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From: Gilligan, Gerard 
Sent: 30 October 2014 12:56
To: Knowsley Local Plan
Cc: Rob Johnson; 'brendan martin'
Subject: New House planned for Whiston/Cronton GreenBelt land

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hello, 

Sustainable Urban Extension: South of Whiston & Sustainable Urban Extension: Land South of M62. 

On behalf of the President and 300 strong membership of Liverpool Astronomical Society  I wish to record our 
strong opposition to the proposed plan for Knowsley MBC to sell greenbelt land for housing development in the 
areas either side of the M62 motorway. 

We believe that this additional urban expansion will put additional problems of light pollution and light spillage into 
the night sky, and threaten the Leighton Observatory, situated at Pex Hill, Near Cronton, Widnes, run and 
maintained by Liverpool Astronomical Society. 

The Observatory, which was opened in March 1994 by the later Sir Patrick Moore has become an excellent centre 
for astronomy education and public science outreach. It has become a very popular venue for staging events as part 
of National Science Week, National Astronomy Week, and BBC’s “Stargazing Live” connected events. We also 
support educational outreach for local groups and schools not just in Widnes , but also in Liverpool and indeed 
Knowsley.  It has been featured on BBC North West’s Inside Out program, and BBCs “Sky at Night” 

All this effort and commitment by a  small group of volunteers could be put into serious threat of ending if any 
additional lighting up of the night sky prevents the Observatory from its normal operation for the general public, not 
just on Merseyside, but also with its main connections to other local astronomy societies in the North West of 
England. 

We also feel that any additional lighting of the night‐time environment could have adverse affects on local plant and 
animal life that depend on a dark landscape to live. 

We therefore wish to repeat our strong opposition to these plans, and do hope that Knowsley Planning Committee, 
and all associated departments reconsider this selling of land and reject the idea all together. 

With regards 

Gerard Gilligan 
Hon Secretary - Liverpool Astronomical Society 
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Clerk to the Council: 
Gillian Pinder 

Website: www.rainhillparish.org.uk 

To: 
Knowsley Council 

23 October 2014 

Dear Sir, 
Proposed Modifications to the Local Plan: Core Strategy 

I am instructed by Rainhill Parish Council to object to the proposed modifications to Knowsley’s Core 
Strategy. Specifically the proposed removal of land from Green Belt to provide Sustainable Urban 
Extension on land adjoining Rainhill Parish, classed as ‘South of Whiston’. The proposed release of this 
land for the development of 1503 dwellings is neither legally compliant nor sound.   

Legal Compliance 
The proposal conflicts with the National Planning Policy Framework’s Green Belt purpose: to prevent 
neighbouring towns merging into one another. 

Further at paragraph 84 the NPPF advises that: 
 “When drawing up or reviewing Green Belt boundaries local planning authorities should take account of 
the need to promote sustainable patterns of development. They should consider the consequences for 
sustainable development of channelling development towards urban areas inside the Green Belt boundary, 
towards towns and villages inset within the Green Belt or towards locations beyond the outer Green Belt 
boundary.” 

The Parish Council consider that the site is not in a sustainable location as required by NPPF. 
Development of the site will have a detrimental impact on highway movements. The site is not well served 
by public transport and will result in an unacceptable increase in traffic both on Fox’s Bank Lane and 
Blundells Lane, both of which are within St.Helens borough and within Rainhill Parish Council area.  

Soundness 
The proposal would not result in sustainable development as infrastructure requirements have not been 
addressed. The Delivery Infrastructure Plan does not detail any public transport or highway improvements 
to deal with the increased commuter or vehicle movements. It is impossible to see how this traffic will be 
accommodated.  

Further, the proposal will affect areas of priority habitat and Local Wildlife Sites together with affecting the 
water table, with possible impacts for Halsnead fishing lake.  The lack of mitigation is recognised in the 
sustainability appraisal, which acknowledges “a major negative impact on the objective relating to 
protecting land and soil; and some negative impact on the objectives relating to protecting biodiversity, 
species and habitats; mitigating climate change; and conserving green infrastructure.”  

The Parish council believe these issues have not been sufficiently addressed and designation of this land is 
premature and unsustainable. 

Yours Sincerely 

Gillian Pinder 
Clerk to Rainhill Parish Council

Serving the Rainhill Community since 1894 

 Rainhill Parish Council 
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From: IAN HOLLAND 
Sent: 26 October 2014 07:48
To: Knowsley Local Plan
Subject: Greenbelt

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

I would like to register my strong opposition to the proposed selling off, of the greenbelt between Whiston 
and Cronton. I have lived in Knowsley for the last 10 years and always been quick to praise the council for 
their defence and protection of the greenbelt. Now it seems you are no better than Halton, St Helens and the 
other local councils who have sold off their greenbelt to property developers for a quick buck. This is an 
area of natural beauty and should remain so, go and develop the brown field sites if you must but leave our 
greenbelt alone. 

Ian & Christine Holland 
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Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Dr 
Name Jennifer Mullin 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 
Organisation  
(if appropriate) 
Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column. 

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.
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PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation Jennifer Mullin 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref KGBS 14 Paragraph Ref E1 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)         X 

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3) X 

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

Continue on a separate sheet if necessary… 



4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

I do not think that the proposed plan is sound for the following reasons: 

• It is the last remaining proper green space in the Whiston area.
• The infrastructure around the area cannot cope with so many new houses. For example GP

surgeries, NHS drop in centres, Schools, the local hospital, child care facilities etc.
• The proposed development will lead to a great increase in pollution due to increased traffic.

The industrial development of the former colliery site will also lead to increased levels of
pollution

• The development will put extra strain on the already busy roads. Tarbock roundabout is
already extremely busy. This will lead to gridlock.

• There are already not enough jobs to support the local community. More residents will lead
to increased competition for existing jobs. This will result in higher levels of unemployment
and lead resentment from existing residents.

• The site is an important habitat for lots of wildlife, including some rare species. The
development would be extremely detrimental to the wildlife.

• Natural green space is important to resident’s health and wellbeing. It is especially vital in
Knowsley as there are two major motorways in very close proximity. The greenbelt land
provides an important divide between these noisy, pollution filled motorways and resident’s
homes.

• Brownfield sites already exist in Knowsley which would be better suited to development.
These brownfield sites should be developed before greenbelt sites are even considered for
development.

• There are no exceptional circumstances to justify the destruction of the long established
Green Belt land in Whiston.



PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.  

Signature Date 11/11/2014 
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Knowsley Local 
Plan: Core 
Strategy

Proposed Modifications - Consultation 
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk 

 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 
Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS 

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Miss 
Name Julie Anne Parker 

Job Title 
(if appropriate) 
Organisation 
(if appropriate) 
Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column.

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.
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PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 
 
(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 
 
 
 
Name and/or Organisation            J A Parker 
 
 
1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate? 
 
 
    
 Modification Ref     M088    Policy Ref KGBS 17  Paragraph Ref  5.46A 
 
 
2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box) 
 

 
Yes  No 

 
a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2) 

 
b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
 
 
3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not 
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 
 
 

SA 
 
In the Infrastructure and development options study completed by Mott MacDonald 
8/7/2014 relative to “ South Whiston and land south of the M62”. 
The assessment is not sound as information is not factual. 
 
Table 5.3 SWOT Analysis 
Kings Business Park is almost full and Knowsley requires a successor B1 office Park'...... 
There are 10 vacant units. This statement is not sound as there are a number of empty 
office units currently available on Kings Business Park and the landowners Commercial 
Property Developments have an option to increase the development of the business park 
for b1 use to the north of the site. I have attached an ariel view of the business park which 
demonstrates that the business park has potential to double in size – there are a number of 
planning documents available that support this application. 
 
 
 5.46A In the context of employment land, Green Belt release is required specifically 
to address Knowsley’s overall development requirements up to 2028 and beyond. 
The immediate release of Sustainable Urban Extensions is necessary to provide an 
improved range, choice and quality of sites to address specific employment needs. 
These include provision for a high quality business park (as a successor to Kings 
Business Park, which is almost fully developed) and large scale distribution and 



Logistics centre. 

Mr Pike, can you take into consideration the ‘level of need’ for further business parks when 
there are a number of empty units for multiple uses available on Huyton Business Park, 
Whiston Business Park on Fallows Way and Kings Business Park in Prescot all within a 3 
mile radius of the proposed SUE of Whiston south greenbelt. 
Please also note the historically low attainment figures and aspiration of school leavers and 
Knowsley Councils ability to deliver the Local Plan based on the consistent failings of Local 
Authority services in Knowsley, 
Notably; 
ONS area of Indices of Multiple Deprivation 
Knowsley has returned £18 million of much needed and unspent funding 
Childrens services in special measures 
Low attainment levels in Knowsley schools 
The failure to deliver North Huyton Communities Future redevelopment programme 
effectively – there is little visible regeneration in this area, despite the first phase of a 
housing development being completed. The Centre for Learning school in this area closed 
within 2 years due to under subscription, the community centre is considerably under used 
and there is little synergy between the newly built community of 250 families and the 
existing community which has directly impacted upon crime and increased void properties 
in this area. 

I also stress that I first received correspondence relative to the local plan in September 
2014 and feel that I have been excluded from consultation, I feel that there is not a robust 
evidence base to justify the early release of greenbelt and ask you to extend the period of 
consultation. 

4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text.

In the Local Plan M0157 Para 6.45 should  delete the words “, and SUE 2c 
“Sustainable Urban Extensions - South Whiston and Land to the South of the M62”) and 
necessarily the links and other references consequent  throughout . 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change.

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box)

a) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.

Signature Date 14/11/2014













Improvement Notice 
 
To: NAME  Knowsley Metropolitan Borough Council (“the Council”)  

ADDRESS Archway Road, Knowsley L36 9YU 
 
This Improvement Notice is issued to Knowsley Metropolitan Borough 
Council on 16 September 2014 following the findings of inadequate 
performance and arrangements for ‘children who need help and 
protection’, for ‘adoption performance’ ‘leadership, management and 
governance’, and for ‘effectiveness of the Local Safeguarding Children 
Board’ as identified in the Ofsted inspection report published 30 June 
2014. 
 
1. This Notice is given to address all the areas for improvement identified in 

the report of the inspection of services for children in need of help and 
protection, children looked after and care leavers and review of the 
effectiveness of the local safeguarding children board published by Ofsted 
on 30 June 2014. 

 
2. To comply with this Notice, the following actions are required of the 

Council, working with its partner agencies (“partners”) as identified by the 
Children Act 2004 (section11), with clear evidence of improvement: 

 

Understanding needs of children, young people and families 

3. Ensure that the needs of children and young people in Knowsley are 
reviewed and there is a clear statement of what children and young 
people can expect from services provided by social care and 
partners by: 
 

a. reviewing the Joint Strategic Needs Analysis and communicating a 
shared understanding of strategic priorities to staff and partners; 
with a clear focus on vulnerable groups who would benefit from help 
and protection, care and adoption.  
 

b. setting out a process map of the children and family journey through 
the system including key transition points and target performance 
indicators; 
 

c. ensuring the views of children and young people, their experiences 
and needs are gathered to inform individual care plans, the 
commissioning of services, improvements to services and that there 
is a system to record and report to the Local Safeguarding Children 
Board, the Improvement Board and children and families;  
 

d. ensuring that children and young people are seen alone during 
statutory visits and their views recorded; 
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e. ensuring social worker’s report on child protection are shared with
the family 24hrs before conferences; and

f. ensuring that children and young people are provided with
information about entitlements and how to complain.

Leadership, Management and Governance 

4. Ensure the Council sets out a statement of their vision and ambition for
children’s services and an improvement plan (‘the Improvement Plan’) which sets
clear objectives, timescales, outcomes and is supported by a data set including
qualitative and qualitative information against performance indicators by 6
October 2014.  Consideration should be given to, but not limited by, the
Children’s Safeguarding Performance Information Framework 2012. The
statement and Improvement Plan should be communicated to and implemented
by all staff including those in partner agencies. The Improvement Board (‘the
Board’) is accountable for delivering the Improvement Plan.

5. Ensure leadership, scrutiny and challenge is exercised and impacts on the
quality and effectiveness of safeguarding and looked after children services. By
ensuring that:

a. effective assurance arrangements are in place within the Council and
across the partnership in line with Department for Education (DfE)
statutory guidance ‘Roles and responsibilities of the Director of Children's
Services and the Lead Member for Children Services’ and ‘Working
Together to Safeguard Children’;

b. elected members of the Council understand and deliver their corporate
parent role for looked after children and meet all the statutory
requirements, including statutory visits;

c. the lead member is supported by an experienced peer with a successful
track record of providing political leadership in a Council that has gone
through significant improvement following an inspection;

d. Council senior managers continue to consult staff and partners on the
changes necessary to secure improved children services and that there is
sufficient capacity to enable senior managers to implement the
improvement activity and measure impact;

e. a culture of accountability is developed with managers, staff and partners
holding each other to account with action taken when required to
challenge poor and unacceptable performance; and

f. children’s social care is represented on all key planning forums such as
the Health and Wellbeing Board.

