved to serve the local 

community 
o Area behind Mosscroft School – poor environment and lack of 

maintenance 
o Bowring Park – walled garden is not accessible enough. 

 
Image 12: Maps identifying areas of poor quality environment in Kirkby 

 
 
• Features of the built environment that were thought to contribute to anti-

social behaviour included Junction 5 of the M62 underpass, and the poor 
maintenance of Ironside Road due to ownership issues. Participants felt 
that the overall environment of Huyton should be enhanced so that 
residents take pride in the area, with North Huyton singled out as in need 
of improvements. Parks and green spaces need to be well maintained, safe 
and secure. 

 
• Participants identified areas where it may be possible to redevelop green 

space for other purposes, and use the investment generated to create 
much better quality facilities in the remaining green spaces. These were the 
area between Stockbridge, Liverpool and Fincham; the land at side of 
major roads such as the A5300; and the playing fields off Knowsley Lane, 
which suffer from anti-social behaviour issues and may not be needed 
when the playing fields at the new Centre of Learning are in place. 
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• Participants had the following suggestions for how Knowsley as a borough 
might help to tackle climate change: 

o Renewable energy subsidised and incorporated into new build 
o Percentage of new build should meet energy targets 
o Educate communities on how to reduce energy needs 
o Serve flats and tower blocks appropriately with grey bins for 

residential recycling 
o Recycle grey water 
o Use incidental space or fringe Green Belt to meet growing demand 

for allotments.
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
4.1 Conclusions 
 

• This section provides a broad overview of the common themes and key 
differences between areas that emerged during group discussions, 
complemented by graphical illustrations of the results of the digital vote. 

 
4.2 Housing 
 

• A common theme across areas (most notably in Halewood and Kirkby) was 
the disparities in housing types within a given area, with good and poor 
quality housing developments situated in close proximity. A desire for 
good quality design and eco-friendly homes was also widespread. 

 
• Participants at all workshops indicated that a mix of housing types is 

desirable, often stating that housing provision should reflect current and 
projected local need. In accordance with the Knowsley Housing Needs 
Survey 2007, affordable housing was also said to be a borough-wide 
priority. Other area-specific priorities highlighted included starter homes 
in Halewood; social housing and housing for the elderly in Prescot; starter 
homes, family/shared ownership housing, and housing for the elderly in 
Kirkby; and social housing, starter homes, bungalows for elderly, and 
‘attractive’ housing for affluent prospective residents in Huyton. 

 
• Opinions on where new housing should be located differed across the 

townships. In Halewood, priorities were to identify new sites and/or 
regeneration areas, and put housing in the town centre. In Prescot, 
Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley village, maximising numbers in the 
existing urban area was preferred, and also putting housing in Prescot 
town centre. Participants at this workshop felt that refurbishment of 
existing stock should be carried out before new housing is developed, and 
that the Green Belt was a significant constraint to development. In Kirkby, 
the overall preferred approach was to regenerate current housing stock. In 
order to achieve this, priorities were to identify regeneration areas, and 
maximise numbers in existing urban areas by using wasted open space, 
while enhancing other local green space. In Huyton, the priorities were to 
identify new sites and regeneration areas, and consider future 
enlargement of urban areas if necessary. This summary of group 
discussion on housing is supported by the results of the digital vote, 
illustrated in Table 2 overleaf. 

 
• Views on whether similar types of housing should be clustered together or 

dispersed were generally mixed, with convincing arguments for each. 
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Table 2: When thinking about where new housing should be located, what do 
you think the priorities should be in your area? 

60.0%

10.0%
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No answer
No new housing should be developed
Consider future enlargement of the urban area…
Maximise numbers in areas currently designated for more housing

Put some housing in town centre
Maximise numbers in existing urban area...
Identify new sites/regeneration areas

 
 
4.3 Employment, retail and town centres 
 

Employment 
 

• In group discussion, participants in Halewood had mixed views on whether 
existing employment provision meets current need, while those at the 
Prescot, Kirkby and Huyton workshops generally indicated that it did not. 
In Kirkby and Prescot, participants felt that low aspirations and lack of 
proactive encouragement for youth into employment were problematic. In 
most workshops it was suggested that Knowsley residents often live in the 
borough but work elsewhere. 
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• Overall, there was no definitive preference as to whether the Council 
should develop more sites to accommodate business parks and 
employment areas, or expand those which already exist. In Kirkby and 
Prescot, participants indicated that there was a great deal of scope for 
improving existing business parks, and that parks should be fully utilised 
before more sites are developed. In Halewood, expansion of existing sites 
and provision of additional sites were both seen to be desirable, but few 
options were perceived to be available for the latter. Table 3 below 
illustrates the findings of a digital vote on this question. 

