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Welcome
Welcome to the High Legh Parish Plan, an
exciting document which represents a milestone
in the history of our village. The Plan has been
created by us, the people of High Legh, to ensure
that we meet the challenges of the future whilst
retaining the best of the past.
So much has been achieved by the many groups,
organisations and individuals over the years,
resulting in the variety of activities and functions
which regularly take place. Fundamental to
this has been the work of the Parish Council,
Community Association and St. John’s Church.
One of the first questions we asked ourselves
at the Parish Plan Steering Committee was how
to improve on life in a village where a very high
level of satisfaction already exists and where the
average person has lived for over twenty years?
This was a daunting task but in the pages which
follow you will see how we have risen to the
challenge.
This booklet is your Parish Plan, a document
created by careful consultation, using local
knowledge and expertise.
From the very beginning we have listened
carefully to what people wanted and as the Plan
progressed we were able to respond to some of
the earlier suggestions by:
• publishing the High Legh Information Booklet
– a directory of local details and contacts was
distributed to every household.
• holding a Local History Event which drew a
large audience.
• and establishing the inaugural Robert Moffat
10K Run which attracted enthusiastic
participants from far and wide, and is now
set to become an established feature in the
runners’ calendar.

Throughout the process we have been much
encouraged by the interest and support shown
by residents, illustrating the strong community
spirit that exists within the village. To the very
many people who helped in any way, we give our
thanks. A special mention must also go to the
Steering Committee members who have worked
so tirelessly and with such determination during
the preparation of the Plan. It has been both
a privilege and a pleasure to work with you all;
for your constant support, I give my heartfelt
appreciation.
Finally, I request that you read the Plan, view
it as a ‘living’ document and please continue
what we have started by volunteering to help to
implement the Action Plans.
Chris Johnson.
Chair, Parish Plan Steering Committee

High Legh Parish Council firmly supported
the development of this Parish Plan, and over
the period of its development has continued to
work closely with the Steering Committee. The
Parish Plan will be a working document to guide
many groups, including the Parish Council, and
help with future planning for projects, events
and ideas. The Parish Council is delighted with
the results and thank the Steering Committee
wholeheartedly for their time and dedication to
this project.
Cllr Claire Hay
Chairman, High Legh Parish Council
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The Parish Plan
Background to the Parish Plan
“I like High Legh as it is; we do not need to
change anything.”
Whilst this is the opinion of many of us who live
here, the world in which we live is ever-changing.
We cannot prevent change, but what we can do
is influence it.
This was certainly the view of over one hundred
residents who attended a public meeting
arranged by High Legh Parish Council (HLPC) in
July 2007 and unanimously decided to create a
Parish Plan for High Legh.
A Parish Plan enables us, the people of High
Legh, to decide for ourselves how we want our
Parish to develop over the next ten years. This
government supported initiative means that we
no longer have to accept the ‘’one size fits all’’
service models of old. The Plan involves a detailed
survey of the community by the people who live
and work here, to enable us to identify those
features that people value and wish to protect.
It is also a way to influence our Local Authorities
and service providers by firmly setting out the
concerns and needs of residents and businesses
in High Legh. In addition, the Parish Plan will
help to guide the direction and future projects
of all the organisations that currently exist in the
Parish, and those which may come along in the
future.
The Plan is the’ voice’ of High Legh. It will
allow us to put forward confident, meaningful
and constructive comments on a wide range
of issues from future developments to finding
sources of funding for specific projects, rather
than wait to have change forced upon us.
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The High Legh Parish Plan Steering Committee
(PPSC), that was formed in September 2007 by
residents after the public meeting, adopted the
following statement of intent:
“To provide the leadership and guidance for the
community of High Legh to produce a Parish
Plan that:
• is fully representative of the views of the High
Legh community;
• commands widespread support amongst the
community;
• is realistic in terms of its subsequent
implementation;
• when implemented, enhances the quality of
life in the Parish.”
The result of our efforts on your behalf is this
document, which contains your vision for the
future of the Parish and the details of the Plan
which will make that vision a reality.

We have tried to keep abbreviations to a
minimum, but some terms occur frequently and
it is easier for the reader if we abbreviate them
as follows :
CEC Cheshire East Council
HLPC High Legh Parish Council
HLCA High Legh Community Association
PPSC High Legh Parish Plan Steering Committee

How the Parish Plan was produced
The stages of development of the High Legh Parish Plan, following the public meeting in July 2007,
were as follows:
• The PPSC sent a greetings card to all High
Legh householders in December 2007
publicising the Plan and seeking additional
volunteers.
• Cheshire Community Council and Macclesfield
Borough Council were approached for funding.
Grants were obtained from both bodies in
Spring 2008.
• In February 2008, the PPSC arranged a Local
History Event to raise awareness for the Plan
and the HLCA organised the inaugural Robert
Moffat 10K Run to raise funds for the Plan.

• Telephone interviews were held with businesses
in the Parish.
• During Winter and Spring 2009 the results
of the Questionnaire were collated and
analysed.
• In June 2009 a second public meeting was
held to present and discuss the Questionnaire
results, refine issues and identify priorities.
• The Parish Plan was written following the June
meeting. This records the views and ideas
from the community and through the Action
Plans, proposes ways of addressing the issues
raised.
• In January 2010 this Parish Plan with integral
Action Plans is being distributed to every
household and business in the Parish.
• In February 2010 the Plan will be launched at
a third public meeting.