Early Help and Partnership Working 

6. Implement a prevention and early intervention strategy to provide
children, young people and families appropriate support from early
help to statutory intervention by:

a. setting clear expectations that partners in health and the police play
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a full and active role in the identification and support of those who 
need early help and protection;  

b. developing and agreeing a local protocol for early assessment as
set out in Working Together to Safeguard Children so all partners
are able to respond to early needs and involve others as required;

c. reviewing and monitoring the understanding, use of thresholds and
criteria, and referral routes (including the take-up of CAF) by
different partners;

d. monitoring referral/re-referral rates and feedback from referrers;
e. commissioning targeted services with partners with mechanisms for

step-up/step-down between early help and statutory social care to
ensure appropriate support and shared case leads across partners;
and

f. monitoring the contributions to, the use and impact of early help as
made by all partners and to regularly report to the Board on this
with recommendations to improve practice.

Quality and effectiveness of Practice 

7. Improve the quality, timeliness and consistency of children’s social
care assessments by ensuring that:

a. all assessments by the Council and partners follow the principles
and parameters of a good assessment and are completed within
timescales as stated in Working Together to Safeguard Children;

b. all protocols are agreed and monitored and ensure information is
shared in a timely fashion e.g. after key planning meetings where
decisions are taken; and

c. evidence, rationale and decision making for assessments are timely
in being recorded.

8. Improve the quality, delivery and management of child protection
practice and plans by ensuring that:

a. all partners attend child protection meetings and strategy meetings
and this is escalated and addressed when not occurring;

b. child protection plans comply with the requirements of Working
Together to Safeguard Children including ensuring that all plans
include the views of the child, time bound actions, with assigned
‘owners’, and with measurable, success outcomes for children and
young people;

c. plans include review and evaluation points, with timescales agreed
with other professionals along with information about their
contributions;

d. scrutiny, challenge and capability of Child Protection Conference
Chairs is improved by having regard to statutory guidance;

e. case records are regularly updated, in a timely fashion, to document
any new or amended information, rationale and decisions as they
arise; and

f. evidence of management oversight, decision making and
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appropriate action and chronologies, is set out in detail on each 
case file. 

 
9. Ensure robust permanency, care planning and review of looked after 

children at the earliest point by : 
a. improving matching processes to ensure that the needs of children 

requiring  long term placements are met; 
b. implementing a care planning tracker that is subject to regular 

review; 
c. clear systems are in place to ensure concurrent and parallel 

planning for children entering care; 
d. reviewing the procedures of the Independent Reviewing Officers to 

adhere to statutory guidance and to tackle any delays to the 
timescales set out in plans;  

e. ensuring there are sufficient foster carers and residential 
placements to respond to the needs of looked after children; and 

f. monitoring the educational achievement of looked after children 
against clear targets. 
 

10. Improve the timeliness of adoptions by ensuring that: 
a. clear plans are in place to improve all aspects of adoption 

timeliness (local authority decision-making, placement orders, 
matching and placement); 

b. measures are taken to build on the introduction of recent new 
processes to address delays including the production of robust 
performance management information; and 

c. performance management information and a trajectory of likely 
impact on DfE’s adoption scorecard indicators is reported and 
reviewed by the Board as part of the data set in paragraph 4. 

Quality assurance, audit and management oversight 

11. Ensure there is a robust and effective quality assurance framework 
to drive and evidence the impact of improvement with families, front line 
practitioners and key partner agencies that: 
 

a. uses quantitative and qualitative evidence, with a view to the 
effectiveness of practice and the degree to which it is safe; 

b. includes regular auditing arrangements of case files, with use of 
independent arrangements to review the quality and timeliness of 
recording and compliance in individual case records (as set out in 
Working Together to Safeguard Children); 

c. there is an agreed regular and planned approach (including the size 
and scope of audits), to update the Board on audit findings and 
analysis, along with recommendations to improve practice, which 
should also inform the work of the LSCB; and  

d. ensures recommendations and actions are measurable, inform 
improvements in practice, workforce development and supervision.  
 

12. Establish effective supervision and management oversight by 
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ensuring that: 
a. all staff continue to have regular supervision;
b. that supervision is reflective to promote learning, in line with agreed

protocols, with training available for supervisors;
c. social worker responsibilities and workloads are defined and

reviewed with a range of work for staff consistent with their level of
experience and competence (including protected caseloads for
Newly Qualified Social Workers); and

d. all management oversight (such as case discussion, supervision
and audit) is conducted in line with standards set out in Working
Together to Safeguard Children  to ensure safe practice and
decision making on individual child protection cases.

Staff capability and capacity 

13. Develop a workforce strategy which is based upon an analysis of need.
The workforce strategy must include clear recruitment and retention
strategies, set out how poor performance and capability isues will be dealt
with and an analysis of skills and training needs required to deliver good
social work.  It should be implicitly linked to the Improvement Plan, and
clearly related to service plans and audit outcomes. The strategy should
be aimed initially at reducing the dependency on agency staff and should
include:

a. support for newly qualified social workers is reviewed to ensure that
it meets need and results in them becoming advocates for the
service in Knowsley;

b. a review of, and improvement to, tools and systems required to
deliver good and agile social work including the electronic
information system; and

c. staff engagement and regular feedback to improve and shape
practice using feedback mechanisms, such as staff surveys and
report the results to the Improvement Board.

Local Safeguarding Children’s Board (LSCB) 

14. Strengthen the LSCB so it can ensure that partners work together
effectively and are held to account for their responsibilities by
ensuring that:

a. there is action to improve the effectiveness of the LSCB, to ensure
its compliance with the requirements of Working Together to
Safeguard Children and that partners are fulfilling their obligations
under section 11 of the Children Act 2004;

b. multi-agency practice and individual partner audits are robust, with
reporting to the Improvement Board on any key lessons and
recommendations to improve practice;

c. all partners are committed a shared set of priorities for
safeguarding, child protection, and early help/intervention and
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prevention;   
d. all policies and training are reviewed and delivered to ensure 

understanding of thresholds in all agencies; 
e. the LSCB learns from national lessons of serious case reviews and 

from LSCBs where effectiveness is considered good or outstanding; 
and 

f. the chair of the LSCB reports progress to the Improvement Board 
meeting to inform the Improvement Board Chair’s report to the 
Minister. 

 
15. Taking account of the measures set out in this Improvement Notice 

the Council is expected to: 
 

a. Establish an Improvement Board (`the Board’) and appoint an 
Independent Chair (“the Chair”).  The Board is expected to meet at 
least every 6 weeks. If in the future the Improvement Board wishes 
to vary the frequency of meetings this must first be agreed by the 
Department for Education. An official from the Department for 
Education will attend board meetings as a ‘participant observer’. 
The Board should include key partner agencies in its membership. 
The Council must provide the Chair with administrative support to a 
level sufficient for the Chair to undertake his/her role efficiently and 
for the Board to operate effectively. This to include provision to 
allow,  at least 2 days every month for independent testing and 
validation.(either by the Chair directly or an independently 
appointed person on behalf of the Chair).  

 
b. The Council must develop an Improvement Plan by 6 October 2014 

aimed at delivering improvements.  The content of the Improvement 
Plan and a record of progress must be kept up to date. The Council 
must report to the Board on progress against the objectives in the 
plan and can commission updates from partners in order to do this. 
Reporting should include analysis and recommendations supported 
by reviewing performance trends against key data sets (which 
partners should agree) including quality of service and outcomes for 
children and young people. The Council should highlight those 
objectives which are slow to progress and highlight where 
contributions need to be strengthened.  

 
16. The Council should aim for actions included in the Improvement Plan 

to be delivered within 18 months of the Ofsted inspection. The 
objectives and performance trends will form part of the discussion at 
formal review meetings with the Department for Education.  

 
Improvement against the above measures will be assessed as follows: 
 
17. The Improvement Board Chair must provide to the Parliamentary Under 

Secretary of State for Children and Families a written progress report 
against the areas set out in this Notice by December 2014 and every three 
improvement boards thereafter. The Chair’s report should be based on 
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independent testing and validation of improvements. 

18. In parallel, the LSCB Chair should also report to the Improvement Board
meeting on progress to improve its effectiveness.

19. Progress reviews will be conducted by DfE officials and take place every
six months until this notice is lifted, or at the specific request of the
Department. Prior to the review, any Improvement Board Chair’s report for
that period will be supplemented by a Council report of progress against
the improvement plan submitted to DfE a week in advance of the review.
Such reviews may result in an amendment to this Improvement Notice and
further action being required.

Failure to comply with this Improvement Notice by the assessment 
dates or poor progress: 

20. Should the Council be unwilling or unable to comply with this Improvement
Notice, or should ministers not be satisfied with the Council’s progress at
any stage, ministers may choose to invoke their statutory powers of
intervention (s497A Education Act 1996) to direct the Council to enter into
an appropriate arrangement to secure the improvements required in
children’s services.

Signed on behalf of the Secretary of State 

……………………… 

Dated :  September 2014 
. 
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Knowsley Local 
Plan: Core 
Strategy 

Proposed Modifications - Consultation 
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk 

 By Post:  Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 
Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS 

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Miss 
Name Julie Anne Parker 

Job Title 
(if appropriate) 
Organisation 
(if appropriate) 
Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column.

SOUTH WHISTON & M62 169 ID: 341

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.



PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation    J A Parker 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref     M157    Policy Ref SUE2c Paragraph Ref  6.45 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3) 

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments.

Mr Pike, 
I believe that the Sustainability Appraisal of Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy Proposed Modifications – 
September 2014 is unsound and fails to properly examine the impact of SUE2c on the Environment 
objectives E.2 
I believe that this proposal is not sound as it does not take into account a number of national studies and 
best practice from national bodies relative to retaining urban greenbelt land and conservation of priority 
habitats. It does not take into consideration that the loss of greenbelt in this area, the 6th most deprived 
borough in the UK, will have on the surrounding community within Whiston. I believe that the release of 
this land to housing will have a detrimental impact on the local wildlife, well-being, air quality and impact 
of climate change which will resonate throughout  surrounding communities.  I would also request that you 
consider it not to be 'sound' to conduct a habitat survey in October when many species are dormant or in 
hibernation. In addition to this I ask you to consider the soundness of a 'desktop' habitat survey is adequate 
to  accurately determine the significance of any adverse effects on habitats, conservation and bio diversity 
of this greenbelt land. 

Please take into account the following references from specialist organisations and academics; 
The proposed 'A Nature and Wellbeing Act' has been proposed by RSPB and The Wildlife Trust in a direct 
response to the following; 
The State of Nature Report concluded that 



a) We have quantitative assessments of the population or distribution trends of 3,148 species.

Of these, 60% of species have declined over the last 50 years and 31% have declined strongly 

b) Contact with nature has many proven physical and mental benefits.

c) Since more that 80% of the UK’s population live in urban areas, it is essential that people

living there are provided with sufficient opportunities to experience nature –it may be the only 

chance they get. 

d) It is clear that people need nature, but the reverse is also true – we need to inspire the next

generation of conservationists to tackle the ongoing problems faced by wildlife. The only way to do 

this is to help people experience, explore and understand the natural world, because people won’t 

protect what they don’t know and love. 

e) Of 1,064 farmland species for which we have trends, 60% have decreased and 34% have
decreased strongly 
f) One estimate suggests that access to quality green space would save the NHS £2.1 billion

pounds annually, because of the health benefits it provides. 

g) The state of the UK’s butterflies (2011) concluded that 72% of species had decreased over
the previous ten years, including common “garden’’ butterflies that had declined by 24% at 
Knowsley Metropolitan Borough Council's Green Space Strategy Conference in 2014,(Elsewhere  
Professor John Emeritus Bird of Manchester University advised that the greenbelt running adjacent 
to M62 motorway acts as a 'gateway' for butterflies and other invertebrates and this corridor of 
travel into other neighbouring boroughs is imperative for the breeding and conservation of such 
species).   
h) The state of the UK’s birds (2012) reported that the UK has lost in the region of 44 million

breeding birds since the late 1960s. 

i) The decline of these important nectar and pollen sources has had a knock-on effect for
insect pollinators. Of the 97 food plants that we know bumblebees prefer, 76% have declined over 
the past 80 years18. As bumblebees are pollinators of some commercial crops and many 
wildflowers, threats to their populations may have far-reaching consequences for farming, people 
and other wildlife(Mr Pike if you can again note that Knowsley has 2 predominant 'attractions of 
interest' 1i)Knowsley Safari Park and ii)The National Wildflower Centre-loss of Knowsley bee 
population and natural wildflower conflicts with the aims and objectives of Landlife(a wildflower 
conservation charity) whom established 'the national wildflower centre' in 1999. Indeed there 
strapline is ''Landlife works for a better environment by creating new opportunities for wildflowers 
and wildlife and encouraging people to enjoy them''  Indeed as mentioned on the home page of the 
national wildflower centres website which is located just 3 miles from the green belt south of the 
Whiston ''We are working in close partnership with Knowsley Council  'The Wildflower Borough', 
making new landscapes for communities. Releasing land that has an abundance of natural 
wildflower conflicts the mission statement of Knowsley's premier attraction, source of tourism and 
contribution to local economy, I would suggest that Knowsley Council and Landlife should do 
everything possible to showcase Knowsley as the green and flourishing 'wildflower borough' and by 
releasing greenbelt adjacent to the main thoroughfare in and out of Knowsley (The M62) does not 
reflect the outstanding work delivered by both Landlife and other environmental conservation 
charities operating in Knowsley who's key aims and objectives (as per the charity commission 
website' are to enhance and protect and conserve the natural environment' 
j) In this context ; In the South Whiston and Land South of M62 Habitats survey it is reported
“Grey Partridge (Perdix perdix)  is present and that the UK population of Grey Partridge declined by 
88% between 1970 and 2005 and though still widespread shows distinct variation according to 
agricultural practices. In North Merseyside there were 
an estimated 300 pairs in 1997-99 and they are present in all suitable habitat. 
Loss of suitable habitat is the main cause of decline in this species, with changes in agricultural 



practices being particularly detrimental.  This proposal will exacerbate the decline of this species. 