 
Table 3: In the future, do you think we need more sites to accommodate 
business parks and employment areas, or do we need to expand those which 
already exist? 
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Retail and town centres 
 

• While Knowsley’s townships each had some of the attributes necessary to 
support a population of their size, participants could also identify areas 
where improvements were needed. 

 
• At the Prescot workshop, improved shopping and evening leisure activities 

were key recommendations. Furthermore, various means were suggested 
by which the historical character of Prescot could be utilised and 
enhanced. In Kirkby, the town centre and local parks were said to require 
improvement. Bulk and specialist shopping, evening leisure activities and a 
health centre were also particularly desirable. Priorities for Huyton 
included a community focal point, evening leisure activities, a better mix of 
shops, and environmental improvements. Areas of need were also 
identified in Halewood, but participants hoped that the Ravenscourt 
development would address many of these. This summary of discussion on 
town centres is support by the findings of the digital vote, as illustrated in 
Table 4 below. 

 
Table 4: Looking at the character/attributes that your area does not have at 
present, what key improvements are most needed? 
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4.4 Transport 
 

• In each workshop, participants indicated that they have few problems 
travelling out of Knowsley, but that travelling within their locality and/or to 
other areas of the borough was problematic. 

 
• Bus services were seen to be poor in all of the townships under scrutiny, 

with difficulties moving North-South, and travelling after 6pm, reported at 
each workshop. Improved/ extended community transport was one of the 
most commonly suggested solutions to this problem. The results of the 
digital vote on this question, illustrated in Table 5 below, show 
improvements to bus services to be a borough-wide priority. 

 
• In two workshops, participants stated that car ownership is relatively low in 

Knowsley. Addressing deficiencies in public transport in the borough 
should therefore be a key concern.  

 
• Participants in each township also indicated that better provision for 

cycling would be beneficial.  
 
Table 5: Thinking about how easy it is to travel around your area, where would 
you most like to see improvements? 

100.0%
90.0%

64.3% 61.1%

77.4%

5.0%

21.4%

11.1%

9.7%

5.0%

7.1%

5.6%

4.8%
16.7%

4.8%7.1% 5.6% 3.2%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Halewood Prescot… Kirkby Huyton Total

No answer

Train services/station improvements

Roads

Walking

Cycling

Bus links
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4.5 Health, recreation and sport 
 

• At each workshop, participants identified areas within their townships that 
promote healthy lifestyles. Some of these were well used, and others 
underused. 

 
• Formal health facilities were said to be good in Halewood, with the 

potential to be excellent when the Ravenscourt development is completed. 
Participants in the Kirkby and Huyton workshops gave less positive reviews 
of their local facilities, with territoriality and affordability key barriers to 
access respectively. Health facilities in Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and 
Knowsley Village were thought to be poor, and in the digital vote were 
rated the improvement most needed to promote healthy lifestyles by the 
majority of participants, as Table 6 below illustrates. Participants at the 
Prescot workshop felt that new or at least improved facilities were 
necessary, and that the facilities at Scotchbarn Lane and Warrington Road 
should be redeveloped or relocated. 

 
Table 5: What improvements are most needed to help promote "healthy 
lifestyles"? 
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Environment and the Green Belt 
 

• Environmental assets and areas of poor quality environment were 
identified in each township, with recommendations made for improving 
poor quality areas. Measures to address anti-social behaviour issues 
included improving the maintenance and security of urban areas and green 
spaces, and enhancing the dilapidated town centre in Prescot, as well as 
area-specific modifications to the built environment. 

 
• A variety of suggestions were made with regard to how Knowsley as a 

borough could help to tackle climate change. In a digital vote on this topic, 
encouraging the use of renewable energy through development and 
construction, informing people (young and old) about climate change, and 
encouraging the use of public transport were the most popular options. 
That said, all the options presented gained some support. It is likely that a 
raft of measures would be valuable. Table 7 below illustrates these results. 

 
Table 6: How could Knowsley as a borough best help tackle climate change? 
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5.2  Recommendations  
 

• The following recommendations are based on participants’ final pieces of 
advice to the team at Knowsley Council as they move further along the LDF 
process, and the comments made in evaluation questionnaires. A full list of 
participants’ advice is provided in Appendix Four. 

 
Stakeholders recommend that Knowsley Council: 

 
• Consult as widely as possible on the Core Strategy, engaging the wider 

public, businesses, and particularly young people in the process. 
 

• Continue to engage stakeholders living and working locally. 
 

• Listen to the people of Knowsley, even if what they say conflicts with the 
Council’s own views. 

 
• Ensure regular feedback is provided, and that feedback is prompt and 

honest about any constraints. 
 