Local History Event

• The PPSC formed several topic-specific
Working Groups, and with their help,
developed a Questionnaire taking account of
input received at the public meeting and from
meetings with young people. In Autumn 2008
this was delivered to all households together
with a High Legh Information Booklet which
addressed some of the original issues raised.
• The PPSC received an excellent response to
the Questionnaire with replies returned from
over 50% of recipients.
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What happens next
This Parish Plan is the foundation on which
the next stage will be built – implementing the
improvements and changes that the people of
High Legh say could result in an even better
quality of life in the Parish. This will be a really
rewarding phase of the Plan, as all who live and
work in the Parish begin to enjoy the benefits.
The immediate next step is the Launch Meeting
on 24th February 2010 at the Primary School.
The purpose of this meeting will be to:
• inform residents about the outcomes of the
Plan and the issues and actions that have
emerged from it.
• elect a small number of people to the Parish
Plan Implementation Group that will put in
place the support structure for the subsequent
work and guide the process forward.
• bring together those who have already
expressed interest and new volunteers to form
teams based upon their interests in the issues
identified in this Plan.
Then, as soon as key arrangements are in place
with Cheshire East Council, the teams can get
to work.
Please try to attend the Launch Meeting on
24th February and, if you can, give some of your
time to work on a team.
If you cannot be there at the meeting, but
you would like to join a team, please turn to
the Contacts Section at the back to see how to
volunteer.

3

High Legh Parish
A Brief History
There is a long history of human activity in
and around what is now High Legh. Evidence
of prehistoric settlement exists in the form of
a Bronze Age burial ground, ring & ditch sites,
a round barrow and an axe at Swineyard Farm.
Two enclosures, one rectangular and one oval,
appear to be of late prehistoric and RomanoBritish date. The area abounds with evidence of
Roman occupation.
More recently, High Legh (from Lege – a
clearing) was held by two Saxon Freemen, Ulviet
and Dob. By the time that it was recorded
in the Domesday Book, 1086, the Norman
baron, Gilbert De Venables, held the land. The
population then was only about 30 so probably
only a small area was cultivated. All that remains
of them in the Parish today are their names: the
Saxon boundary Lane separating Mere from High
Legh, which still exists, is named Dobb Lane and
Ulviet Gate and Venables Way are roads on the
new housing developments.
During the reign of Henry II, in the latter half
of the 12th Century, the two manors were rented
to two different families who assumed the local
name Legh; they became known as Leigh of West
Hall and Legh of East Hall. Through the 12th and
13th Centuries, there was a rapid expansion of the
farmed area as previously uncultivated land was
sold or leased and many farms established. The

Swineyard Hall

largest of these, Swineyard Hall and Northwood
Hall, were on land given to the younger sons of
one of the Legh families. These were built inside

a moat, a fashionable status-symbol at that time.
Swineyard Hall was rebuilt in the 16th Century
and can still be seen standing within its moat.

East Hall in 1896

It is the Leigh and Legh families, and a minor
branch of the powerful Egerton family of Tatton
Park that came to own one quarter of the land
in High Legh, who dominate the history of the
Parish until late in the 20th Century.
At the beginning of the 18th Century, Peter Leigh
of West Hall married Elizabeth Egerton of Tatton
and the family took the name Egerton-Leigh.
The family’s place of worship since 1408 stood
close by the Hall, the site of which is now occupied
by St. John’s Church, built in 1893 to replace a
chapel that had been destroyed by fire.
The Leghs of East Hall extended their name
on the marriage of George Legh to Anna-Maria
Cornwall of Burford, Shropshire. The family’s
Elizabethan Hall was destroyed in 1782,
possibly also by fire. Henry Cornwall-Legh
engaged John Hope of Liverpool to build a
replacement Georgian Hall, completed by 1784.
By the 1790’s, Henry’s son George had hired
John Nash, favourite architect of King George
IV, who, with the brilliant landscape designer
Humphry Repton, provided the template for the
improvement of the Hall and estate.
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St. Mary’s Chapel

St Mary’s Chapel of 1581, built as the place of
worship for the East Hall, is thought to be the
oldest surviving building in High Legh. It may
possibly stand on a site recorded as a place of
worship in the Domesday Book.

married officers, and later prison staff from
nearby Risley.

Like many villages though, High Legh has lost
many services. At one time, thanks to the two
families, the village could boast not just two
churches, but two post offices, two smithies,
two wheelwrights, two inns, a police station and
a row of shops.
The 20th Century brought with it big changes
to the Parish. The Egerton-Leighs sold all their
properties and land to the Cornwall-Leghs.
Later, in 1919, Hubert Cornwall-Legh himself
sold 48 properties within the Parish. Then in
1932 Maurice, Lord Egerton, sold his remaining
lands.

After both World Wars, many big houses and
estates disappeared due to economic changes
and family losses in the fighting. Further, the
Army did not always look after its adopted homes
well, so when it finally left High Legh in 1959 the
East Hall was showing serious signs of wear and
tear. Both the Tudor West Hall and the Georgian
East Hall were demolished in the early 1960s
and thus were set in train the developments that
led to the village’s current appearance; the first
of the housing developments, the Garden Centre
later in the same decade, the Belfry development
in the 1980s followed by High Legh Park Country
Club in the 1990’s.

The Second World War brought the Army to
High Legh when the Government compulsorily
purchased both the East and West Halls and
a military training camp was established in the
grounds of East Hall, complete with Nissen
huts, assault courses, NAAFI and canteen. The
Woodlands Crescent estate was built to house

Now, in the new millennium, we can look back
on more than two thousand years of history in
High Legh. The past cannot be changed, but in
the 21st Century the “ordinary” residents of this
small part of England can have a much greater
influence over its future than they ever could
before.
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Obliged to move, the Cornwall-Legh family went
to The Rood, now called High Legh House.