k) Urban wildlife plays a crucial role in enriching people’s lives: without it, many people would
have no access to nature and all the benefits it brings, by contrast Stadt Moers Park( on the site of a 
former landfill disposal site) is in dire need of improvements, currently the park is underused with 
the majority of the local community preferring to use greenbelt for recreational and leisure use. The 
park path ways are congested with dog excrement, debris from 'burned out' vehicles, graffiti, 
overflowing or full bins. Attempts to create a more appealing  'nature reserve' for the community 
have failed, as to as attempts to increase footfall into the park for recreational use for e.g. despite a 
robust promotional campaign, British Cycling Associations 'Skyride' community bike ride held on 
Sunday 24th August 2014 attracted just 1 participant from a neighbouring borough. The greenbelt in 
Whiston is widely regarded as 'the hub' of the community. Knowsley Council reference on a number 
of occasions throughout the core strategy their objective is to 'create resilient communities' Mr Pike 
I ask you to acknowledge that a resilient community already exists in Whiston, where 
neighbourhood values and a small 'rural community feel' are common place, despite being located 
in an area of multiple deprivation Whiston residents know each other by name – I moved to this 
area less than 1a year ago and having worked professionally within Knowsley for a number of years I 
can assure you that no other township in Knowsley has embedded community values as displayed 
in Whiston. 
l) The UK’s increasing human population means more pressure on urban green spaces, and
less room for wildlife. Of the 658 urban species for which we have data, 59% have declined and 35% 
have declined strongly. Invertebrates are doing particularly poorly in urban environments with 42% 
(183) showing strong declines.    
m) Half of the species assessed have shown strong changes in abundance or distribution,
indicating that recent environmental changes are having a dramatic impact on the nature of the 
UK’s land. There is also evidence to suggest that species with specific habitat requirements (such as 
those found in ancient woodlands, wet woodlands and wetlands)are faring worse than generalist 
species that are better able to adapt to a changing environment 

 In respect of E8 

n) Climate change is having an increasing impact on nature in the UK. Rising average
temperatures are known to be driving range expansion in some species, but evidence for harmful 
impacts is also mounting. We should act to save nature both for its intrinsic value and for the 
benefits it brings to us that are essential to our well-being and prosperity. Mr Pike can you also 
consider that South Whiston is 'sandwiched' between 2 major motorway networks M62/M57 the 
latter merging into a 3rd highway 'The Knowsley Expressway'(A5300) This extract is taken from 
Knowsley Council's Local Pinch Point Fund Application Form to DofT for expansion and junction 
improvements of A5300. As the number of new homes in Knowsley increases by 3,000 over the next 
five years and money is invested in development sites and job creation, improved traffic flow will be 
critical in assisting much needed regeneration and growth. Going forward, based on all trip 
purposes, the Liverpool City Region Transport model (LCRTM) projects a 3% increase in trips to and 
from Knowsley to the rest of the LCRTM study area by 2024. This represents around 12,000 
additional trips, per weekday, in each direction. The LCRTM taking into account housing and 
employment growth in Knowsley (not Liverpool or Halton) and including improvements to the 
A5300/A562 junction, projects that by 2024 the A5300, A562 and A561 will all exceed a volume 
over capacity ratio of 85% during the AM and PM peaks. 16384 tonnes of C02 being emitted per 
year from A5300 in its current position pre expansion and pre opening of the Mersey gateway and 
the additional traffic flow associated with this. It concerns me that such increase in volume of 
traffic, particularly freight traffic will only increase poor air quality produced by traffic and traffic 
congestion which will exacerbate respiratory disease in Knowsley. 



o) Knowsley Public Health Annual Report 2014 states that there were 402 deaths due to lung
cancer in Knowsley between 2010 and 2012, 31% of all cancer deaths. Of these deaths, 198 were 
people under the age of 75. 
The rate for premature lung cancer mortality during 2010-12 was 41.1 deaths per 100,000 
population, significantly higher than the rate across the whole of England (24.7) and the North West 
region (31.0).Knowsley had the 10th highest premature lung cancer mortality rate in England during 
2010-12, out of 326 local authority areas 
Knowsley had the 5th highest premature COPD mortality rate in England during 2010-12, out of 326 
local authorities. 
There were 718 deaths from respiratory disease between 2010 and 2012 in Knowsley, about 239 
per year - this accounted for 17% of all deaths in Knowsley. Of these  deaths, 205 were people 
under the age of 75.The premature mortality rate from respiratory disease in Knowsley between 
2010 and 2012 was 42.0 deaths per 100,000 population. Greenbelt land and associated woodland is 
critical to off-setting carbon emissions generated from increased traffic flow and planned business 
growth of local business and industrial parks, increasing urban sprawl in this area will have a 
detrimental impact on air quality in Whiston.   

4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text.

Delete the words “, and SUE 2c 
Sustainable Urban Extensions - South Whiston and Land to the South of the M62”) and 
necessarily the links and other references throughout”. 



PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change.

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box)

p) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.

Signature Date 13/11/2014
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From: Kerry Woodall 
Sent: 31 October 2014 00:13
To: Knowsley Local Plan
Subject: Whiston greenbelt

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Sent from my iPhone.   I am against this build and will do what it takes to stop as will 
affect the future in so many negative ways.   Too much traffic.  Too many people for 
schools gps.   Ugly building sites instead if beauty  
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Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Miss 
Name K Meredith 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 
Organisation  
(if appropriate) 
Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column. 

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.

SOUTH WHISTON & M62 182 ID: 364, 444, 468 AND 94

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)�

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

 

M055 to 

M065

KGBS 14 

The Local Plan is unsound due to the failure of the council to carry out adequate consultation 
with the public. I would maintain that the policies outlined in CS1 to 5 and the SUE documents 
are out of step with Public opinion, especially as most of my neighbours have only just heard of 
the proposals to build on Green Belt at South Whiston. I would ask that the public meetings with 
the Inspector be re-convened to take into account the views of local residents and stated by the 
Government in the Localism Bill. 
I would further state that the Knowsley Local Plan does not take into account the latest Data 
from the Office of National Statistics in relation to population growth, and that the projections in 
the local plan are out of date and not relevant to 2014. 
The local Plan does not address latest statement from The Rt Hon Eric Pickles MP, the 
Secretary of State for Communities, which states “Planners must protect our Green Belt”  
see link below: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/councils-must-protect-our-precious-green-belt-land 
This statement reinforces the need to protect Green Belt as contained within the NPPF, and that 
exceptional circumstances must be clear before release of Green Belt. Except to make profit for 
developers I can see no exceptional circumstances exist in Whiston. The North West does not 
have the Housing shortage that London and the South east has, and as such removal of Green 
Belt should not be considered in our case.  

https://www.gov.uk/government/news/councils-must-protect-our-precious-green-belt-land


4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing �

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.  

Signature 
Date 13/11/14

I would also object to the release of green belt because Knowsley council have not proved that 
they have considered every Brown Field site, and that the early release of Green Belt will delay 
the development of brown field sites, as stated by Mr Jonathan Clarke at the original hearings. 

Knowsley have not considered empty housing within the borough, as they have a very poor 
record of bringing empty and derelict housing back into use. I can find no reference to any 
consultation with local housing trusts. It has not considered other council holdings such as 
redundant schools, conversion of employment land, more intensive use of land already 
identified and windfalls which the government have expressly stated should be considered in 
any SHLAA 

Knowlsey council have not consulted with other bordering councils, especially as the building 
programme within St Helens and Halton are well advanced and may take up some of the 
housing requirement of Knowsley. Liverpool Council(LC) consider that the large amount of 
Green Belt release proposed by Knowsley is too much and may be premature, and that no  
contact has been made with Liverpool – these comment come from Mike Eccles(LC 
Development Manager) response to original inspections. There is a Duty to Co-Operate which 
has not been considered. 

Green Belt is also supposed to stop urban sprawl, Knowsley already touch Liverpool at Huyton 
and the Proposals at South Whiston will bring us up to the boundary with St Helens. The   
Proposal in Cronton will bring us closer to Halton. This  is not consistent with National Policy. 
Continued on separate attachment. 
 

 on a separate sheet if necessary…
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Attachment – Objections to KGBS 14 

E1 
To protect, enhance and manage 
the local character and accessibility 
of the landscape and countryside 
across Knowsley 

Although some of the locations that would be 
released from the Green Belt contain areas that 
have been previously developed and other 
policies in the plan will seek to protect landscape 
character, each of the options could support the 
release of areas of greenfield land and have a 
negative impact on landscape character. As such, 
each of the options has the potential to have a 
negative impact on the objective. However, 
Option 3 would not prioritise the early release of 
any sites in the Green Belt and could also result in 
planning approvals being ‘called in’ by the 
Secretary of State due to these locations 
remaining in the Green Belt. As a result, it is 
uncertain whether this option would have any 
significant impact on the objective in the short 
term. It could 
however still have a negative impact on the 
objective in the longer term as the sites 
in the Green Belt do start to come forward 

 Objections: 

• The purposes of Green Belts in planning policy are clear – to protect the countryside from
urban sprawl and to retain the character of towns and cities (Natural England, 2010). The
proposal to release the Green Belt in South Whiston will exacerbate urban sprawl and it’s
identity and character as a village community will be lost.

• As this is the last area of Green Belt within the South Whiston area the residents will no
longer have access to the natural environment and all the benefits that the natural landscape
exhibits.

• Those areas which are not to be included in the release from Green Belt – Old Wood and Big
Water – would be severely impacted by the influx of residents to the proposed development.
These features would be isolated amidst the proposed development and would be rendered
unsustainable as a quality natural landscape and habitat for wildlife.

• Release of the Green Belt in South Whiston will contradict the purpose of Green Belt ‘to
retain attractive landscapes, and enhance landscapes, near to where people live’.

• The local character and natural landscape of South Whiston stem from the early 12th century
(Merseyside Historic characterization Project, 2011). The loss of this natural landscape held
within the very last of the Green Belt in South Whiston would see the complete eradication of
all the historic character that currently remains. The heritage of South Whiston would thus be
lost for all current and future residents.

• Whiston is a ‘village’ with a village community. The proposed development would eradicated
this village community as numbers would be too great for the community to be considered a
village any longer.

E2 Each of the options could support the release of 
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To protect, enhance and manage biodiversity, the 
viability of protected and endangered species, 
habitats, geodiversity and sites of geological 
importance. 

land from the Green Belt to meet the Borough’s 
housing and employment needs. A number of 
these Sustainable Urban Extensions contain Local 
Wildlife Sites and others are located in close 
proximity to them. In addition, as significant 
number of the Sustainable Urban Extensions also 
contain areas of priority habitat. As such, each of 
the options has the potential to have a negative 
impact on the objective, although it is 
acknowledged that other policies in the plan seek 
to protect biodiversity and features of ecological 
importance. Option 3 would not prioritise the 
early release of any sites in the Green Belt and 
could also result in planning approvals being 
‘called in’ by the Secretary of State due to these 
locations remaining in the Green Belt. As a result, 
it is uncertain whether this option would have any 
significant impact on the objective in the short 
term as it may not provide the certainty for the 
development industry required to guarantee the 
necessary investment to bring such sites forward 
for development. 
It could however still have a negative impact 
on the objective in the longer term as the sites in 
the Green Belt do start to come forward. 

Objections: 

• The protection, enhancement and management of the remaining area of ecologically isolated
green belt will be rendered a belated and insufficient attempt to restore/protect/fix what has
already been lost.

• Ecological dispersal and colonization of protected and endangered species will be prevented
via fragmentation of vital habitat networks; inadequate dispersal of species will cause a local
and regional extinction of nationally significant and endangered species. (Harrison and Bruna,
1999) 

• Agricultural land adjoining Big Water and Old Wood is currently providing essential refuge
for nationally endangered, red listed grey partridge, a victim species that relies on farming
systems for its food source and habitat. (RSPB, 2014). There is a significant population
throughout the agricultural land surrounding Big Water and Old Wood. Nationally 87% of the
population of grey partridge has been lost since the 1970’s, a direct result of habitat
fragmentation and loss.  It can be expected to deteriorate further owing to the potential loss of
the agricultural green belt of South Whiston.