• Value the diversity of the borough, recognising that a ‘one size fits all’ 
approach is not appropriate and that bespoke solutions unique to each 
area will be required. 

 
• Recognise that they cannot achieve their aims alone, and that partners will 

sometimes be the ones with the power to deliver the vision. 
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Affordable housing 
Housing that is below a threshold cost when compared with average incomes in 
the area. 
 
Brownfield land 
Land which has been previously developed i.e. has previously had buildings, 
hardstanding, car parks or other hard development. The definition of brownfield 
land (see ODPM Planning Policy Guidance note 3: “Housing”) also included land 
within the curtilage of buildings. 
 
Building Schools for the Future (BSF) 
A programme through which Knowsley’s existing eleven secondary schools will be 
replaced with seven state of the art Centres for Learning. These will not only act 
as secondary schools in a traditional sense, but will provide adult learning and 
additional community facilities, effectively transforming education in the borough. 
 
Core Strategy 
The main Development Plan Document that forms part of the Local Development 
Framework. The Core Strategy sets out the vision and strategic spatial objectives 
for the development of a district, expressing aspirations for what type of place it 
should be in the future. It includes the amount of and broad locations for future 
housing and employment use. Once adopted, all other Development Plan 
Documents must be in accordance with the Core Strategy. 
 
Development 
Section 55 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 defines “development” as 
being (subject to certain inclusions and exceptions) “...the carrying out of building, 
engineering, mining, or other operations in, on, over or under land ..” 
 
Development Plan Documents (DPDs) 
Documents which must be included in a Local Development Framework, and 
outline its key development goals. DPDs are subject to rigorous procedures of 
community involvement, consultation and independent examination. 
 
Greenfield 
Previously undeveloped land, currently used for agriculture, landscape design, or 
left for nature.  
 
Greenspace 
Open land which may be used for either formal or informal recreation and is in 
either public or private ownership. 
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Green Belt     
 A designation for land around certain cities and large built-up areas, which aims 
to keep this land permanently open or largely undeveloped. The aims of this 
designation are to: 

• check the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas  
• prevent neighbouring towns from merging 
• safeguard the countryside from encroachment 
• preserve the setting and special character of historic towns 
• assist urban regeneration by encouraging the recycling of derelict and 

other urban land. 
Green belts are defined in a local planning authority's development plan. 
 
Healthy Schools Status                    
A long-term initiative by the NHS and the Department for Schools, Children and 
Families that promotes the link between good health, behaviour and achievement. 
 
Housing Market Renewal Initiative (HMRI)  
HMRI is a government initiative, which aims to tackle problems of housing market 
failure, mainly in the private sector. This includes housing in poor condition and 
large-scale abandonment in areas where there are high levels of empty properties 
or unpopular housing.   
 
Local Centre 
A small group of shops and perhaps limited service outlets of a local nature (for 
example, a suburban housing estate) serving a small catchment. Sometimes also 
referred to as a local neighbourhood centre. 
 
Local Development Framework 
The Local Development Framework (LDF) is a non-statutory term used to 
describe a folder of documents, which includes all the local planning authority's 
local development documents. An LDF is comprised of: 

• Development Plan Documents (which form part of the statutory 
development plan)  

• Supplementary Planning Documents  
The local development framework will also comprise of: 

• the Statement of Community Involvement  
• the Local Development Scheme  
• the Annual Monitoring Report  
• any Local Development Orders or Simplified Planning Zones that may have 

been added. 
 
Planning Policy Guidance Note and Planning Policy Statement 
Documents published by the Government which provide planning policy guidance 
on specific topics e.g. housing or economic development. 
 
Spatial Vision 
A brief description of how the area will be changed at the end of a plan period. 
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Stadt Moers  
Stadt Moers Park covers more than 220 acres of land between Whiston and 
Huyton.   
 
Statement of Community Involvement (SCI)  
All local planning authorities have to prepare a Statement of Community 
Involvement. This sets out how stakeholders and the local community can get 
involved in the planning process. Its purpose is to help ensure community 
ownership of the Local Development Framework and improve overall 
representation and involvement across all sections of the community. Knowsley 
Council adopted its Statement of Community Involvement on 30th May 2007. To 
view the adopted version of the Statement of Community Involvement, visit:  
http://www.knowsley.gov.uk/environment/planningandbuilding/community_invol
ve.html 
 
Unitary Development Plan          
An old-style development plan prepared by a metropolitan district and some 
unitary local authorities, which contains policies equivalent to those in both a 
structure plan and local plan. These plans will continue to operate for a time after 
the commencement of the new development plan system, by virtue of specific 
transitional provisions 
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APPENDIX TWO: 
Knowsley’s key attributes
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Responses: Halewood 
 