The Parish as it is today
The Parish of High Legh is situated in the northwestern corner of the Cheshire East (until 2009
in Macclesfield Borough) Council area. It shares
borders with the Agden, Millington and Mere
parishes in Cheshire East as well as with parishes
in the Cheshire West & Chester (formerly in Vale
Royal) and Warrington Borough Council areas.

which lies just to the east of centre of the
Parish. These are the result of several phases
of 20th century development. A small number
were part of the original estate of the Legh

Despite being largely rural the Parish is
intersected by two motorways, the M6 and M56
as well as the A50 trunk road.
The 2001 Census gives a population of 1,632 for
the High Legh area while around 640 properties
are captured in the Electoral Register for the
High Legh Ward within the Tatton Parliamentary
Constituency. More recent demographic details
families who owned and lived in the area. Small
developments were undertaken by Bucklow Rural
District Council, then the Army. However most
of the houses were the result of development in
the 1960’s and 1970’s on the land around the
Cornwall-Legh family’s former home, High Legh
(East) Hall, followed by a further wave of house
building in the 1980’s (The Belfry Estate) on the
former army base which had occupied more of
the grounds of High Legh Hall.
The large rural area surrounding the village
consists largely of working or redeveloped farms.
Much of the area is still owned by the CornwallLegh family headed by Lord Grey of Codnor who,
with his family, still lives in the Parish.

provided by the Questionnaire results can be seen
in Figures 1 & 2 showing length of residency and
age distribution within the Parish.
A majority of properties are within the “village”,
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Businesses within the Parish provide in excess
of 250 full-time equivalent jobs. Five employers
provide significantly more than half of these
jobs while the remaining jobs are provided by
businesses employing just a handful of people
or sole traders.

The Parish lacks any medical or dental facilities,
banks or a general shop.
The community of the Parish is actively
supported by the Parish Council, the Community
Association who organise many events at the
Village Hall (the former school and now the
hub of many of the village activities) and the
parishioners of St. John’s Church.
The proximity of Manchester (16 miles to the
north-east) and its suburbs is a major influence
but many residents most frequently use the
services of the town of Knutsford (5 miles to
the south-east) or the village of Lymm (4 miles
to the north-west). The towns of Warrington,
Northwich and Altrincham are also much used
for employment and shopping.

High Legh Primary School

High Legh Primary School, which also houses
a pre-school nursery, provides another major
community focus in the village. For secondary
education children must travel outside the Parish,
mostly to Lymm High School.

Manchester

Warrington

Altrincham

HIGH LEGH
Knutsford
Northwich

Chester

CHESHIRE
Crewe
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Macclesfield

The Key Findings
Introduction
This section provides a summary of the key
findings arising from the residents’ responses
to the Questionnaire, and introduces the
Action Plans that have been developed by the
individual Working Groups, and subsequently the
Steering Committee, to address these concerns.
It is important to highlight that the major
findings of the survey suggested a high level
of satisfaction amongst residents with “life in
High Legh”. We therefore must bear this in mind
when considering the proposed actions.
For a more detailed review of the Questionnaire
and summarised responses to it, please refer to
the High Legh Parish Council web site at:
http://parish.cheshire.gov.uk/highlegh
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Community
There are many and diverse activities in High
Legh which make for a vibrant community.
Figure 3 shows the best attended. Although
many of these activities are organised and run
independently by groups of volunteers, the
majority depend upon three organisations and
their facilities: St. John’s Church, the Primary
School and the HLCA. Without the facility of the
Village Hall, which the HLCA leases from the
HLPC, many of the Clubs and Societies would
be unable to function successfully.

Jointly with St. John’s, the Primary School also
plays a very active role in the community, together
catering for the spiritual and educational needs
of our young people. The level of attendance at
the Primary School, the Pre-school Nursery, the
Baby and Toddler Group, Sunday School and
the After School Club is evidence of a close knit
community, with many of the children progressing
from one to another.
The results of the Questionnaire clearly reveal
that a large percentage of residents are aware
of these many activities that exist in the village.
Long-standing groups such as the Women’s
Institute, the Bowling Club, Flower Club, Tennis
Club and Brownies co-exist with the newer
activities, which include a Baby and Toddler
Group, Pilates, a Running Club and Karate and
all attract regular attendance. The Church’s
services and activities together, however, attract
the largest numbers of people.

Of all the activities run by the HLCA, it is our
famous Sunday Teas, for which people come
from far and wide, that is best attended, followed
by the Village Show & Photographic Competition
and Quiz nights.
Two thirds of the respondents are interested in
establishing new activities see, Figure 4, with the
most popular suggestions being a walking club,
activities for children and for young people, film
nights, barn dances, fitness classes and more
social events, both in and out of High Legh.
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The results concerning the facilities that exist
in High Legh, see Figure 5, reveal that the most
frequently used is the Village Hall, followed by
the Church and the Young Children’s Play Area.
The golf course of the commercially owned and
operated High Legh Park Country Club is also
an important recreational venue for residents.
Perhaps because the Village Hall is such an
important asset for village life, suggestions are
made by 20% of respondents regarding its
future development. Also 25% advocate the
improvement of the Belfry Play Area and 20%
that of the Somerville Close Play Area.

Entrance to The Belfry

One facility which is felt to be lacking in the
village, is some form of general shop. This was
highlighted in two sections of the Questionnaire,
with 70% of respondents suggesting that they

organised and supported initiatives, perhaps
in collaboration with local retailers, may be
feasible.
With regard to the overall appearance of the
village, litter is a concern – with over 35% of
residents expressing a need for regular litter
picking. Only slightly fewer see the need for the
planting of trees and bulbs. The survey reveals
only a low level of concern amongst residents
about the open areas, although the area in front
of the Belfry wall is the most often mentioned.
70% of respondents feel that the community
should take on more responsibility for self-help
initiatives of which Homewatch received the
most support, and of these 65% would volunteer
to help with one or more of the proposals. Figure
6 shows the numbers of respondents voting for
the six most supported self-help schemes.