• The agricultural land adjoining Big Water and Old Wood provides refuge and food source for
sky lark which has reduced nationally in population by 62%,  overall farmland bird species
which have reduced by 56%, and lapwings which have fallen in population by 76% since the
1970’s (RSPB, 2014).  This land is also the hunting, nesting and breeding grounds of buzzards
and barn owls the numbers of which will be directly and severely impacted by the loss of the
agricultural green belt in South Whiston. So too the population of their prey of field mice,
voles and rabbits.

• Impact of human activity upon the remaining area of Greenbelt, i.e. Big Water and Old Wood
after development has taken place would have a detrimental effect upon the quality of natural
habitats and upon all local species. Increase in human population in addition to the close
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proximity to the remaining Greenbelt will further degrade the natural environment as a result 
of vandalism and overall human impact. 

• Without sufficient connectivity of green corridors the isolated patches of Greenbelt will suffer
a loss of biodiversity and environmental quality.  Current natural linkages connecting Stadt
Moers to the South Whiston Greenbelt would be disconnected by the proposed development,
preventing colonization and migration of species.

• Migrating water fowl e.g. Swans, Canadian Geese, Coots, Moorhens, Herons which frequent
big water will diminish due to the encroachment of urban sprawl. This will have a detrimental
effect upon the quality of Big Water fresh water habitat as they naturally manage the fresh
water habitats.

• Had a full ecological and habitat survey been undertaken by KMBC it would have established,
in summary, that the urban fringe woodland of Old Wood and Big Water, and supportive
agricultural land , all within the green belt of South Whiston, was essential to the conservation
of the abundance of wildlife and thus their sustainable future.
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E3. To adapt to climate 
change including flood risk. 

The Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 
identifies that a small part of the southern section 
of the site is at risk of fluvial flooding. This risk 
of flooding will be 
exacerbated by climate change and this part of 
the site should only be considered for 
development as part of a sequential approach. It 
is recognised that 
the identified capacity of the site has been 
derived from the assumption that the portion of 
the site within Flood Zones 2 and 3 will be 
excluded from the developable area and unless 
this is the case, and the other identified 
mitigation measures are implemented, the 
proposals could have a negative impact 
on the objective and its sub-objective of 
reducing flood risk. 
The Preliminary Flood Risk Assessment 
indicates that the site also falls within an area 
that is susceptible to ground water flooding. 
Nevertheless, the PFRA does recognise that 
there is a lack of local information in relation to 
groundwater flooding and that the dataset used 
only identifies wider areas that may be at risk 
from groundwater flooding. Accordingly, the 
information on groundwater flooding is caveated 
by the acknowledgement that 
only isolated locations within the overall 
susceptible area are likely to suffer the 
consequences of groundwater flooding. 
Nonetheless, the proposals would 
result in a significant area of greenfield land 
being replaced with built development which 
may have an adverse impact on levels of surface 
water run-off if suitable measures are not 
implemented, such as sustainable drainage 
systems. 
The proposals would also result in the loss of a 
greenfield site that has the potential to provide 
habitat for species and help mitigate higher 
summer Temps associated with climate change.  

Objections: 

• Extensive inland flooding in 2007 focused attention on the economic and human costs of
flooding (Pitt, 2008). Climate change is already causing heavier downpours, especially in
winter, a trend that is projected to persist and increase flood risk (Defra, 2009). At present the
110 hectares of Green Belt in Whiston acts a soak for surrounding areas, The increased
rainfall in Storm conditions(see below) will seriously challenge the ability of the existing
main drains (AD51, map MMD-321747-D-SK-00-XX-0001) to handle such downpours.
There is a distinct possibility that the M62 could flood if such a large area of Green Belt is put
under concrete. Added to this the proposed development at Cronton (which in certain areas is
lower than Whiston) would not be able to take any surplus rainfall.

• Properties in Foxshaw Close and Windy Arbour Close and the Green Belt to the rear of these
properties are on a very high water table. These properties had to install extra drainage
following the development of the Lickers Lane estate in the 1970’s as water levels rose and
caused flooding to property foundations. Clear spring water was found beneath floor boards
which had to be drained in order to prevent subsidence of the properties and to prevent rising
damp.
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• Further development of the Green Belt to the rear of the properties will further impact the high
water table and increase the probability of flooding to these properties and surrounding
properties.

• No indication has been given as to the capacity of United Utilities to provide water treatment
and sewage treatment, at the local water treatment works, for the proposed development.

E4. To mitigate climate 
change including using 
energy prudently and 
efficiently and increasing energy generated from 
Renewable sources. 

Each of the options would inevitably result in 
some carbon emissions and could therefore have 
a negative impact on the objective and its sub-
objective. Other policies in the Core Strategy are 
likely to ensure that all new development is 
designed in a way to maximise energy efficiency 
and it is recognised that the proposers of the site 
have stated that the site may offer opportunities 
for decentralised energy systems due to the 
quantum of development proposed. It is however 
recognised that there is presently no certainty 
that such systems would be incorporated into the 
proposals for the site and it is noted that the 
Knowsley Renewable and Low Carbon Energy 
Options study (2009) considered that a purely 
residential development of the area would be 
unlikely to readily lend itself to a district heating 
opportunity. In addition, the site is not located 
within a ‘Priority Zone’ for renewable and low 
carbon energy as identified by the Liverpool 
City Region Renewable Energy Capacity Study 
(2009) and it is therefore unlikely to deliver a 
reduction in carbon emissions beyond those 
required by Local Plan policies. The proposals 
are likely to result in an increase in traffic in the 
immediate surrounding area. It is however noted 
that there are a range of local facilities and 
amenities that are readily accessible from 
sections of the site including primary schools, a 
GP and health centre and a local shopping centre 
on Greene’s road. It is also recognised that there 
are existing employment areas located in close 
proximity to employment sites, such as the 
industrial and business estate on the opposite 
side of Windy Arbor Road and Huyton Business 
Park which may reduce the need to travel for 
work. Furthermore, both Options 1 and 2 would 
support the provision of some facilities on the 
site although there is still some uncertainty over 
what facilities would be provided on site and the 
degree to which these would be accessible from 
all parts of the site and surrounding areas. 
Consequently, and taking into account the scale 
of development that would be likely to come 
forward on the site, it is considered that each of 
the options have the potential to have some 
negative impact on the objective. There is a 
higher degree of certainty that Option 3 would 
have a negative impact on the 
objective as this approach would not necessarily 
support the provision of onsite facilities. 
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Objections: 

• It is quite clear that the development of Green Belt in Whiston will have an overall negative
effect on the aim to mitigate climate Change.  The Sustainable and Low Carbon Development
(5.183 SD32. CS22) removal of the developers need to meet the Sustainable homes/BREEAM
standards will increase energy usage.

• The increase in Traffic in the area will increase carbon emissions and have a detrimental effect
on Air Quality.

• The Industrial Estate mentioned on Windy Arbor Road has little effect on employment as the
few factories that are occupied, have no need for more workers.

• There is also an acceptance that this development will not be suitable for energy generated by
renewable sources. In addition, the removal of the requirement to achieve a certain Code for
Sustainable Homes standards mean there is also a reduced level of certainty that the policy
would have a positive impact on the objectives that relates to poverty and deprivation; and
health.

• “The need to build more sustainable housing with a limited supply of land means that
innovation is necessary but working towards sustainable communities relies on more than the
achievement of zero carbon housing; its success will also be determined by the selection of
appropriate locations for development”, Neil Williamson FLI, President Landscape Institute

E5. To provide, conserve, 
maintain and enhance 
green infrastructure. 

Although Options 1 and 2 would support the 
retention/provision of some areas of public open 
space, each of the options would result in the 
loss of substantial area of greenfield land which 
offers the potential to function as part of the 
Borough’s Green Infrastructure network and it is 
considered that each of the options would have a 
negative impact on this objective due to the area 
of greenfield land that would be lost. It is 
however acknowledged that there is only a low 
level of certainty over this impact of Options 1 
and 2 on the objective due to their potential to 
retain areas of public open space & increase the 
quality of the accessible green infrastructure 
network. By contrast, there is a higher degree of 
certainty that Option 3 would have a negative 
impact on this objective as it would not offer the 
same level of protection to areas of Public Open 
Space. 

Objections: 

• The provision of parks and open spaces in deprived areas such as Knowsley is worse than in
affluent areas. The removal of this area of Green Belt would severely impact the deprived
residents of this area of Knowsley.

• The higher the quality of the green space, the more likely it is to be used. To build over 1500
houses on Best & Most Versatile Grade2 Agricultural land cannot enhance green
infrastructure. Every one of the options would result in the loss of large area of essential open
green space. This area of Green Belt is THE VERY LAST piece of Green Belt in South
Whiston and as such is the highest quality of open green space in the South Whiston area.

• Open green space is essential to health and well-being especially for mental health and
preventing and combating mental health issues. Knowsley MBC would be failing in it’s care
of, and provision for, it’s residents suffering mental health issues should this area of Green
Belt be developed.
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Objections: 
• The majority of the site is classified as Grade 2 Best and Most Versatile agricultural land and

has been farmed for many years. None of the options will meet the objective to restore land
and soil quality. UK soils store over 10 billion tonnes of carbon in the form of organic matter.
The size of this store means soil has a vital role to play in helping to combat climate change.
“Preventing emissions from soil and exploring how to increase existing stores of soil carbon
can make an important contribution to meeting the Government’s emission reduction targets
and carbon budgets, introduced by the Climate Change Act 2008”. Defra, Soils Policy Team

E7. To protect, improve and 
where necessary, restore 
the quality of inland, and 
estuarine waters. 

The site is in close proximity to a number of 
bodies of water, including Big Water. Directing 
development to locations close to these features 
has the potential to adversely affect water quality 
unless adequate mitigation measures are 
adopted. It is however recognised that there is 
limited certainty about the impact of 
development in this location on the water 
quality. In addition, it is noted that each of the 
options could result in the remediation of any 
contamination on the site and thereby eliminate a 
potential source of pollutants for this 
watercourse. As such, the impact of each of the 
options on the objective is uncertain. 

Objections: 

• It is critical that this precious resource is managed properly to ensure that the needs of society,
the economy and wildlife can be met and maintained in the long-term. Surrounding Big Water
Lake with a vast housing estate of over 1500 houses must surely impact on the quality of
water in the local area. The lake in this area is used for recreation and fished regularly by a
local club, it is considered “Good Fishing” one of its advantages is its rural location. We have
seen no mitigation of negative effects on water, suggested by Knowsley Council.

E6. To protect, manage and 
restore land and soil 
quality. 

Although Options 1 and 2 would support the 
retention/provision of some areas of public open 
space, each of the options would result in the 
loss of a substantial greenfield site. It is also 
noted that the majority of the site is classified as 
Grade 2 Best and Most Versatile agricultural 
land and that parts of the site are presently 
within agricultural use. It is therefore considered 
that each of the options have the potential to 
have a significant negative impact on this 
objective and also on the sub-objective of 
directing new housing to previously developed 
land. There is a higher degree of certainty that 
Option 3 
would have a negative impact on this objective 
as it could also result in development on the 
greenfield parts of the site that are existing areas 
of Public 
Open Space. 
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E8. To protect, and where 
necessary, improve local 
air quality. 

The proposals are likely to result in an increase 
in traffic in the immediate surrounding area but 
it is recognised that the extent to which this will 
impact on air quality is uncertain and the site is 
not within an Air Quality Management Area. It 
is noted that there are a range of local facilities 
and amenities that are readily accessible from 
sections of the site including primary schools, a 
GP and health centre & a local shopping centre 
on Greene’s Road. It is also recognised that there 
are existing employment areas located in close 
proximity to employment sites, such as the 
industrial and business estate on the opp side of 
Windy Arbor & Huyton Bus Park which may 
reduce the need to travel for work. Nevertheless, 
these community facilities are 
some distance from the eastern and southern 
sections of the site and only the northern sections 
of the site are within 800m of Whiston railway st 
& 
not all of the site is in close proximity to the 
existing bus routes on Windy Arbor & Lickers 
Lane. The proposer of the site has also stated 
that the 
proposals would include on-site facilities, the 
provision of new bus routes through the site and 
that the development would be designed to 
encourage walking and cycling. Both Options 1 
&2 would support the provision of some 
facilities on the site although there is still some 
uncertainty over what facilities would be 
provided on site and the degree to which these 
would be accessible from all parts of the site and 
surrounding areas. Consequently, due to the 
number of trips that a development of this scale 
would be likely to generate, it is considered that 
each of the options has the potential to have 
some 
negative impact on the objective. There is a 
higher degree of certainty that Option 3 would 
have a negative impact on the objective as this 
approach would not necessarily support the 
provision of on site facilities. 

Objections: 

• It is highly unlikely that a development of over 1500 houses would improve air quality
especially if you take into account the level of traffic increase. The suggestion that walking to
Greenes Road is an option for a non car owning elderly or young person in winter is a non-
starter.  Bus services are poor in Whiston at best and non-existent after 8pm at the southern
end of Windy Arbor Road.