• Good road network, good green space, low crime rates 
• The ability to think about change and see this through from initial idea into 

reality 
• Community focus 
• Generally there are several 50+ organisations 
• Shopping, transport, health, housing, crime! 
• Street cleaning, woodland 
• Green land, rural environment 
• Large health inequalities, health-promoting environment 
• Strong partnership working between agencies, parks and green space well 

kept 
• Play facilities, local led programmes to address local issues. 
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Responses: Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village 

 
• Green space, green belt 
• Opportunity for business 
• Diverse community 
• Historical culture 
• Embrace change (e.g. NDC/BSF/Everton project) 
• Ideally located for business/leisure, close to Manchester/Liverpool 
• Transport links 
• A ‘deprived’ borough significantly improving in all areas 
• Supported by a high quality council 
• Serious ambitions (e.g. Tesco, Everton, Kirkby development) 
• Motorways, BSF, green belt, Prescot heritage 
• Friendly, welcoming people 
• Accessibility 
• Green space, heritage (Prescot), employment/business parks, tourist 

attractions 
• Green belt land – public open space, easily accessible by road and rail, 

good public transport 
• Abundance of public open space and green belt land/countryside 
• Good transport links, each town has a rail train station, good road links 
• Suburban, much post-war development, no major retail facilities, low 

socio-economic status in a national context, no real identity 
• Population who are switched on, improving leisure facilities, improving 

education standards 
• Open space, green space, business parks, good highway links 
• Motorway network for business, BSF programme 
• Green spaces, opportunities for business, diverse communities, historical 

values 
• Good motorway infrastructure, historic context, some good quality open 

space 
• Green space, good people, clean, good primary schools 
• Accessibility, Prescot’s green belt 
• Young people, they are the future 
• Open to new ideas 
• Business parks, green belt. 
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Responses: Kirkby  

 
• People attributes 
• Great links with subregion – transport links 
• Strong partnership 
• Rural – green space 
• Opportunities for development and greater use of open space 
• Strong community spirit 
• Business parks 
• Good high quality cultural venues i.e. galleries, museum, health centres, 

but not enough and some need investment 
• Safari Park – good tourism 
• Space, good community spirit/partnerships 
• Road infrastructure, environmentally friendly, regeneration 
• Accessibility, good place to work, forward looking 
• Good community spirit, very accessible roads, looks good environmentally 
• Community spirit, road infrastructure 
• Environmental, nice place to look at 
• Opportunistic 
• Proximity to open space – green borough 
• Ability to work on partnerships 
• Forward looking borough 
• Good vibes on regeneration 
• Regeneration of Kirkby. 
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Responses: Huyton   

 
• Accessible transport network. Ability to attract international business 
• Knowsley Safari Park, National Wildflower Centre, Clock & Watch museum 
• Location – transport links, big name business 
• Creative with what it’s got, it’s people 
• Usually in the forefront in innovation 
• Significant differences between the four areas 
• Excellent interworking in the statutory organisations and community 
• Well maintained public facilities 
• Friendly 
• The way PCT & KMBC work together on health.  In previous roles, they 

stayed as 2 very separate organisations – this highlights the community 
strengths in the borough 

• Historical, diverse, business acumen 
• Reputation as a ‘can-do’ authority, looking towards the future (PCT, 

learning centre) 
• Environmental area, partnership working relationships 
• Leisure facilities 
• Affordable housing 
• Council that listens 
• Nice green spaces 
• Good community involvement 
• Transport network for businesses 
• Semi-urban environment 
• Transport network – business location 
• Lots of open space – semi-urban/rural 
• Available workforce, partnerships make a difference 
• A council that takes notice of its residence 
• Good green space 
• Environmental 
• Poor health but destined to improve e.g. PCT 
• Historical, good transport links. 
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APPENDIX THREE: 
A vision for Knowsley’s townships, 2008-2025 
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Halewood in 2008  
 
• Relatively clean with a wide range of nice housing, well kept green space 
• Some minor issues with anti-social behaviour 
• Suburb on outskirts of Liverpool, rather isolated 
• Plans/ideas moving forward, new health, leisure and shopping facilities 
• Levels of social standing varying greatly 
• Transportation issues/problems 
• In need of transport, better housing, shops, better medical facilities, 

community meeting places 
• Fairly affluent, nice housing and good proportion of open spaces, low 

crime rate and good schools 
• Anti-social behaviour, dog fouling, lack of shops 
• No jobs, no shops, needs a tidy up, a bit grim 
• Lack of amenities 
• Rural, but lacking good quality, accessible facilities 
• A mixture of private and rented housing estates. 