Village Hall

would use it regularly. However, analysis of the
detailed responses suggest that local demand for
a shop still would not be high thus influencing
it’s potential viability. Nevertheless community

Most Used Facili�es

Proposed Self-Help Schemes
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The actions we propose to address these issues are summarised below with greater detail to be found
in the Action Plan section on page 25.
Key Issue
Provision of new activities

Development of Facilities

Specific Actions to be taken
C1. Contact volunteers identified by questionnaire
C2. Form ‘New Activities’ Focus Group
C3. Set up a group to assist key partners examine the options and funding for the
development and use of the following resources -- Village Hall, Primary School, Belfry
and Somerville Close Play Areas and to coordinate their use
C4. Creatively examine the possibility of a retail outlet for day-to-day necessities in the
village.
C5. Liaise with HLPC to provide a better programme of maintenance
C6. Establish a regular programme of litter picking

Improvement of
Village’s Appearance

Extension of
self-help schemes
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C7. Planting of trees and bulbs
C8. Set up a meeting with HLPC to examine ways of enhancing the entrances to Rensherds
Place and the Belfry and to improve the pathways to the Young Children’s Playground,
together with the wooded area and amenity land adjacent to it
C9. Organise meetings of residents interested in establishing/extending existing Home/
Farm Watch groups
C10. Create a focus group of volunteers interested in examining methods for residents to
access assistance when necessary

Services
Few respondents to the questionnaire (15%)
express dissatisfaction with the state of High
Legh’s roads but a substantial minority (30%)
do so about pavements. More than half (55%) of
respondents feel that the use of some pavements
and pathways is made difficult by unkempt
verges and trees; specific areas identified include
Wrenshot Lane, Broad Oak Lane, the woods near
Surridge, West Lane, Candelan Way and the A50
near the Belfry.

past two years some 30% of residents report
having experienced speeding and/or inconsiderate
parking,
8%
burglary
and
a
similar percentage
criminal
damage
and/or vandalism.
Nationally,
concern
about
crime and antisocial behaviour is
disproportionate to
the actual risk and
it is no different in
High Legh. 60%
of residents are
concerned about
traffic speeding,
45% about inconsiderate parking
(both of which are addressed in the Transport
Section), 30% about burglary and the same
percentage about litter, fly tipping and dog
fouling, 20% about vandalism and 15% about
criminal damage.

A substantial majority (75%) of respondents
are looking for improvements to lighting: more
environmentally sensitive street lighting that
comes on and off at the correct times. Further
there is a view that the lighting of the pathway
connecting Pheasant Walk with Somerville Close
is inadequate.

Pathway connecting
Pheasant Walk with Somerville Close

Nonetheless, a clear majority (60%) of
respondents with views on the matter say that
level of policing in High Legh is poor or very
poor, Figure 7.

In relation to footpaths, while 25% of
respondents believe that footpaths through fields
could be better maintained, very few respondents
(15%) express dissatisfaction with other aspects
of footpaths: the majority know them, can use
them without much difficulty and believe they
are well-enough signposted.
Whilst the level of crime and anti-social behaviour
in High Legh is low on a national scale, in the

Of the measures that are felt to be needed
to address the above issues, residents support
equally Homewatch Schemes, more activities
for young people (a relevant action appears in
the Community Section) and an increased Police
presence, and only slightly fewer ask for better
consultation between Police and local people.
See Figure 8. However opinion was split as to

Residents' View of Level of Policing
in High Legh

Measures to Address Crime and
An�-social Behaviour
CC TV

very poor

Improved Street Ligh�ng

poor

Be�er Consulta�on between Police and Local People
Increased Police Presence

reasonable

More Ac�vi�es for Young People
Homewatch Schemes

very good
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Figure 7.
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New pumping station

whether the increased police presence should
be at the cost of a Police Community Support
Officer. Some of the respondents are already
willing to become a Homewatch coordinator for
their road, and a larger number might do so with
more information (a relevant action appears in
the Community Section).

complaint is the frequency of interruption of
supply. However only 45% of respondents
express satisfaction or better with water supply,
see Figure 10.
The main issues are supply pressure and
reliability. The HLPC is commended for its
persistence in seeking the strengthening of the
local water supply infrastructure which, when
completed, should lead to a much improved
service.

With regard to the subject of waste collection,
over 80% of respondents state that the types
of waste collection are reasonable. A high
proportion of the community are satisfied with
the two-weekly cycle and the types of recycling
arrangements. The exception is the often stated
request for plastics recycling.

Asked what new services in High Legh they would
like to see, the only support of any consequence
from residents (15%) is for Medical Services,
though even so, a larger proportion of residents
could not see any need.

55% of respondents are satisfied with electricity
supply, see Figure 9, though the most common

Rating of Water Supply

Rating of Electricity Supply

Very Good
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Good

Good

Satisfactory

Satisfactory

Poor

Poor

Very Poor

Very Poor

Figure 10.

Figure 9.

Very Good

The actions we propose to address these issues are summarised below with greater detail to be found
in the Action Plan section on page 26.
Key Issue

Specific Actions to be taken

Obstruction to pavements
and pathways

S1. HLPC to liaise with CEC re unkempt hedges and verges
S2. HLPC to issue letters to residents re the above

Lighting

S3. HLPC to review environmentally sensitive street lighting policy with CEC
S4. Prepare an action plan for phased change of street lights
S5. Resolve lighting issue on footpath between Somerville Close and
Pheasant Walk which passes the Young Children’s Playground

Improved policing

S6. Arrange a village-wide meeting with police to present
local crime figures and level of police response.
S7. Influence level of policing accordingly.

Lack of plastic recycling

S8. Establish a plastic recycling collection scheme or a specific recycling drop off facility

Continuity of
electricity supply

S9. With HLPC, monitor outages & assess comparative performance.
S10. Review results of above for further actions with suppliers.

Continuity and pressure
of water supply

S11. With HLPC, monitor progress and continue to press for
urgent completion of infrastructure improvements.
S12. Monitor supply and assess comparative performance.
S13. Review results of above for further actions with supplier.