• “Our farmland and countryside can produce high-quality food and support wildlife when trees
play a part in the landscape. We all breathe easier when there are beautiful woods in which to
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relax and unwind. And yet the UK needs more trees. We are one of the least wooded countries 
in Europe and trees and woods continue to disappear from our landscapes”. Woodland Trust 

• There is a need to reduce the need to travel by car and increase the use of more sustainable
      forms of transport. Economic activity rates and incomes are lower in Knowsley  than the 

       NorthWest  average. 
• There is a need to retain a greater proportion of retail expenditure within Knowsley to enhance
       the vitality and viability of the Borough’s town centres. 
• 2 of the 15 conservation areas in Knowsley are included on the latest Heritage at Risk register;
• Access to areas of natural and semi-natural open space is poor in parts of the Borough;
• There is a need to conserve and enhance the natural environment recognising the importance

of biodiversity.
• There is a need to secure and promote increased energy efficiency and renewable energy

sources;.
• There is a need to promote and secure more sustainable waste management.
• There is a need to consider the impacts of flooding and flood risk;
• The re-use of land should be promoted to minimise the take-up of greenfield land.

Source: Sustainability issues were derived from the baseline data gathered in 2008 – 2009 to
inform the SA SD07 Scoping Report, Knowsley council

None of the Knowsley MB goals, above, will be achieved by releasing Green Belt. 

“Air pollution is currently estimated to reduce the life expectancy of every person in the UK by an 
average of 7-8 months. The measures outlined in the strategy could help to reduce the impact on 
average life expectancy to five months by 2020, and provide a significant step forward in protecting 
our environment.” DEFRA The Air Quality Strategy for England, Scotland, Wales and Northern 
Ireland 

E9. To use water and 
mineral resources 
prudently and efficiently. 

Each of the options is unlikely to have any 
significant effects on the objective. 

Objections:  

The objections would be largely in line with those made against E7 as follows: 

• It is critical that this precious resource is managed properly to ensure that the needs of society,
the economy and wildlife can be met and maintained in the long-term.

• Surrounding Big Water Lake with a vast housing estate of over 1500 houses must surely
impact on the quality of water in the local area.

• The lake in this area is used for recreation and fished regularly by a local club, it is considered
“Good Fishing” one of its advantages is its rural location. We have seen no mitigation of
negative effects on water, suggested by Knowsley Council.
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From: Martin Parker 
Sent: 22 October 2014 00:45
To: Knowsley Local Plan
Subject: Proposed Sustainable Urban extensions SUE 2C

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

I believe that this extension should not be progressed as their are significantly greater negative effects 
than the positive effects described. I am starting to examine the evidence library and immediately see that 
the  

Sustainability Appraisal of Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy Proposed Modifications – September 2014
is flawed in a number of conclusions in respect of the proposals for the development in South Whiston.  

The Environmental impact must be considered in respect of; 

E1. To protect, enhance and  
manage the local character  
and accessibility of the  
landscape and countryside  
across Knowsley.  

E2. To protect, enhance and  
manage biodiversity, the  
viability of protected and  
endangered species,  
habitats, geodiversity and  
sites of geological  
importance. 

The existing land around the Halsnead estate is already widely used for recreational exercise. the proposed 
development would be a negative impact. The visual aspect would also be lost for wide areas of existing 
residences. The remaining vestiges of the Halsnead Estatment.e which define the character of this area 
would be severely negatively impacted by the proximity of a modern develop The development would 
make access to natural habitats and complimentary agricultural land more remote for the people of 
Whiston and Huyton. 

There appears no evidence that detailed surveys of wildlife habitats has taken place. It is recognised that it 
would “have a negative impact on the objective that relates to protecting landscape character; and could 
have a negative impact on the objective that relates to biodiversity by resulting in the loss of priority 
habitat and/or by placing pressure on nearby Local Wildlife Sites”. without a detailed assessment of how 
severe this impact maybe. 

E10. To reduce the need to  
travel and improve choice  
and use of more  
sustainable transport  
mode. 
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The conclusion “The policy will result in development taking place in a location that is within reasonably 
close proximity to local facilities and would also require the development to contribute towards public 
transport, walking and cycling”. is flawed. Further development of housing would may lead to  incremental 
increase in walking and cycling but such developments invariably lead to a preponderance of reliance on 
car transport. The existing road infrastructure is already strained. What analysis has been performed on 
the traffic congestion at peak times all around the M62/M57 Tarbock traffic island and what are 
predictions for the likely impact of the increased traffic on congestion, queues and consequent Carbon 
emissions? 

I believe that this should be the least favoured option of all those proposed. 

From 
Martin Parker, Concerned Knowsley resident 



Knowsley Local 
Plan: Core 
Strategy 

Proposed Modifications - Consultation 
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk 

 By Post:  Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 
Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS 

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mr 
Name Martin Parker 

Job Title 
(if appropriate) 
Organisation 
(if appropriate) 
Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column.
PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.

SOUTH WHISTON & M62 215 ID: 412

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation    Martin Parker 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref     M157    Policy Ref SUE2c Paragraph Ref  6.45 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3) 

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments.

The proposal involving SUE 2c is unsound as it underestimates the impact of increased traffic flow 
on the roads around Whiston and the M57/M62 Junction 6 /A5080/ A5300 intersection known as 
“Tarbock Island”. This complex roundabout has had a history of traffic congestion and accidents. 

The existing roads have traffic queues at daily peak times now. 
The Knowsley Local Plan Transport feasibility study and Infrastructure and development options 
study recognised the current congestion and local queueing on Windy Arbor Road and Lickers 
Lane and the future impact of the proposals to  “generate a large number of trips, with the majority 
most likely being dispersed towards Tarbock Island and Windy Arbor Road”.   

The Sustainability assessment . In addition to meeting the generic guidance in Policy SUE 2c 
states “proposals for residential and/or employment development at South Whiston and Land 
South of the M62 should deliver (in no order of priority): 
a. Safe and convenient highways access for the sites together with a well
connected internal road system and traffic mitigation measures, 
including any measures needed to address the impact of the 
development on traffic generation in the wider area; 
b. Provision for public transport, walking and cycling, which enhance
linkages within the area and surrounding areas including linkages to 
the former mineral railway line linking Cronton Colliery and Stadt Moers 
Park and to Whiston railway station; 
The proposal is unsound in that in the Sustainability assessment S2 assumes the provision of 
“Safe and convenient highways access for the sites together with …....traffic mitigation measures”. 



The existing population of Whiston South Ward is 7379 in 3157 households – the proposal to build  
1900 additional houses for “aspirational” families will lead to an almost doubling of the population 
in the area and the existing roads will be overwhelmed. “Aspirational families” elsewhere in the 
borough tend to be 2 car owning (18% of households) and there are issues around schools with 
cars delivering children where parents then drive to work. In Knowsley 37% of households have no 
access to car (2011 Census) this influx of 1900 additional households is unsustainable in the local 
area. The traffic congestion will preclude incoming residents and existing from relying on future 
“enhanced” public transport. 

4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text.

Delete the words “, and SUE 2c 
“Sustainable Urban Extensions - South Whiston and Land to the South of the M62”) and 
necessarily the links and other references throughout. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change.

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box)

a) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.

Signature Date 12/11/2014
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Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 
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Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mr 
Name Martin Parker 

Job Title 
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Organisation 
(if appropriate) 
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Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column.

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation    Martin Parker 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref     M056A    Policy Ref CS3 Paragraph Ref  5.18 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3) 

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments.

 The proposal to bring forward to “within 5 years” is unsound as it is incorrectly justified. 
The proposal releases much more land from the Green Belt than is required to meet housing 
demand and falsely justifies the requirement to bring forward SUEs for early release in the first 5 
years. 

Examples of this incorrect justification include the evidence used for housing demand in which 
both the population and forecast population growth are overstated. 
The 2013 Core Strategy states (in Section 2.10) population to rise by 4000 between 2011 and 
2021. The Technical Report “Planning for Housing Growth in Knowsley” forecast a rise of 3000  in 
the same period. However the document SD 31 (June 2014) forecasts an even lower rise of 1800 
over a longer period from 2012 to 2037. 
MO 24 evidences that the baseline population assumption was incorrect and overstated by 3330. 

The premise for the growth in housing demand was therefore unsound and overstated. 

Additionally housing demand did not allow for the fact that in the past 3 years a constant level of 
vacant homes is immediately available averaging 2221 (2169 at 31/10/2014, 2204 at 31/10/2013 
and 2289 at 31/10/2012) which should be factored into short term availability. 



4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text.

Delete the amendment and the proposed changes to the green belt 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change.

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box)

a) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.

Signature Date 12/11/2014



Knowsley Local 
Plan: Core 
Strategy 

Proposed Modifications - Consultation 
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk 

 By Post:  Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 
Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS 

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mr 
Name Martin Parker 

Job Title 
(if appropriate) 
Organisation 
(if appropriate) 
Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column.

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.
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PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation    Martin Parker 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref     M157    Policy Ref SUE2c Paragraph Ref  6.45 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2) 

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3) 

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments.

I believe that the Sustainability Appraisal of Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy Proposed 
Modifications – September 2014 is 
is unsound and fails to properly examine the impact of SUE2c on the Environment objective E.2 

E2. To protect, enhance and manage biodiversity, the viability of protected and endangered 

species, habitats, geodiversity and sites of geological importance 

Although a “desk-top” Habitat Assessment had been reported the evidence suggests that no 
detailed study of the ecology had taken place locally in recent years. (The Habitat assessment 
quotes assessment of vegetation by studying photographs). The Phase 1 Habitat Survey for the 
Land at south Whiston and south of the M62, Cronton was performed over 6 half days in mid 
October 2013 and acknowledged that further work was required to fully identify the fauna and flora 
potentially present in the area due to access and more si. No results have been published if  this 
further  work has taken place. 

This study already identifies that the site contains areas of habitat that are of national ecological 
value. Release of such a large area of Green Belt does not seek to mitigate the impact on loss of 
biodiversity and habitats. 

No mention is made in the Habitat Assessment on any impact of non-native invasive species on 
planned development. Ie Japanese Knotweed, Himalayan Balsam etc  which are present . There 
is no evidence of a risk assessment being performed 



If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be 
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text.

Delete the words “, and SUE 2c 
“Sustainable Urban Extensions - South Whiston and Land to the South of the M62”) and 
necessarily the links and other references throughout. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change.

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box)

a) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing  
b) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.

Signature Date 13/11
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Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mr 
Name Paul Daly 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 

Planning Manager 

Organisation  
(if appropriate) 

Sport England 

Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column. 

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.

SOUTH WHISTON & M62 252 ID: 114
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X

X

PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

SUE 2 

Paul Daly (Sport England) 

Policy SUE 2 sets out development principles for the SUE ‘Land bounded by A58 Prescot.  The 
site is allocated for housing.  Indicative considerations applicable to the sustainable 
development of this SUE are described as being set out in Appendix E. 

Appendix E shows the site boundary and identifies the primary allocated us as being residential.  
The site includes a playing field.  Appendix E identifies the northern element of the site as 
outdoor sports provision under a heading of constraints and opportunities.  Although this is 
identified as a constraint, the site boundary of the SUE shown in appendix E includes the 
playing field and as a result the land is allocated for residential use.   

It is pertinent to note that the document “Knowsley Core Strategy: Green Belt Broad Locations 
for Development Sustainability Appraisal Report” identified development of this part of the 
proposed SUE as having a negative impact, but went on to state that: “The exclusion of the 
sports pitches from the developable area or the provision of suitable replacement facilities could 
however mitigate the impact on the objective relating to health”.  The Green Belt Technical 
Report excludes the playing field from the developable area in capacity calculations. 

The inclusion of the playing field within the SUE is inconsistent with the objective of policy CS8 
which seeks to maintain and enhance green infrastructure (including outdoor sports provision).  
As the whole of the site is identified by the allocation boundary for the SUE this implies that any 
area within the site could be developed. This creates a degree of ambiguity and weakens the 
message / intention to protect the existing areas used for outdoor sport.   



x

4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.  

Signature Date 14 /11/14

The area of the SUE used for outdoor sport should be omitted from the area of land allocated as 
a SUE.   

Continue on a separate sheet if necessary… 



Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mr 
Name Paul Daly 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 

Planning Manager 

Organisation  
(if appropriate) 

Sport England 

Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

email 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column. 

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


X

X

PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

SUE 2 a 

Paul Daly (Sport England) 

Policy SUE 2 a sets out expectations as to how the SUE ‘Knowsley Lane, Huyton’ would be 
developed.  The site is allocated for housing, employment use and public open space.  This 
section states that “The area of the site west of George Hale Avenue has been excluded from 
the developable area as it is used for outdoor sports provision and is required to meet the 
Council's standards for this use.” 

This is consistent with the findings of the “Knowsley Core Strategy: Green Belt Broad Locations 
for Development Sustainability Appraisal Report” in the evidence base which states that: “The 
area of the site west of George Hale Avenue has been excluded from the developable area as it 
is used for outdoor sports provision and is required to meet the Council's standards for this use.” 

However, the site boundary of the SUE in appendix E shows the whole of the site (including the 
area used for outdoor sport) as being allocated as a SUE with primary uses of “Residential and 
employment Notional Capacity 94 dwellings and 16 hectares”.   