 
 
Halewood in 2025 

 
• Good community facilities, strong councillors 
• Local services easily accessible within the community 
• A community in its own right with its own identity 
• Lovely new shopping centres, newly built schools with good education 
• No litter, no dog mess, no gangs, no anti-social behaviour 
• Close-knit, self contained, well resourced, healthy community 
• Housing good, nice shopping centre meeting local needs and a community, 

or neighbourhoods, who get involved in voluntary work and in the future of 
Halewood 

• New transportation infrastructure, affordable replacement housing, 
development of small business area 

• Pleasant place to live with excellent job opportunities and shopping 
facilities 

• A great place to come and live 
• Wide range of activities for all age groups, 100% employment. 
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Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village in 2008 

 
• Historic, green area which is unrealised outside of the area 
• Conservation area with new build, new shopping area 
• Easy to get to and travel around, friendly people, few features of note, lots 

of trees 
• Good in parts, improving, but much more to be done (e.g. public transport, 

basic shopping facilities 
• Semi rural, historical village with a lack of public transport and civil 

amenities e.g. library, sports 
• Very rundown (Prescot town centre), no enthusiasm to improve 
• Old village near to industrial area – Prescot 
• Friendly, efficient, ambitious, historic 
• Friendly, efficient, ambitious, historic 
• Quite spread out, small town centre, lacking identity, limited youth facilities 
• To some extent, culturally separate and well defined industrial areas 
• Good in some places, but in others, requires lots of attention 
• Very spread out mix of neighbourhoods, probably with Prescot at the 

centre 
• Hotels, business parks, farms, diverse 
• PWKC is an excellent example how Knowsley could and should be.  Aware 

of its problems, doing something about them while looking towards the 
future 

• Mixed bag of cultures, not enough for young people, clean, transport 
• Conglomerate 
• Cronton – leafy village, very affluent, Whiston – green with signs of 

poverty, Prescot – Dying town, Knowsley – good place 
• Urban area surrounded by green open space with developing business and 

retail community 
• Prescot – large retail park, town centre in need of regeneration.  Whiston – 

3 excellent community centres, multi-use games area.  Cronton – quite 
• Mixed housing, mixed values, mixed people, mixed ethics, mixed heritage 
• Awful. 
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Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village in 2025 

 
• Prescot as the ‘jewel in the crown’, reflecting its history, vibrant town 

centre, looking smart, improved leisure 
• Good housing, good access to leisure and green space, good schools, 

good area for jobs 
• People live there feeling content 
• A centre for culture, leisure and tourism with attractive residential areas 

and a thriving economy with full employment 
• A semi-rural historical village with good transport links and excellent civil 

amenities, including schools, shops, leisure facilities and open spaces 
• A well developed, integrated part of Knowsley olffering employment, good 

homes and the best kept cemetery in the North West 
• Vibrant with accessible services and facilites, health-promoting 

environment, deprivation significantly reduced 
• A much improved area compared to 2008, especially Prescot 
• Green and open space, good shopping facilities, crime free, leisure 

facilities 
• Keep the greenery but have a focal point with a major shopping and 

industrial complex around the BICC site 
• Vibrant, alive, working well, successful, a good place to live and work 
• Excellent leisure facilities, increase in cycle paths, walking routes, childrens 

centres 
• A place worth visiting/living, lots to see and do, loads of opportunity 
• A clean, well developed area with good schools access, quality green 

space, entertainment and retail, and a thriving community with a strong 
identity 

• Vibrant, at ease, happy, working, connected, green, healthy, content 
• Full of life, happy and vibrant with plenty of jobs/shops, and places to play 

for our children 
• Good, public transport, good community cohesion, facilities for young 

people and older generation, better health facilities, young parents, 
engaged, full employment 

• Green open spaces around area, good retail facilities, heritage maintained, 
crime-free 

• Flourishing centre for arts, state of the art leisure facilities including 
borough-wide trails and cycle tracks, prestige shops trading 

• Full employment, well educated, improved leisure facilities, improved 
health and mortality rates, better housing 

• Prescot is now valued by the local authority 
• Plenty of facilities for young people, not poverty stricken, lovely shopping 

areas, jobs widely available 
• To keep its soul while embracing and nurturing young people. 
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Kirkby in 2008 

 
• In need of regeneration, is the poor relation compared to Huyton and 

Prescot 
• Is on the edge of countryside, yet suffers considerable blight.  
• Needs a PR makeover – the image for Kirkby 
• Loses its population to outside employers, shopping and housing 
• Inconsistent – well maintained areas in some parts, others characterised by 

high deprivation and poor health 
• Green, accessible by road, dated business park, town centres in need of 

development, poor housing areas in need of regeneration 
• Clean, green, but inward looking, community very insular and do not like to 

travel outside area for jobs, shopping, entertainment 
• An area which is very territorial i.e. people not venturing into other parts of 