Services in the Parish

S14. Conduct a feasibility study with regards to the usage
of a locally based part-time medical service
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Transport and Road Safety
There is a total of approximately
15 km of motorways (M56 & M6)
and slip roads in High Legh. The
other main roads are the A50
trunk road (5km) and B5159
(“West Lane”, 2km) both of which
are single carriageway. In addition
there are many kilometres of
village roads and back lanes
giving access to outlying areas of
the Parish. National speed limits
apply to these roads with the
exception only of a 30mph limit within the
village and a 40mph limit on 1 km of the B5159
where it borders the village.
Respondents are clear about the three biggest

Part of complex A50 road junction

transport/traffic related issues, see Figure 11.
55% identified speeding (that is in excess of
speed limits), usually on the A50 and B5159 with
some respondents referring also specifically to
motorbikes. There have been a number of fatal
accidents on the A50 between its junctions with
the M6 motorway and the A556, most of which
stretch is in High Legh. There is a perception
amongst residents that the speed limits on the
A50 and B5159 are widely ignored and that little
effort is made to enforce them. In November 2009

Ranking of 3 Greatest Transport
Concerns
Speeding 55%
Illegal or inconsiderate
Parking (Congestion) 30%

Figure 11.

Pedestrian Access to
Village Hall 15%
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Hometime at High Legh Primary School

a “Traffic Impact Day” was jointly conducted by
the Police and Fire Services on the B5159. The
results, which will be reported elsewhere, very
much confirm residents’ concern about speeding.
Congestion and problem parking was the second
of the three top transport issues, mentioned by 30%
of respondents. The problem area is particularly,
but not exclusively, around High Legh Primary
School because of the risk this poses to children
at school drop-off and pick-up times. That this is
an issue is hardly surprising, since only 15% of
pupils walk to the school with 85% being driven,
according to respondents. The problem is likely to
be worse than this, since the survey was confined
to High Legh residents, whereas the school’s pupils
come from a much wider catchment area.
The Village Hall is the most frequently used
facility in the village, but is located on an ‘island’
which forms part of the complex road junction
of the busy A50 with the B5159 and two other

Crossing between Village Hall and Car Park

minor roads. This junction poses risks, not only
for traffic on these roads, but also for pedestrian
access to the Village Hall, especially from the car
park or from the village across the main roads,
with the dual problems of traffic speed and poor
visibility being particularly highlighted. It is hardly
surprising, therefore, that respondents identified
this issue as the final top transport issue.

When asked to rate the significance of a wide
range of transport/traffic issues, the same three
issues attract the most “significant” or “major”
issue votes, see Figure 12. The only other issue
to attract a significant vote in these categories is
traffic noise. Whilst we cannot affect noise coming
from the motorway network, any reduction of
traffic speed on other roads would reduce other
traffic noise.
Being
a
rural
community,
residents
overwhelmingly use personal transport to
get about. The dependence on the car is
overwhelming: only 1% of respondent households
are without a car and many households have
several cars including one household that reports
owning seven! See Figure 13. Fewer than 5%
of respondents express interest in a car share
scheme. However 20% of respondents express
interest in an additional public transport service
for the Parish.

Altrincham - Warrington bus service

With high car ownership in the Parish, and
because the bus routes are too difficult to access
for residents who do not live close to them, it is
not surprising that the bus services are poorly
used: 76% of respondents do not use the bus at
all and a further 18% only once or twice a week.
Despite this lack of use, 70% of respondents
regard the services as at least satisfactory. The

Warrington-Altrincham service (at least 9 buses
each way, 6 days per week) is an asset to the
Parish, not only for those without personal
transport but for those who choose, or may need,
to use public transport. Between Warrington
and Knutsford there are 2 buses each way, 2
days per week, but at times of little use to High
Legh residents. If a more useful service to and
from Knutsford could be introduced, the routes
would, with the exception only of Northwich,
cover the most common and regular return
journeys made by respondents. However it is
difficult to see habits changing in the short term,
because residents value the independence and
flexibility that comes with car ownership. The
few complaints that there are about the services
relate to frequency and reliability; for example,
the timetables do not allow for a commute to
work or school. At present the vast majority of
11-18 year olds are taken to school by car but
their parents do view bus use as an acceptable
alternative.

Ranking of all Transport Concerns

Number of Cars per Household

The most common and regular destinations of
residents are clear from the responses to the
Questionnaire: Altrincham and Knutsford are
the most visited, followed by Manchester and
Northwich, then Lymm and Warrington.

4 + cars
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Figure 12.
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The actions we propose to address these issues are summarised below with greater detail to be found
in the Action Plan section on page 27.
Key Issue

Specific Actions to be taken
T1. Conduct survey of number and speed of vehicles on A50 and B5159 (West Lane)

Speeding Traffic

T2. Enforcement of speed limits on A50 and West Lane
T3. Consult with authorities on means of reducing
speed including traffic calming measures
T4. Contact local Police representative to observe level of inconsiderate
parking outside the school and to take action as necessary

Congestion and
Problem Parking

T5. Discuss with school a one-way system of parking
and alternatives to the school car run
T6. Investigate the possibility of extra parking next to the school

Pedestrian Access
to Village Hall

Bus Services and
their viability

T7. Conduct a feasibility study to investigate safer pedestrian access to Village Hall
T8. Consult with Highway authorities on potential solutions
T9. Regular contact with bus service providers on
viability, service issues and timetables
T10. Regularly publicise timetables and services
T11. Increase the use by 11 to 18 year olds of bus transport to schools
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Business
We conducted a survey of businesses in High
Legh using a variety of sources to identify as
many as possible. We then held short telephone
interviews with as many as we could contact.
We also got information from residents through
the Questionnaire about their use of existing
businesses and their attitudes to new businesses
in High Legh.

design & landscaping; livery; nursing care; plant
& equipment leasing & QA and training.
The concerns of businesses in High Legh are
few; the main, though still infrequent, suggestions
are:
• to improve roads and their treatment,
• to improve response to issues by police and
the Local Authority,
• and to provide better internet connection.
By far the most common theme as to why
businesses have come to the Parish, or are
advantaged by being here, is its location
combined with the ease of access to the national
road network.