This is inconsistent with the intention of retaining specific areas of land for public open space.  
As the whole of the site is identified by the allocation boundary for the SUE this implies that any 
area within the site could be developed. This creates a degree of ambiguity and weakens the 
message / intention to protect the existing areas used for outdoor sport.  As a result, the 
effectiveness of the policy is affected. 



x

4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.  

Signature Date 14 /11/14

The area of the SUE to be retained for public open space (including outdoor sport) should be 
omitted from the area of land allocated as a SUE. 

Continue on a separate sheet if necessary… 



Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mr 
Name Paul Daly 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 

Planning Manager 

Organisation  
(if appropriate) 

Sport England 

Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column. 

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


X

X

PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

SUE 2 c 

Paul Daly (Sport England) 

Policy SUE 2 c sets out expectations as to how the SUE ‘South of Whiston’ would be 
developed.  The site is allocated for housing (circa 1500 dwellings).  Whilst this estimate is 
described as taking account of constraints, there is no reference to the playing field within the 
text dealing with SUE 2c.   Appendix E does identify outdoor sports provision as a constraint 
within this particular SUE, though. 

The site boundary of the SUE shown in appendix E includes the playing field off Windy Arbor Rd 
and as such it is land allocated for residential use.  However, the Green Belt Technical Report 
excludes the playing field from the developable area in capacity calculations 

The inclusion of the playing field land within the SUE is inconsistent with the objective of policy 
CS8 which seeks to maintain and enhance green infrastructure (including outdoor sports 
provision).  As the whole of the site is identified by the allocation boundary for the SUE this 
implies that any area within the site could be developed. This creates a degree of ambiguity and 
weakens the message / intention to protect the existing areas used for outdoor sport.   



x

4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.  

Signature Date 14 /11/14

The area of the SUE used for outdoor sport should be omitted from the area of land allocated as 
a SUE.   

Continue on a separate sheet if necessary… 
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Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form

RETURNING THIS FORM

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted. 

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required)

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation.

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS 

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS

Personal Details* Agents Details*
Title Mr

Name Paul Marshall

Job Title 
(if appropriate)
Organisation 
(if appropriate)
Postal Address

Postcode

Telephone Number

Email Address

Preferred Method of 
Contact

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column.

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.
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PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification)

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref  Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out
your comments.

Paul Marshall

All relevantAll relevantAll relevant





Consultation Process

I would like to make clear that I wholly reject the assertion made in section 1.3 of the guidance notes of 
this form (CS Mods Response Form and Guidance PDF), which states 

"Comments are sought specifically on the proposed 
modifications to the Plan. This is because parts of the Plan which are unchanged have 
already been subject to consultation and discussed at the Examination hearings. " 

I reject this on the grounds that the Council's claims that enough people were informed of the 
consultation process are unfounded, with myself and hundreds if not thousands of others being 
completely unaware of the Consultation Process or the Local Plan even existing until after these 
important consultation periods had ended. 

Also although a lot of information may exist at the specified website address, a lot of residents are 
unaware of it and some do not even have access to or use the internet in the first place, which is what 
the entire consultation process is more or less designed around, excluding further people from the 
process. 

If the council has not properly informed its constituents of the consultation process, then there is no way 
that that process can then go on to be legally compliant or sound. Huge swathes of people concerned 
and affected by the Local Plan have not been informed of the consultation until after key phases were 
completed and therefore those phases cannot be considered to be valid.
CONTINUED....



4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text.

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change.

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box)

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy. 

Signature Date 7th of November 2014

Continue on a separate sheet if necessary…





Further objections to the Local Plan include the following points:

WILDLIFE 
The wildlife on the greenbelt site must be protected at all costs, but no guarantees have been made about this. At the public 
consultation in Whiston, a video of which can be found here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=d3WuxRrS1ow&list=UUTaqTuHMu4mtYyoTYUCymrQ 

of Knowsley Council stated that the council's own survey commissioned to assess the area found that there is 
significant ancient woodland and valuable wildlife within the greenbelt. He then went on to state that they would 'like' for developers
to develop on the areas that have less value in this respect, but later in the same video Knowsley Council's representatives 
admitted that any details on where would be developed and where wouldn't would not be a decision for the council but for the 
developers.
In other words, there is no guarantee that the wildlife and woodland would be protected, and what is certain is that at least part of it 
(the supposedly 'less valuable' parts) would be lost.

POPULATION
Knowlsey's population has been in decline for several decades and there is no solid evidence that this is going to change. Even 
population projections from Knowsley Council's own data (Sub National Population Projections Update 2014) offer contradicting 
guesses and predictions of growth far lower than that would necessitate the exceptional circumstances which would justify 
removing the land in question from greenbelt status. There are already significant numbers of empty properties all over the 
borough, as well as plenty of brownfield that remains undeveloped as well as business properties that remain vacant.

GREENBELT STATUS
The council attempts to assure us that the plan is only to remove the protected land out of greenbelt status, and that this doesn't 
necessarily mean it will be developed. It will be a lot more likely to be developed once it has lost greenbelt status protections 
afforded to it. The idea that taking the status away is in itself an innocuous act is incredibly disingenuous.

BROWNFIELD AND ECONOMIC VIABILITY
The Government Secretary of State Eric Pickles recently went on record to reiterate that councils must protect greenbelt at all costs
and may only consider developing greenbelt land in extremely exceptional circumstances. Such circumstances have not been 
proven by the Local Plan, and not enough has been done to source alternative land for development. Economic Viability of 
brownfield land should not be a concern of the council, which does not own the greenbelt. Simply stating that developers would 
prefer the more lucrative economic prospect of greenbelt development over developing on brownfield does not fall into exceptional 
circumstances or a last resort justifiying its release from. The council states government has forced its hand to develop greenbelt, 
and Government says don't develop on greenbelt. If even government and the council cannot agree on who is the driving force 
behind this plan, then how can the plan be considered legally compliant and sound?
In conclusion, I oppose the legal compliance and soundness of the local plan on the following grounds:
- No guarantees of protection to wildlife or heritage land from developer's future proposals.
- Seriously flawed consultation process which failed to involve the majority of the affected constituents within the consultation 
period.
- Insufficient evidence that the population of Knowsley will increase to the degree that necessitates the scale of development 
considered.
- Insufficient evidence that other sites were properly considered, or that the Government's instruction to protect greenbelt at all 
costs has been adhered to.
The law states that Greenbelt cannot be developed except as a last resort, and the circumstances which constitute this have not 
been proven by any stretch of the imagination. If the government is against greenbelt development, if the council was reluctant to 
use the greenbelt in its plan, and if the people themselves are against the development, how can it go ahead? Do developers now 
have the power to govern our country and our communities? Does economic viability trump both the law and the will of the people?
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From: paula day 
Sent: 14 November 2014 08:35
To:
Subject: Objection to Knowsley Local Plan
Attachments: 001.jpg; 002.jpg; 003.jpg

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To whom it concerns 
Please see attached my completed form objecting the early release of Green belt within Whiston.  I do 
believe in development as we all develop however the local plan is about number of homes not how these 
contribute and integrate to Knowsley.  Housing development is not just about money but on the spirit of 
a town and community integration agenda.  This local plan just screams Knowsley Council only cares about 
the money, keeping develops happy and an easy life!  Is this easy for you?  

I’m objecting as I believe the plan is not sound based on sustainability and best interest of the community. 
The development is to large and is an easier solution than working with other reasonable sites across 
Knowsley, Prescot, Whiston and Huyton. 

This plan meets the needs of the government and council but not the people who matter.   
Occasionally some hard decisions need to be made and stand up to the Government Inspector 
saying Knowsley Matters.  We live here not them.   

Many kind regards 
Paula 
Paula Day 

Sent from Windows Mail 
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From: Pete Lamble 
Sent: 01 October 2014 11:02
To:
Subject: Proposed residential development on Green Belt land in Whiston.

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Mr P. Lamble 

1st October 2014. 

To Whom it may concern. 

Re: Proposed residential development on Green Belt land in Whiston. 

I write to register my objections to the above proposal.  

Yet again we see councils giving up Green Belt land for various schemes, in this case housing 
development.  There is so little ‘Green’ space 
in this country that people are still able to enjoy and Knowsley Council are consider depleting it 
even further.  Apart from the impact on wildlife, 
we continue to build on flood plains with the inherent damage that ultimately causes, not to 
mention the chopping down of trees and  
hedgerows that allow this planet to breathe.  A lot of people would consider this an act of 
vandalism. 

There are people who will not be happy until until the whole country is concreted over.  

I wonder if anyone at the planning offices has even bothered to look at all the brownfield sites 
in Knowsley on which once stood factories and  
various other developments that are unlikely ever to be used again.  The infrastructure such as 
roads and utilities are usually in place as well to 
support what once stood on the site so cutting down on those costs as well. 

I appreciate that people need housing but the world also needs its ‘lungs’ and developments 
such as this will cause immense damage if they continue  
at the same rate as in the past.  When I look at the map of Knowsley, it is not difficult to pick 
out areas such as derelict housing and factories which 
could be utilised for new housing without having to concrete over ‘Green’ spaces. 

I doubt if anyone will take any notice of this letter but at least it’s getting it off my chest.  If 
however anyone does actually read it, I would appreciate  
some kind of reply to my concerns. 
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Yours ............ 

P. Lamble. 
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From:
Sent: 27 October 2014 11:56
To: Knowsley Local Plan
Subject: FW: Contact us enquiry from Knowsley Website

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: 
Sent: 25 October 2014 20:34 
To: KMBC Have your say 
Subject: Contact us enquiry from Knowsley Website 

Contact us enquiry from Knowsley Website 
Name: peter monaghan 
Phone number: 
Email address: 
Comments:  With re ference to the planned withdrawal of land in south whiston from the 
green I wish to register my objections and raise the following points the land directly 
behind windy arbor close is at this time severly water logged under two to three inches of 
water at times my garden is under two inches of water at the bottom of the garden if 
building takes place the soak away value will be lost causing potential risk of flooding 
to al properties both old and new in the emidiate area also the traffic on windy arbor 
road onto the tarbuck roundabout is at saturation point adding a further two to three 
thousand vehicles will cause grid lock backing up to whiston village and the rumoured 
adition of a mini round about adjacent to the motorway roundabout will be very dangerous 
for all road users . 
historically knowsley council has allowed developers to build on greenbelt land and reap 
instznt profits to then melt away with hugr profits leaving the comunities to suffer with 
inadiquite inferstructor that takes in some cases decades of hard work and taxpayers money 
to put right it is often the very council officials who allow it to happen who have to 
strve to repair the damage done 
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From:
Sent: 12 November 2014 14:25
To:
Subject: FW: Problem Report: Greenbelt development

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 

Name: peter monaghan 

Email:

Category: Roads/highways 

Subject: Greenbelt development 

Details: The development of the greenbelt in this area is inappropriate due to the the 
traffic congestion it will create the tarbuck roundabout is already gridlocked at rush 
hour times the slightest bump causes huge traffic backlogs the proposed building will open 
up more vulnerable greenbelt with the increase of possibly 
4000 homes 8000 plus people swamping the local inferstructure and grid locking the road 
system 

Easting: 346790 

Northing: 390244 

Latitude: 53.406316 

Longitude: ‐2.801856 

Nearest road to the pin placed on the map (automatically generated by Bing Maps): 

Nearest postcode to the pin placed on the map (automatically 
generated): 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 

Replies to this email will go to the user who submitted the problem. 

All the best, 

The FixMyStreet team 

This message was sent via FixMyStreet, a project of UKCOD, registered charity number 
1076346. If there is a more appropriate email address for messages about 'Roads/highways', 
please let us know by visiting <https://www.fixmystreet.com/contact>. This will help 
improve the service for local people. We also welcome any other feedback you may have. 

FixMyStreet is now available for full integration into council websites, making life 
easier for both you and your residents. Read more here: 
https://www.fixmystreet.com/council  
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From: Peter Phillips 
Sent: 11 October 2014 09:07
To:
Subject: Responce to plans to build houses in Whiston area

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Sir/Madam, 
In responce to recieving a letter from Knowsley council regarding the plans to build 

houses in Whiston I have no other choice but to fiercly reject the proposal. I think it is a terrible decision 
from our so called council representatives and local MP`S. The people of Whiston use this area everyday for 
social and recreational reasons and to build 1500 houses in my opinion is nothing short of a disgrace. The 
hospitals , schools , GP surgeries are already full and near to breaking point so to bring in another 1500 
families meaning approximately 3000-5000 people into this area is plain and simply not going to work. The 
traffic congestion and pollution from these vehicles will also cause much more health problems for an 
already suffering community. The wildlife that is in that area is going to suffer and wildlife will never have 
there own habitat to live in. I never voted in my local elections for something like this to happen and having 
spoke to many people in the area these people we voted for will not be getting voted in again.  I sincerely 
hope you review this decision and make sure that the Whiston area is left as it is. Thankyou for taking time 
to read this letter and I look forward to airing my views at the next local council meeting. 