Kirkby 
• Pockets of problem areas which need addressing – housing, anti-social 

behaviour, opportunities, shopping 
• Improving compared to 10years ago 
• Town centre needs improvement 
• Needs regeneration – deprived areas 
• large pockets of deprivation with need for regeneration 
• poor physical activity and other opportunities for young people 
• vibrant with strong community spirit, very territorial that can hamper 

project work in communities 
• poor quality local shopping areas and town centre 
• abundance of open space to use but there are issues with quality and 

safety 
• good work being done, but lots more still to do 
• bit shabby, with posh bits 
• on the up 
• poor shopping and nowhere to go out 
• ok place to live, but is in need of regeneration, especially the town centre 

and some housing estates. 
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Kirkby in 2025 

 
• Opportunities appropriate to the community – employment, leisure 
• Kirkby seen as a positive place to work, play and live – the Kirkby stigma 

removed.  Kirkby is a destination 
• Still clean and green with a confident community who have better 

educational and attainment and more skills, so they see the north west as 
their community and not just a small estate 

• Plenty of retail and entertainment facilities.  There are plenty of 
employment opportunities and the housing is affordable and an excellent 
standard 

• Somewhere to go out at night – culture and leisure 
• Safe streets at night 
• Thriving part of Liverpool’s conurbation while retaining town and individual 

community identity 
• Vibrant town centre with retail, leisure, business 
• New housing replaced housing blackspots 
• Vibrant, successful local shopping areas that are the centre of a 

community, benches, trees, cafes, small parks 
• great, one of the main areas of Merseyside that people want to move to, 

very modern 
• Self contained town, accessible, healthy, multi-use of shops, green spaces 

to promote healthy living 
• Good environment,  
• Vibrant town centre 
• Excellent place for young people. 
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Huyton in 2008 

 
• A place of two halves – Haves and have-nots 
• Urban area with high areas of deprivation, but with rural areas and good 

transport links 
• A cosmopolitan village 
• Safe, environmentally sound.  Changing, but not all for the best – no 

greenery 
• An area with a notorious reputation for crime 
• Good place to work and shop but not being used to its full potential, crime 

is a problem 
• People feel safe, nice environment, local community meeting place, 

thriving community, good employment 
• I will be looking down on it from “another place”, and saying “Did I live 

there?” 
• Can become a thriving area if the right decisions are taken 
• Less anti-social behaviour, more career opportunities 
• Common understanding of ‘What is a community’ 
• Full employment 
• A place with good opportunities to reach your potential – good schools, 

low crime, access to employment 
• An area that is a pleasure to work, reside and socialise in 
• Safe, green, clean environment with excellent shopping, leisure and 

cultural facilities, along with a thriving business economy and varied 
affordable housing 

• Respectful, safe communities 
• Qualifications above its national average, much lower levels of long-term 

unemployment 
• Average wages up, resulting in much better shopping and social facilities 
• Safe, vibrant town centre with good transport links and infrastructure 
• A clean, green environment, a place where people aspire to great things. 
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Huyton in 2025 

 
• People feel safe, nice environment, local community meeting place, 

thriving community, good employment 
• I will be looking down on it from “another place”, and saying “Did I live 

there?” 
• Can become a thriving area if the right decisions are taken 
• Less anti-social behaviour, more career opportunities 
• Common understanding of ‘What is a community’ 
• Full employment 
• A place with good opportunities to reach your potential – good schools, 

low crime, access to employment 
• An area that is a pleasure to work, reside and socialise in 
• Safe, green, clean environment with excellent shopping, leisure and 

cultural facilities, along with a thriving business economy and varied 
affordable housing 

• Respectful, safe communities 
• Qualifications above its national average, much lower levels of long-term 

unemployment 
• Average wages up, resulting in much better shopping and social facilities 
• Safe, vibrant town centre with good transport links and infrastructure 
• A clean, green environment, a place where people aspire to great things 
• Cosmopolitan café culture, walking and cycling mecca, good transport to 

other areas of the borough 
• Modern town centre, plenty of nightlife, good quality shops, no anti-social 

behaviour 
• The number one area in the north 
• Excellent transport links, excellent leisure facilities, good employment 

prospects, a very good place to live 
• Interesting, relaxing, clean, convenient, accessible, worth visiting 
• A centre of excellence within Knowsley, a safe and sustainable community 

with a range of top quality services, educational facilities and opportunity 
for all. 
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Final Thoughts 
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Final thoughts: Halewood  
 

• There is need for feedback as you proceed into the different areas 
• Good luck 
• Feedback 
• Act upon that which you have heard – even if it conflicts with your own 

view 
• Continue to engage with people living and working at a local level as they 

are more familiar with needs of the local people 
• Please look at each area as to what they currently have, and the level of 

what is required, because some areas have more issues to resolve than 
other areas. 