Some 50 businesses were identified, providing
more than 270 equivalent full-time jobs within
the Parish. Over 60% of these jobs are provided
by just 5 businesses: Road Maintenance Services
Ltd., William Strike Ltd (the garden centre), TDG,
Specimen Trees and High Legh Park Country
Club. The majority of businesses are small with
some 40% being sole traders, see Figure 14.
The wide range of services offered by these
small businesses defies categorisation, and
includes: property development; building &
allied trades; caravan storage; retail catering;
child care; industrial, IT, legal and management
consultancies; entertainment; farming; garden

Businesses in High Legh
25
20
Number of 15
Businesses
10

Figure 14.
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Within High Legh, there is just one retail business
that supplies daily necessities: Abbey Leys Farm
Shop. There is no general store, post office or
garage - so residents must travel just outside
the Parish for these and other services. For most
residents this means the use of transport, either
public or more usually private, in which case one
may alternatively travel further afield - to Lymm,
Knutsford or beyond, where a broader range of
goods and services are available. This in part
may explain why, with the exception of the shop
and post office at Broomedge and Sheldon’s
daily deliveries into the Parish, most nearby
businesses are not much used by residents,
see Figure 15.
Broadly two-thirds of respondents are satisfied
or better with internet and mobile telephone
18

services, but there are many complaints of
subjectively low broadband speeds and poor
reception respectively, see Figures 16 & 17.
However the perceived level of performance of
internet in particular often depends on whether
the consumer has implemented ways to get
the best out of the service. The results of the
Questionnaire are not sufficiently detailed to
enable the problems to be identified to, e.g.
location, telephone provider, internet service
provider and other user related issues.

Residents Use of Local Businesses
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Figure 16.

Rating of Internet Service

The actions we propose to address these issues are summarised below with greater detail to be found
in the Action Plan section on page 28.
Key Issue

Specific Actions to be taken
B1. Business profiles in HLCA Newsletters or on a High Legh website.

Visibility and use of
local businesses

B2. Create and distribute local businesses register.
B3. HLPC to nominate councillor for local business liaison.

Quality of internet
broadband and
mobile telephony
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B4. Conduct survey to establish facts about broadband & mobile telephony in Parish.
B5. Organise teach-in to facilitate self-help improvements.
B6. Review results of above for further actions with suppliers.

Development
When questioned about development in the
Parish 70% of respondents considered that the
Parish should not accommodate any new housing
development, see Figure 18. Overwhelmingly the
reason stated for this was the lack of infrastructure
in the area: specifically roads and the inadequacy
of public services such as water and electricity
supply. If in the future these problems were
to be overcome, 40% of respondents thought

want any new retail businesses while only 15%
and 10% respectively would find commercial
or manufacturing business development
acceptable.
Of possible retail developments, only a general
shop would be valued with 70% of respondents
suggesting they would give it at least regular use.
See Community section for the relevant action..
It is clear from the above that the residents
want close control to be exercised on housing
and business development in order to maintain
the current character of the Parish

that the conversion of redundant property was
acceptable while around 30% favoured new
housing on previously developed land or the
extension/conversion of existing properties. Of
the 20% who thought that new developments
were acceptable, the focus was on a need for
affordable properties for first-time buyers or
“down-sizers”. Even in this group there was
no significant acceptance of new housing on
previously undeveloped land.

Happily in this context, only a very small number
of people currently cited problems with the
current controls, see Figure 18, and there was
a very significant interest across the village in
ensuring that this situation continues. In addition
between 80 and 90% of respondents stated
that long-term preservation of woodlands (90%),
historic buildings (85%), landscape (80%), byways and footpaths (80%) and ponds/streams
(80%) were important to them.

When considering business development [see
Figure 17] only 35% of actual respondents would

Accep�bility of Business
Development

Percentage of Respondents
considering Residential
Development Acceptable
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It is thus proposed that the Parish should
explore:

% Citing Problems with Control of
Developments
100%
80%
%

60%
40%
20%
0%

Figure 20.

As a consequence of this, in answer to questions
on this subject, 55% of respondents supported
the development of a formal statement by the
Parish to provide Local Authorities with guidance
on planning issues, 50% supported a statement
on the preservation of historic features and a
similar percentage supported one on landscape
development.

New Building

Infrastructure

Historic
Features

Landscape /
Environment

Type of Development

• the uses, value and recipients of formal
statements such as a Village Design and
Parish Landscape Statement.
• the methods of producing such statements.
The actions we propose to address these issues are summarised below with greater detail to be found
in the Action Plan section on page 29.
Key Issue
Control of new developments
in the Parish concerning:

D1. Ensure that the Parish Council takes full account of the Parish Plan
survey results in their involvement with planning issues of all types

- building development

D2. Establish a group to investigate the value of producing formal
statements for use by all bodies involved in planning and development
issues.

- infrastructure development
- landscape / environment development
- Preservation of historic features

21

Specific Actions to be taken

D3. Produce formal Parish Statements where significant value has been
established.

Information and Communication
Residents are provided with information about
High Legh by various methods:
• in magazine format, the HLCA Newsletter and
Church Magazine together are the main source
of information for some 45% of respondents.
• HLPC notice boards are the main source for
just over 20% of respondents.
• word of mouth is the main source of information
also for some 20% of respondents.
• while three separate web sites for High Legh
– Church, HLCA and HLPC – together are the
main sources of information for some 10% of
respondents only.
That the majority of residents know about
and support the many activities suggests that
% Values of how residents get informa�on about local events
50
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%

30
25
20
15
10

Figure 21.

that better integration is needed of the various
methods that are, at present, essentially
independent. Further, while responses to the
Questionnaire clearly show how important the
internet is to many residents, the web sites are
falling far short of their potential.
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relevant information is reaching residents with
some success.
However these methods, in the main, are a
one-way transfer of information: from a group to
residents.
At it’s best communication is a two-way process
in which there is an exchange of information
– thoughts, feelings and ideas in a direction or
towards a goal.