Best Regards 
Peter Phillips 
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St.Helens Council

Cllr R McCauley
Democratic Services

Cabinet Member – 
Regeneration, Housing, 
Planning & Community Safety

Tel:
12 November 2014

Dear 

Knowsley Local Plan Core Strategy: Proposed Modifications

Thank you for  consulting  St.Helens Council  on the modifications being proposed to the Knowsley 
Local Plan Core Strategy. St.Helens Council has not previously raised any objections to Knowsley, 
however  given the significant  modifications  being proposed we now have concerns.  On behalf  of 
St.Helens Council  I  would like to make the following as a formal representation. The focus of our 
comments relate to the changes being made to the proposed Urban Extensions.

Housing Land Need and Supply

Whilst acknowledging the need for housing in Knowsley and that only so much can be accommodated 
in the urban area, these sites were originally meant to meet longer-term needs. We note that given the 
Inspectors initial findings he views these sites as contributing to meeting needs prior to March 2018 
and that this is the reason for the modifications. Whilst we acknowledge that you cannot demonstrate 
a five year supply of deliverable housing sites at present we doubt whether these sites will actually 
meet the needs prior to March 2018 given: the time until adoption of the Core Strategy; the time for  
master-planning; the time for preparing, submitting and deciding an a planning application; and the 
time for site enabling. Given the attractiveness of such green field sites to developers, due to their 
better viability, redevelopment of brown field sites in the sub region could be compromised.

Lack of Information

In  the  previous  approach  St.Helens  was  comforted that  the  detail  of  impacts  of  such  sites  upon 
St.Helens would be dealt with at a later stage. Now these sites are being promoted for removal from 
the Green Belt on adoption of the Core Strategy they need to be looked at in detail now. St.Helens is 
concerned that the approach and evidence to support these sites removal is light touch. Whilst this is 
acceptable for identifying a strategic location, as with the submission version, it is not acceptable for 
an allocation of land. We are particularly concerned about the site at South Whiston (SUE 2c) which 
could accommodate around 1,500 new dwellings. We note that a Supplementary 

www.sthelens.gov.uk
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Planning Document to look at the detail for the site is going to be prepared. Ideally the content, detail 
and  evidence  for  this  should  have  been  produced  alongside  this  consultation  whereby  we  could 
assess the impacts upon St.Helens with better information. In this regard we have particular concern 
about  traffic generation arising from such a development  on Blundells  Lane and Mill  Lane.  Some 
residents may well use these routes as short cuts to Rainhill, St.Helens and Junction 7 of the M62. 
More detailed analysis and impacts of such traffic generation is required.

Schools

There already exists a significant interaction of Knowsley residents accessing school places in south 
St.Helens due to the quality of the schools in the area. This not only creates local traffic but pressure 
on schools places. A further 1,500 homes on the South Whiston site will add to this situation. Further 
information is therefore requested on the impacts of this and the proposed mitigation on both highways 
and schools capacity in the area.

Timing of Sites Being Allocated

Given the lack of information at present and our concern about the impacts on St.Helens it is our view 
that the sites should not be released from the Green Belt until the supporting Supplementary Planning 
Documents have addressed the concerns outlined above and been adopted.

I attach a copy of the completed representation form for assistance.

Yours sincerely

Cabinet Member – Regeneration, Housing, Planning & Community Safety

St.Helens…facing tomorrow’s challenges together www.sthelens.co.uk

wildgooseg
Typewritten Text

wildgooseg
Typewritten Text
Knowsley MBC note - representation form not included with letter 



Knowsley Local Plan Core Strategy  (Proposed Modifications) 

Consultation Deadline – 13 November 2014 

Contact Details 
Planning and Local Authority Liaison Department 
The Coal Authority 

Planning Email: 
Planning Enquiries: 

Person Making Comments 

Consultant Planning Advisor to The Coal Authority 

Date of Response 
24 September 2004 
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Knowsley L ocal P lan: C ore 
Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Miss 
Name Rachael Bust 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 

Chief Planner 

Organisation  
(if appropriate) 

The Coal Authority 

Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

mailto:LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk


PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

 

M050 (PM08) CS2 

The Coal Authority 

The Coal Authority supports this modification 



4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

Signature Date  24 September 2004

N/A 



PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one 
modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation
relate? 

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

c) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

d) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed
modification is not legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and 
soundness requirements – see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the 
modification, please use this box to set out your comments. 

 

M225 (PM71) CS25 

The Coal Authority 

The Coal Authority supports this modification 



4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should
be changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). 
Please put forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core
Strategy and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you 
wish to participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

c) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

d) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

Signature Date  24 September 2004

N/A 



PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one 
modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation
relate? 

 Modification Ref    Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

e) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

f) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed
modification is not legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and 
soundness requirements – see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the 
modification, please use this box to set out your comments. 

 

M272 Appendix 
E

The Coal Authority 

The Coal Authority does not object to the allocation of the proposed Sustainable Urban 
Extensions.  We note that SPDs are proposed to be produced for the Knowsley Lane, Huyton 
and South of Whiston and Land South of M62. 

The proposed modifications relating to Policy CS2 and Policy CS25 do address our agreed 
position regarding mineral safeguarding and mining legacy.  We note that some cross 
referencing is included within the new SUE policies to other plan policies. 

However as specific Allocation Profiles are included within the Plan as a Modification we 
consider that the issue of mineral sterilisation prompting the need to consider the prior 
extraction of mineral resources and the presence of land instability should be identified in the 
‘Key Site Constraints and Opportunities’ sections of relevant SUEs.   



4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should
be changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). 
Please put forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core
Strategy and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you 
wish to participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

e) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

f) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

Signature Date  24 September 2004

In the specific Allocation Profiles we consider that the issue of mineral sterilisation prompting the 
need to consider the prior extraction of mineral resources and the presence of land instability 
should be identified in the ‘Key Site Constraints and Opportunities’ sections of relevant SUEs.  
In particular this should be identified for the Knowsley Lane, Huyton and South of Whiston and 
Land South of M62 SUEs. 

The Coal Authority considers this to be necessary as a result of this DPD now undertaking the 
allocation of these sites.  The NPPF in paragraphs 109, 120, 121, 143, 144 and 166 requires 
this information to be taken into account in the site allocation process. 

These issues will impact on the deliverability and viability of these SUEs. 

As we have identified in our response to the consultation on the proposed SUE SPDs, The Coal 
Authority has made GIS data available to LPAs on these issues, the latest releases of this data 
was notified to Knowsley as being available to download on the 6 August 2014.  This data does 
not y et appear t o h ave been  dow nloaded from our G IS p ortal.  T he nominated c ontact i n 
Knowsley i s , P rincipal A pplication S upport O fficer i n G IS M anagement i n 
Development Control. 

It i s i mportant t hat y ou dow nload and u tilise t his l atest data as  our r ecords of s urface c oal 
resource an d m ining legacy change on a  continuous bas is as  new information bec omes 
available. 
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Mr R Davis 

1/11/2014 

Dear Mr Pike, 

I would like to draw your attention to the latest guidelines regarding Green Belt. The Government 
Coalition, within the new National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), published in March 2013 and 
carefully drawn up in the wake of wide-scale opposition to draft proposals, planners were specifically 
ordered to protect green belt land. 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/earth/hands-off-our-land/9168036/Hands-Off-Our-Land-ordinary-
countryside-to-get-more-protection-in-revised-planning-rules.html 

And, more recently, new rules came in to further strengthen green belt protections. 
From: The Department for Communities and Local Government and published: 16 October 2014 

https://www.gov.uk/government/news/new-rules-further-strengthen-green-belt-protections 

The latest Government guidance after the Mole Valley Inspection, now states that green belt 
boundaries should only be altered in "exceptional" cases and that housing targets do not justify the 
harm done to the green belt.  

Read  more: http://www.dorkingandleatherheadadvertiser.co.uk/Victory-people-power-Mole-
Valley-considers/story-23380414-detail/story.html#ixzz3HxHyC5KV  

And I would also draw your attention to the Reigate & Banstead inspection, which has been heavily 
criticised for the reasons used for Green Belt release. Please see article below. 

http://www.surreymirror.co.uk/Government-disturbed-findings-Reigate-Banstead/story-20768303-
detail/story.html 

I would like to draw your attention to the fact that they Housing requirement uses out of date 
information in that the ONS has revised Population projections in 2014. 

It is clear that the new rules within the NPPF instruct councils to ensure brown field sites are used 
before considering Green Belt and that Housing Quotas can’t be used as an exceptional reason to 
release Green Belt.  

I would also point out that Knowsley has over 2000 empty properties and over 5000 would be 
available from brown field locations. These would more than meet any 5 year requirement. Even now 
some local residents have only just found out about the Local Plan, with shows how poor the first 
consultation was. Recently  at Knowsley Town Council meeting admitted that the 
company the council used did not deliver all the pamphlets it should have. 
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We feel strongly that Developers have railroaded the inspection to decide on early release of Green 
Belt and to build on the last bit of Grade 2 BMV farmland in Whiston would destroy our community. 
We believe we would become just another Housing Estate wasteland for commuters to employment in 
other areas. I feel you would be the best person to advise us on how we further challenge any decision 
to build on Green Belt within our community after the Inspection has finished? 

Yours Sincerely 

Ray Davis 
Chairman 
Whiston Green Belt Action Group 
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From: Romilly Scragg
Sent: 13 November 2014 20:40
To: Knowsley Local Plan
Subject: Representation

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Title - Ms 

Name - Romilly Scragg 

Address - 

Telephone - 

Email - 

Further representations in regards to the Knowsley Core Strategy, in light of new information 
emerging (November, 2014) 

These notes form a representation regarding the emerging Knowsley Core Strategy, in respect of 
new developments, and the subsequent generating of new information since the sittings of the 
public inquiry (November 2013 and July 2014).   

1. The land at Whiston and south of the M62 forms not only a barrier between the urban sprawl from St Helens and Liverpool but a
welcome breathing space for Knowsley residents. It should be protected.
Knowsley planners say any development proposals for South Whiston will be required to include “a network of public open space, 
cycling and walking routes in the site” and that the plan “proposes a new country park be created south of the M62 with 
enhancements to the Whiston to Cronton strategic green link”. 
This is disingenuous in part (the latter part, as the country park is nothing to do with KMBC) and absurd in the other. “A network of 
public open space, cycling and walking routes” is paltry compensation for the loss of a large area of ancient, natural, open 
greenspace - and no compensation at all in terms of green barrier.

2. On Twitter by the Rt Hon Eric Pickles secretary of state for Communities and Local Government wrote: “Please remind planners
that Councils must protect our precious green belt land”. 
A press release issued by the Government in October 2014 reaffirms the 
Government’s policy that “…once established, green belt boundaries should 
only be altered in exceptional cases, through the preparation or review of the 
Local Plan.”
When challenged on this, KMBC says the Inspector’s Interim Findings “indicate that these exceptional  circumstances justifying the 
alteration of Green Belt boundaries do exist in Knowsley”.
The inspector’s findings were published before October 2014.
Whoever’s fault it was, the Government clearly believes too much Green Belt is being passed for development by inspectors who 
have been working to their earlier guidelines. 
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KMBC’s director of regeneration herself said more Green Belt had been developed in the past 5 years than in the 25 
years before that. 
It is clear that planners and planning inspectors are being encouraged to look again at circumstances they have previously 
accepted as “exceptional”.

3. I gave evidence in my earlier representation that the public consultation was flawed at stages where the public could supposedly
direct the basic design of the local plan in regard to loss of Green Belt. At the hearings, KMBC acknowledged thousands of leaflets 
had not been delivered. The inspector nevertheless found their consultation ‘sound’. 
In recent weeks and months, it has become abundantly clear that thousands of Knowsley residents did not know about the plan. 
3,000 people have signed a petition. Hundreds of representations have been submitted and public meetings have been full to 
overflowing with residents who do not want their Green Belt taken away. I believe this matters. I believe that a council’s 
consultation policy should be more than a box-ticking exercise. And I believe that what residents want to do with their home should 
be taken into account.

4. I urge the inspector to take particular note of the representation made by Paul Slater who has devoted inordinate amounts of
time to checking over KMBC’s findings. He is thorough and he is absolutely fair. He is not a full time planning consultant or planner. 
He does this off his own bat for the good of communities and for the countryside and for what is right. 

Romilly Scragg, November 2014
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From: Ron Tracey 
Sent: 09 November 2014 10:19
To:
Subject: Save Whiston,s green belt.

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

We moved into whiston 18 months ago and love the area with all the beautiful fields near 
our home. We are fully apposed to building homes on the land off windy arbor rd. we also 
fear for the safety of our children due to the volume of traffic on our local roads as 
they are busy enough as it is. 