• Make sure you know and understand the area under discussion 
• Think about health promoting environments, make the healthy choice the 

easy choice, links into all areas covered today 
• Keep local councillors close and informed 
• Ensure regular feedback is provided to those who attend. 

 
 
 
Final thoughts: Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village  
 
• Do it with people, not for them or to them 
• Consider consultation with young people and the provision of facilities for 

them 
• Very quickly produce a masterplan for the revitalisation of Prescot town 

centre and consultation process 
• Ensure you consult the public before embarking on schemes 
• Continue and report back fully the results of this consultation process to all in 

the Borough 
• Follow through the significantly important developments currently approved 

and proposed 
• Engage more with local communities, the young should be involved in the 

process as they will be here in 2025, we may not 
• Start regenerating the town centre (Prescot), now rather than later, when it 

will be too late.  Prescot is dying slowly, and people do not want to come 
anymore.  Change it ASAP 

• Feed back information honestly and promptly, be realistic, even if the news is 
bad, people need to know 

• Please consult and listen to what the people want and not just what the 
planners think we should have 

• Take the views of the residents of Knowsley seriously when producing the local 
plan 

• Look at the information from today and any other community involvement, 
plan for younger people, the future generations 

• To try to encourage a more diverse group to be involved in the consultation 
exercise i.e. younger people, business people – break away from the old guard 
and current stakeholders 

• Speed is the essence 
• Educating residents, improving current facilities, provision of new facilities – 
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leisure 
• Create a regional leisure/recreational or arts facility which will bring people to 

the borough 
• Move Prescot town centre to a point where it is recognised as the focal point 

for this part of the borough 
• Listen to the people, don’t do what the developers want, consult with the 

people and business people 
• Community consultation – letting the community decide what they would want 

and ensuring that the developers understand the problems the area has in 
order that they work with the local community 

• Sort Prescot town centre out as a place people want to visit with a diverse 
range of leisure, business and shopping associates 

• The LSP executive needs to be less controlling and more empowering – letting 
the people in the local communities take responsibility – local budgets to area 
boards and local councillors 

• Develop and support health promoting environment 
• Recognise and value diversity of areas within borough 
• Listen a lot more, identify inconsistencies/overlap in views, challenge people 

on them 
• Be very honest about constraints, provide lots of feedback to avoid surprises 
• Recognise the limitations of the council to deliver its aspirations and that other 

partners will be the ones with the power to do so.  Also recognise that not all 
will be positive about doing this. 

 
 
 
Final thoughts: Kirkby  
 

• Involve young people in consultation and keep them engaged in planning 
process 

• Ensuring Kirkby town centre development happens and that the benefits 
are maximised 

• Consider the use of spaces around the clock 
• Retain a sense of character and individuality 
• Leisure and cultural activities, develop skills of local residents, attract 

visitors and bring communities together and inspire the quality of space 
• Make sure you involve the community from the outset and listen to their 

opinions – don’t create a battleground 
• Well thought out design and planning of new neighbourhood to combat 

uses of anti-social behaviour and crime 
• Involvement of local people in any decision making and design of future 

development 
• Think about “health promoting environments” cut across all of the 

issues/developments discussed today 
• Green spaces and the overall feel of the environment is key 
• Ensure resources and time is included in process for further community 

consultation at neighbourhood network level 
• Involvement of local community members would benefit any proposed 

developments.  Would also suggest that what is delivered is appropriate to 
need 
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• Consult with the community fully and update them on progress 
• Learn from the past and don’t make the same mistakes, involve the 

community 
• Ask local people 
• Recognize that “one size doesn’t fit all” and that local identity, design, 

facilities and developments bespoke to Kirkby are vital.  You have an 
opportunity to shape Kirkby as a unique destination 

• Regular updates and timelines 
• Interest focus groups, create an image of consistency for the area. 