The HLPC feels that it could respond more
appropriately to issues if residents were to
communicate with it more immediately and
directly. In the short term a perceived need
has already been met by distribution, with the
Questionnaire, of the High Legh Information
Booklet – an invaluable and concise directory of
“must know” facts and contact details in one
place.
There is a clear need to review communication
to ensure that all necessary information is being
communicated, that it is done in a timely way, that
each method is fit for purpose and sustainable,
that two-way communication is facilitated where
appropriate and that that the various methods
are integrated into an overall strategy.

There is a perception that communications
in High Legh are not all that they might be:

22

HLCA Website

The actions we propose to address these issues are summarised below with greater detail to be found
in the Action Plan section on page 30.
Key Issue
Integration and
Improvement of
Communications

Specific Actions to be taken
IC1. Develop a communication plan for integrated and properly resourced
communications in High Legh: Newsletter/magazines, Noticeboards and websites.
IC2. Implement revised communications and put in place resources to ensure sustainability.
IC3. Survey results.
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The Action Plans
Introduction
In June 2009, at the second public meeting
hosted by the PPSC, residents were asked to
select those issues which they regarded as being
the most important. The top ten issues were :
• Speeding Traffic
• Improvement of Village’s Appearance
• Lack of Plastic Recycling
• Pedestrian Access to Village Hall
• Provision of New Activities
• Control of New Developments
• Bus Services and their viability
• Continuity and pressure of Water Supply
• Congestion and Problem Parking
• Quality of Internet Broadband
These are highlighted in red in the Action Plans
which follow.
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C10

C9

Create a focus group of volunteers interested in examining
methods for residents to access assistance when necessary

Provision of an infrastructure
to enable residents to seek
assistance when necessary

Immediate
and ongoing

Set up a meeting with HLPC to examine ways of enhancing
the entrances to Rensherds Place and the Belfry and to
improve the pathways to the Young Children’s Playground,
together with the wooded area and amenity land adjacent to it

C8

Organise meetings of residents interested in establishing/
extending existing Home/Farm Watch groups

Planting of trees and bulbs

C7

Extension of selfhelp schemes

Point 4 -- 1
to 3 years

Enhanced appearance
of village generally

C5

Establish a regular programme of litter picking

Immediate

Clear outcome of study

C6

1 to 5 years

Immediate
and ongoing

Timeframe

Increased usage of
these key facilities

Creation of new activities

Measures of
Success

Points 1 to 3
-- Immediate
and ongoing

Creatively examine the possibility of a retail outlet
for day-to-day necessities in the village.

Set up a group to assist key partners examine the options
and funding for the development and use of the following
resources -- Village Hall, Primary School, Belfry and
Somerville Close Play Areas and to coordinate their use

Form ‘New Activities’ Focus Group

Contact volunteers identified by questionnaire

Specific Actions to be taken

Improved grass cutting, hedge
and verge maintenance.

Improvement of
Village’s Appearance

Development of Facilities

Provision of new
activities

Key Issue

Community

Liaise with HLPC to provide a better
programme of maintenance

C4

C3

C2

C1

Action
No.
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Team

Home/Farm
Watch
co-ordinators
Residents
Volunteers

HLPC
Volunteers

Chairs of HLCA
and HLPC
Volunteers

Volunteers

Low

Low
High

High
Low

Low <£100

Neighbourhood Watch
Farm Watch
Cheshire Police

HLPC
Cheshire East
Local residents
Volunteers identified
by questionnaire
Trusts and agencies
willing to provide
materials
Local businesses

HLCA
HLPC
Primary School
Cheshire East
Sports Clubs
Lottery and other
sources of funding
Local businesses

HLCA
External Agencies

RESOURCES
Financial
Key Partners

S14

S13

S12

S11

S10

S9

S8

S7

S6

S5

S4

S3

S2

S1

Action
No.
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Services in the Parish

Continuity & pressure of
water supply

With HLPC, monitor outages and assess comparative
performance.

Continuity of electricity
supply

Conduct a feasibility study with regards to the usage of a
locally based part-time medical service

Outcome of investigations

Improved service, as assessed
by residents.

Monitor supply and assess comparative performance.

Review results of above for further actions with supplier.

Completion of United Utilities
project.

Improved understanding of
service levels

Plastic recycling facility in
place

Increased confidence in level
of policing

With HLPC, monitor progress and continue to press for
urgent completion of infrastructure improvements.

Review results of above for further actions with suppliers.

Establish a plastic recycling collection scheme or a specific
recycling drop off facility

Influence level of policing accordingly.

Arrange a village-wide meeting with police to present local
crime figures and level of police response.

1 to 2 years

Immediate start &
ongoing

Immediate start.
Duration 12
months.

1 to 2 years

Immediate

1 year

Resolve lighting issue on footpath between Somerville Close
and Pheasant Walk which passes the Young Children’s
Playground

1 year

Immediate and
ongoing

Timeframe

5 years

Timed action plan agreed

Problem areas resolved

Measures of
Success

Prepare an action plan for phased change of street lights

HLPC to review environmentally sensitive street lighting
policy with CEC

HLPC to issue letters to residents re the above

HLPC to liaise with CEC re unkempt hedges and verges

Specific Actions to be taken

Lack of plastic recycling

Improved policing

Lighting

Obstruction to
pavements and pathways

Key Issue

Services
Team

HLPC

HLPC &
Volunteers:
1 initially, 2
or more later
depending on
further action

HLPC &
volunteers: 1
initially, 2 or
more later

HLPC

HLPC

HLPC

HLPC

Low

insignificant

Low

insignificant

Low

Medium

High

Costs to be
agreed

Low

Low

Medical Sevices
Volunteers

HLPC
United Utilities

HLPC
Manweb

CEC

Police

CEC

CEC
Local residents

RESOURCES
Financial
Key Partners

Fewer cars on local roads at
school times

Regularly publicise timetables and services

Increase the use by 11 to 18 year olds of bus transport to
schools

T11

T9

T10

Implement agreed action

Consult with Highway authorities on potential solutions

Continuing service and better
timetable to Knutsford

Bus Services and their
viability

Feasibility study completed

Conduct a feasibility study to investigate safer pedestrian
access to Village Hall