Sent from my iPad MR R C Tracey.. 
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From: sarah carr 
Sent: 27 October 2014 21:23
To:
Subject: Whiston Greenbelt Land

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To Whom It May Concern, 
I write to you regarding Knowsley Council's local plan. Their plan includes the loss of greenbelt across Knowsley but I 
am particularly concerned with their plans for Whiston South. Generations of my family have grown up in Whiston 
enjoying the little bit of countryside the greenbelt provides us with. Whiston has gradually become a mass of houses, 
concrete and heavy traffic. There are many reasons that we, the people of Whiston and Cronton, are against these 
plans. Increased traffic, increased demand on public services, greater polution to name but a few. 
Knowsley Council repeatedly tell us that they wished to build on brownfield sites first but that the GOVERNMENT 
INSPECTOR has forced them to free up greenbelt early before using brownfield sites. This to me is a complete 
contradiction to the guidelines recently published by the government which insist that building on greenbelt land 
should only happen under 'exceptional cirumstances.' 
Local people have set up a group SAVE WHISTON'S GREENBELT to fight these plans and have successfully gained 
support, researching, advertising, leafleting the local community, petitioning and gaining media interest. A second 
consultation meeting was held in Whiston because of the huge response from residents. 
I OBJECT TO ANY HOUSING  BEING BUILT ON GREENBELT LAND, AS WE ARE ALREADY SNOWED UNDER 
WITH TRAFFIC AT THE TARBOCK ROUNDABOUT & WOULD HAVE A EVEN MORE DETRIMENTAL EFFECT ON 
OUR AREA IF THESE HOUSES WERE TO BE BUILT ASWELL AS OUR HOSPITALS, SCHOOLS & GP 
SURGERIES ALSO. 
your sincerely, Sarah Carr, 
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From: Tina Cinnamond 
Sent: 13 November 2014 23:22
To:
Subject: Objections to proposed plans KGBS 14 South of Whiston

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Mrs Tina Cinnamond 

I am objecting to the proposed building of houses on the Whiston Greenbelt Land based on the 
following reasons. 

Firstly, I would like to state that I do not think that I was properly notified of any consultations or 
public meetings about any of this proposal until it was brought to my attention by reading about it 
on social media. Knowsley council have stated that they leafletted within 200 metres of the 
proposed site. However, some people in these areas have not been informed at all. 

It has been due to local volunteers posting leaflets and forming a committee that people have 
become aware of the proposals and as a result of this I do not feel that we have had the proper 
consultation period and the time to be able to ensure that everyone can state their views. 

S1 and S7 The comments say that jobs will be created in the construction industry in this area if 
this plan goes ahead - how do we know without any kind of detailed plans that the work in the 
construction sector is going to be done by local construction contractors and not by outside 
Construction firms. we have not been told anymore about this. Also S7 states that training 
opportunities could be generated for locals however, there is limited certainty to this until detailed 
proposals are developed. These two comments contradict each other, how can you create jobs in 
the area without training when you dont even have detailed plans yet. 

S2 Whiston is a small village, with an extra 1500 houses it is going to become a town. How can 
Whiston facilitate another added population of at least 3000 more people. Our schools do not 
have much more space, our GP surgeries are already under immense pressure with appointment 
times and waiting times not ideal at the moment without the added increase of population. 
Whiston hospital average A and E waiting times are 4 or more hours now. How can any building of 
houses imporve this amenities. It will only increase the pressure that is already being put on our 
education and NHS services at present. 

I am a governor at a local school and I cannot see the major benefits to our school. We are not full 
to capacity but will not be able to cope with many more children before the school becomes full to 
capacity. When all of the local primary schools are full people will send children out of the borough 
to schools or it will become more competitive to be admitted into a school. This is all going to 
increase pressure on our already overstretched education system. 

We have repeatedly been told that Knowsley Council have consulted schools, GP surgeries and 
the NHS hospitals. However, we have not seen any proof of this. 
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S4 How can Knowsley Council ensure Community Involvement in decision making when we have 
had very little say in this major decision.As stated above, if it was left to Knowsley council only 
very few residents would have been aware of this proposed development. Is this not a blatant 
contradiction to what they are telling us. 

S8 At meetings I have attended all of the ancient woodland, lakes are included on the proposed 
plans. However, we only have hearsay that these are staying, how can this be certain without a 
detailed plan. If these are left then local people will not be allowed access as freely as they do 
now. Surely these should be protected. 

E1-E11 Knowsley have clearly overestimated housing need for the next 5 years. They state that 
population will increase and this is why the need for houses to be built. However, figures show 
that Knowsleys population has been decreasing for the last 50 Years. Why are the figures so 
much out? 

Government guidelines dated 6th October 2014 state that Greenbelt Land should only be used in 
exceptional circumstances. If population has declined what is the exceptional circumstance for 
housing to be built on this greenbelt. We have plenty of Brownfield sites within Knowsley that 
could be used for building houses on instead of being an eyesore. 

Our Greenbelt includes agricultural land, ancient woodland, lakes, wildlife and lots of open space. 
It is a place to walk and de-stress which a clear way to tackle health and wellbeing issues and 
obesity. It is a place for children to learn about nature and wildlife with first hand experience of this 
within the natural habitats.  

The heavy machinery and building works is going to have a negative effect on our birds, bats and 
other wildlife. Wildlife has been undisturbed on this land for many years and creatures and 
animals such as foxes and various birds and hedgehogs are seen in this area. One of the roads is 
Foxes Bank Lane and we have a big wooden sculpture at the cemetery. All of these animals 
habitats are going to be destroyed if not by the actual building work by the noise and pollution in 
the area. These creatures have took many years to build homes and produce offspring which will 
now be destroyed. Wildlife and animal activity may not return back to these places for many years 
to come. This is going to have a detrimental effect to our environment. 

Traffic on Tarbock island presently is outrageous without the added increase of extra traffic. Peak 
times see the roundabout totally jampacked with traffic at present. The extra traffic is going to 
make this area dangerous, will increase pollution and destroy what little green environnment and 
wildlife we may have safety, health problems for people with respiratory conditions and increasing 
vehicles on our roads is going to increase road traffic collisions. 

Me and my family moved into the area 15 years ago because of the greenbelt land for the use of 
our future children/Grandchildren etc. When we moved into the area we moved into a new build 
house. For the first 2 years we did not have a bird in our garden, we didnt see any signs of wildlife 
or anything. 

Please could you take all of my objections into account please. 

I would like to participate in any further hearings should we have them. 

Mrs Tina Cinnamond 
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From: Tina Cinnamond 
Sent: 13 November 2014 23:29
To:
Subject: KGBS14 - Land South Of Whiston - Policy References SUE1 SUE2C

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Friends Of Halsnead Allotment Group 

Firstly, I would like to state that we do not think that were properly notified of any consultations or 
public meetings about any of this proposal until it was brought to our  attention by reading about it 
on social media. Knowsley council have stated that they leafletted within 200 metres of the 
proposed site. However, some people in these areas have not been informed at all. 

It has been due to local volunteers posting leaflets and forming a committee that people have 
become aware of the proposals and as a result of this we do not feel that we have had the proper 
consultation period and the time to be able to ensure that everyone can state their views. 

E1-E11 Knowsley have clearly overestimated housing need for the next 5 years. They state that population will increase and this is why the need 
for houses to be built. However, figures show that Knowsleys population has been decreasing for the last 50 Years. Why are the figures so much 
out? 

Government guidelines dated 6th October 2014 state that Greenbelt Land should only be used in exceptional circumstances. If population has 
declined what is the exceptional circumstance for housing to be built on this greenbelt. We have plenty of Brownfield sites within Knowsley that 
could be used for building houses on instead of being an eyesore. 

Our Greenbelt includes agricultural land, ancient woodland, lakes, wildlife and lots of open space. It is a place to walk and de-stress which a clear 
way to tackle health and wellbeing issues and obesity. It is a place for children to learn about nature and wildlife with first hand experience of this 
within the natural habitats. 

The heavy machinery and building works is going to have a negative effect on our birds, bats and other wildlife. Wildlife has been undisturbed on 
this land for many years and creatures and animals such as foxes and various birds and hedgehogs are seen in this area. One of the roads is 
Foxes Bank Lane and we have a big wooden sculpture at the cemetery. All of these animals habitats are going to be destroyed if not by the actual 
building work by the noise and pollution in the area. These creatures have took many years to build homes and produce offspring which will now be 
destroyed. Wildlife and animal activity may not return back to these places for many years to come. This is going to have a detrimental effect to our 
environment. 

At our allotments we teach children how to protect the environment and do work on recycling and conservation issues. We are teaching children to 
do this and now we are having our greenbelt removed. The children will learn skills but not have anywhere to use these skills firsthand 

Friends of halsnead Allotment Group 
. 
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From: Tracy Vickers 
Sent: 12 November 2014 13:28
To:
Subject: Knowley Greenbelt earmarked for housing

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To Whom This May Concern 

I would like to lodge my objection to the proposals of concreting over 1,000 acres of Green Belt land across Whiston, 
Prescot, Huyton, Kirkby, Halewood and Knowsley Village for potential development - including housing. 

Whilst I appreciate the need to house the already over-populated areas of Prescot and Huyton for example, it seems 
a huge shame that what little surviving Greenbelt we have left, is going to be lost to future generations for this means. 
Society would be greatly impoverished by the diminishment of public green sites such as fields, woodlands, nature 
reserves and parks, which are essential for relaxation and recreation and for the aesthetics of the place, also for the 
survival of our local wildlife. The spirit of the town seems to getting gradually sucked out, as more and more 
characterless, overpriced housing estates and roads keep popping up at an alarming rate.  

As a resident of Prescot, there are few safe open spaces already, and kids in streets such as shaw lane have 
resorted to playing football across roads and on pavements as there is no nearby accessible fields. Many sports 
facilities at the leisure centre have been lost and remaining pitches are expensive to hire.  

This development concerns me for future generations - once nature reserves and open spaces have been built on for 
housing, car parks and more roads, it will leave dog-walkers, ramblers, nature-lovers etc no-where to go, and the 
quality of life for many will be affected.  

Please take on board my concerns. 

Yours Sincerely 
Miss T Vickers 
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Knowsley Local Plan: Core Strategy 
Proposed Modifications - Consultation
Representations Form 

RETURNING THIS FORM 

Please return form to be received by Knowsley Council by 12 noon on Friday 14 November 
2014. Forms received after this time can not be accepted.  

 By email: LocalPlan@knowsley.gov.uk
 By Post: Local Plan Team, Knowsley MBC, 1st Floor Annexe, Municipal Buildings, 

Archway Road, Liverpool, L36 9YU (postage required) 

Please type or print clearly in blue or black ink, and use a separate form for each representation. If 
you use additional sheets, please mark them clearly with your name and organisation. 

PLEASE CONSULT THE GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETE 
ALL QUESTIONS  

PART A – PERSONAL DETAILS 

Personal Details* Agents Details* 
Title Mrs 
Name Vitti Osborne 

Job Title  
(if appropriate) 

Parish Clerk 

Organisation  
(if appropriate) 

Cronton Parish Council 

Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 
Preferred Method of 
Contact 

*if an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation boxes in the
middle column, but complete all details of the agent in the right hand column. 

PLEASE NOTE: Personal Information provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as 
confidential, as the Council is required to make representations available for inspection. However 
in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information you provide will only be used 
by the Council for the purposes of preparing the Local Plan.
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PART B – YOUR REPRESENTATIONS 

(Please use duplicates of Part B if your comments relate to more than one modification) 

Name and/or Organisation 

1. To which proposed modification to the Core Strategy does this representation relate?

 Modification Ref  Policy Ref Paragraph Ref 

2. Do you consider that the proposed modification is…? (please tick relevant box)

Yes No 

a) Legally Compliant? (see guidance note 2.2)

b) Sound? (see guidance note 2.3)

3. If you wish to object, please state here why in your view the proposed modification is not
legally compliant or sound (referring to the Government's legal and soundness requirements – 
see notes 2.2 and 2.3). If you wish to support the modification, please use this box to set out 
your comments. 

M078, M168 
and M272 

CS5 ,SUE1, SUE2, 
SUE2c 

Cronton Parish Council 

The proposed modification is not sound and inconsistent with the NPPF Green Belt Policy. 

The Parish Council objects to the removal of the sites (South of Whiston and Land South of 
M62) from Green Belt to Sustainable Urban Extension. 

It is the Parish Council’s policy to safeguard green belt.  The National Planning Policy 
Framework states that the fundamental aim of Green Belt policy is to prevent urban sprawl by 
keeping land permanently open, and that a key attribute of land in the Green Belt is its 
openness.   The removal of the sites from Green Belt is totally against the Green Belt policy and 
its purposes. 





4. If you are objecting to the modification please set out how you consider it should be
changed to make it legally compliant or sound (see guidance notes 2.2 and 2.3). Please put 
forward any suggested revised wording to policy or text. 

PLEASE NOTE - your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and your suggested change. 

5. If you are objecting or seeking a change to one of the modifications to the Core Strategy
and there is a further public hearing as part of the Examination, would you wish to 
participate in any such hearing? (please tick relevant box) 

a) No, I do not want to participate at any further public hearing

b) Yes, I wish to participate at any further public hearing

PLEASE NOTE - if you would like to appear at any further public hearings, this confirmation will be 
used to programme any hearings. The Inspector will determine whether there is a need for any 
further hearings as part of his examination of the Core Strategy.  

Signature Date    6 November 2014 

To protect the countryside, brownfield land in the Borough should be used for the proposed 
developments. 

Continue on a separate sheet if necessary… 
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From: william rumsby 
Sent: 13 November 2014 10:19
To:

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

As a resident of Whiston that uses the greenbelt land around big lake I strongly object to the plans to build 
1500 houses on this land.    
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