 
 
 
Final thoughts: Huyton  
 

• Have faith in residents 
• Plant more flowers 
• The views from the workshop are noted 
• Consult as wide as possible to ensure that future provision is what 

communities want and need 
• Consult everybody, keep people informed 
• Be creative, think outside the box and do not consider issues in isolation 
• Don’t forget the people – social regeneration before physical regeneration 
• Make sure 16/18 year olds are not forgotten 
• That the views, as expressed at the workshops, are considered when 

compiling the plan 
• Go slow, make the right decisions 
• Listen to local people and involve them in the process 
• We have concentrated on today’s issues, not given a great deal of thought 

as what life and requirements might be in 20years 
• Education has to be a top priority, and not a secondary issue 
• Extensive consultation with all stakeholders, let everyone have a chance to 

input 
• Knowsley stakeholders are incredibly proud of their green spaces – should 

be preserved wherever possible and real consideration should be given 
where new properties should be built 

• Be bold, be adventurous, undertake the communities wishes 
• Consult local people with input from officers who may not be local – I don’t 

feel that was specified enough in the invite 
• Communicate and consult the community as widely as possible 
• Wide public consultation – meetings, community networks 
• Ensure consultation with public, no false promises. 
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APPENDIX FIVE: 
Digital Vote – The Questions 
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APPENDIX SIX: 
List of Attendees
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HALEWOOD 
Richard Holford Knowsley PCT 
Heather Vaughan Community Development Worker 
Janet Tildsley Knowsley older people's voice 
Jeff Sayers Area Development Officer 
John Green Halewood Town Council 
John Oakley Area Relationship Director - Halewood 
John Sayers  KMBC 
Lindsay Gibbons PCSTO, Merseyside Police 
Michelle Hardie PCSTO, Merseyside Police 
Susannah Green Community Health Officer 
Tommy Fearns KMBC 
NB: 10 of the 11 participants took part in the digital vote. 
 
 
PRESCOT, WHISTON, CRONTON AND KNOWSLEY VILLAGE 
Councillor W Sommerfield Prescot East 
Councillor M Wynn Prescot West 
Councillor M Sommerfield Prescot West 
Councillor V Cullen Whiston South 
Councillor Y Southern Whiston South 
Paul Lally Partner Representative 
Terry Byron Partner Representative 
Janet Daniels Partner Representative 
Cathy Hindley Officer 
Vic Turner Officer 
Howard Morris Partner Representative 
Councillor J McGarry Prescot East 
Councillor I Smith Prescot West 
Mary Farrell Public Health Team 
Heather Weightman Partner Representative 
Gaynor Culshaw Partner Representative 
Jan Isherwood Partner Representative 
Steve Hughes Partner Representative 
Dave Barkley KMBC 
Sandra Mayers Officer 
Steve Gowland Officer 
Maureen Leatherbarrow KMBC 
NB: 20 of the 22 participants took part in the digital vote. 
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KIRKBY  
Catherine Simmons Partnership Engagement Coordinator, Kirkby 
Christina Walsh KMBC 
Ian Bancroft KMBC 
Richard Holford Knowsley PCT 
Kelly Lindop Part of neighbourhood team , KMBC 
Paula Smith Knowsley Domestic Violence Support Services 
Rob Allen KMBC 
Bill Bailey Kirkby Residents' Association (Chair) 
Phil Hart Merseyside Fire and Rescue Service  
Paul Mavers Age Concern 
Jan Clitheroe YWCA Area Project Development Manager for the 

North West  
NB: 3 additional participants attended this event but did not sign in. 
 
 
HUYTON  
Keith Glover KMBC 
Alan Phillips Community Development 
Cllr T Cunningham KMBC 
Vernon Jackson  Villages Housing Association 
Patrick Goodison Neighbourhood Team 
Andrew Bilsborrow KMBC 
Cllr  R Maguire Swanside Ward, KMBC 
Cllr C Bannon KMBC 
Ken Harrison KMBC 
Susanna Jones Knowsley PCT 
Cllr M Harvey KMBC 
Heather Weightman Partner Representative 
Cllr Lee KMBC 
Inspector Paul Sutcliffe Police 
Nicola Haigh  Neighbourhood Team 
Ian Midwood Community and Voluntary sector 
Pauline Coulton  KMBC 
NB: 1 additional participant attended this event but did not sign in. 
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APPENDIX SEVEN: 
Invitation Flyer
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APPENDIX EIGHT: 
Annotated Maps
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Halewood: Areas that promote healthy living 
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Halewood: Areas of good quality environment 
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Halewood: Areas of poor quality environment 
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Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village: Areas of good quality 
environment 
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Prescot, Whiston, Cronton and Knowsley Village: Areas of poor quality 
environment 
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Kirkby: Areas that promote health living 
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Kirkby: Areas of good quality environment 
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Kirkby: Areas of poor quality environment 

 
 

 



Knowsley Council: LDF Stakeholder Engagement Workshops 
 

August 2008 
 

xlvi



Knowsley Council: LDF Stakeholder Engagement Workshops 
 

August 2008 
 

xlvii

Huyton: Areas that promote health living 
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Huyton: Areas of good quality environment 
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Huyton: Areas of poor quality environment 
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