Feasibility study completed

Fewer traffic problems on
Wrenshot Lane at school times

Reduction in number of badly
parked vehicles outside the
school

Regular contact with bus service providers on viability,
service issues and timetables

T8

Pedestrian Access to
Village Hall

Investigate the possibility of extra parking next to the school

T6

T7

Discuss with school a one-way system of parking and
alternatives to the school car run

T5

T4

Contact local Police representative to observe level of
inconsiderate parking outside the school and to take action
as necessary

Traffic calming measures
introduced

Consult with authorities on means of reducing speed
including traffic calming measures

T3

Congestion and Problem
Parking

Evidence of reduction in
speeding traffic

Enforcement of speed limits on A50 and West Lane

Measures of
Success

T2

Specific Actions to be taken
Survey completed

T1

Speeding Traffic

Key Issue

Immediate and
ongoing

1 to 3 years

1 year

1 to 2 years

Immediate and
ongoing

1 year
1 to 2 years
1 to 5 years

Timeframe
Team

Bus contact
volunteer

Volunteers
HLPC
Highway
Authorities
HLPC
CEC

HLPC

Volunteers
HLPC
Police

Transport and Road Safety

Conduct survey of number and speed of vehicles on A50 and
B5159 (West Lane)

Action
No.
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Low

Low

High

Costs to be
agreed

Low

Low

Bennetts Buses
CEC

Police
Highways
CEC

Police
School
CEC Planning
Department
Landowners
School

Police
Highway Authorities
CEC

RESOURCES
Financial
Key Partners

B6

B5

B4

B3

B2

B1

Action
No.
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Quality of internet
broadband & mobile
telephony

Visibility and use of local
businesses

Key Issue

Business survey after 2 years.

Create and distribute local businesses register.

Improved service, as assessed
by residents.

Organise teach-in to facilitate self-help improvements.

Review results of above for further actions with suppliers.

Improved understanding of
service levels.

Conduct survey to establish facts about broadband and
mobile telephony in Parish.

HLPC to nominate councillor for local business liaison.

Published materials.

Measures of
Success

Business profiles in HLCA Newsletters or in a High Legh
website.

Specific Actions to be taken

Business

Complete actions
5 & 6 in a further
9 months.

Start in 3 months.

Immediate start &
ongoing

Timeframe
Team

3 volunteers,
preferably 1 or 2
with significant
IT experience.

Volunteers:
2 initially, 1
subsequently

Low <£250

<£100

Low

British Telecom
Other ISPs
Consultant

HLPC
Newsletter editor
Businesses

RESOURCES
Financial
Key Partners

• Preservation of
historic features

• Landscape/
environment
development

• Infrastructure
development

• Building
development

D2

D3

Control of new
developments in the
Parish concerning :

Key Issue

D1

Action
No.
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Statements in place and valued

Recommendations of group
accepted

Establish a group to investigate the value of
producing formal statements for use by all bodies
involved in planning and development issues.

Produce formal Parish Statements where
significant value has been established.

Lack of development concerns

Measures of
Success

Ensure that the Parish Council takes full
account of the Parish Plan survey results in their
involvement with planning issues of all types

Specific Actions to be taken

Development

2 to 5 years

Immediate start
Complete in
12 months

Immediate and
ongoing

Timeframe
Team
HLPC
Volunteer Group

None
Low/Medium
Medium

Range of external bodies
for advice and help

RESOURCES
Financial
Key Partners

IC3

IC2

IC1

Action
No.
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Integration &
Improvement of
Communications

Key Issue

Survey results.

Implement revised communications and put in place
resources to ensure sustainability.

Develop a communication plan for integrated and properly
resourced communications in High Legh: Newsletter/
magazines, Notice boards & web sites.

Specific Actions to be taken
Two-way fully integrated
communications with high level
of participation & satisfaction.

Measures of
Success
1 to 2 years

Timeframe
HLCA &
Newsletter Editor.
Clerk to HLPC.
High Legh web
master
Volunteers

Team

Information and Communication
Medium

HLCA
HLPC
Church
Primary School

RESOURCES
Financial
Key Partners

Steering Committee & Acknowledgements
This Plan was produced under the guidance of the PPSC, the principal members of which are:Chris Johnson - Chair
Nic Abbott
Bruce Adams
James Cavanagh
Nick Gerrard
Marja Haigh

Emma Langman
Julie Moss Williamson
Tim Pearce
Gary Pemberton
David Woolf

The PPSC would particularly like to thank the following people whose efforts were essential and much
valued in helping us to produce this Parish Plan
• Bron Kerrigan, Parish Plan Development Officer, Cheshire Community Action,
for her help and support from the start and throughout the project
• Cheshire County Council for their financial support
• Macclesfield Borough Council for their financial support
• High Legh Parish Council for their continuous support and financial assistance
• High Legh Community Association for the use of the meeting room and their
involvement in all aspects of the Plan
• The Working Groups
• Data recorders
• Results analysts
• The distributors and collectors of the Questionnaire
• Local businesses who took part in the survey
• The distributors of the Parish Plan
• Local photographers who have provided the photos
• The people of High Legh without whom there would be no Parish Plan
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Contacts
Would you like to volunteer to assist with implementation of this Plan?
Are you a resident or business of High Legh and you need a copy of this document?
Do you have constructive comments that you would like to make about this document?
Do you have an interest in this Plan, either as a stakeholder identified in the document or in some other
way, e.g.
• local business?
• group or organisation based in High Legh?
• local, regional or national service provider?
• local, regional or national elected representative?
• local or regional government officer?

We welcome hearing from you!
To get in touch with us, please contact either:

Doreen Walker, Clerk to the High Legh Parish Council
01925 754818
doreenwalker@btinternet.com

or

Chris Johnson, Chair, High Legh Parish Plan Steering Committee
01925 752313
chris_tonyjohnson@btinternet.com
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