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Introduction 
 
In September 2009, the Gedling Partnership Board selected the Killisick area as a Priority Area for intensive community 
engagement and targeted intervention.  This work will be led by the Killisick Intervention Team, which includes a ranges of local 
organisations and community representatives working together to improve the quality of life of residents in the Killisick area.  The 
purpose of this document is to provide a baseline of information for the Killisick Intervention Team to plan their future work in the 
local area.  The information has been split into three sections in line with three initial areas of focus agreed by the Killisick 
Intervention Team: 
 

ü Worklessness, including income, skills and employment 
ü Health 
ü Community Groups, Participation and Cohesion 

 
Target Area 
 
The identified target geographical area proposed by the Gedling Partnership Board is that known as Killisick Estate to include super 
output areas E01028173 and area E01028174, Killisick Recreation Ground, (falling mainly within Mapperley Plains ward) and part 
of super output area E01028209 (falling within St Maryôs Ward). This maybe subject to further minor changes following consultation 
with partners and the community as the partnership seeks to identify a ñcommunity definedò neighbourhood.   A map of the local 
area can be found at Appendix A. 
 
For the purpose of this report we will name area E01028173 óKillisick Northô and area E01028174 óKillisick Southô.  
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Overall Deprivation 
 
1.1 Table 1 shows that the most deprived super output area in the Borough, Killisick North, has seen its national overall 
deprivation ranking worsen since 2004 and now falls in the top 12% most deprived areas nationally.  Factors particularly influencing 
deprivation in Killisick include income, education skills and training and health and disability. Killisick South, although outside the 
top ten, has also seen its national ranking worsen.   This is at odds with Gedling Borough as a whole that has seen its national 
deprivation ranking improve from 184 to 208, out the 354 authorities in England.1 
 

Table 1: Top ten most deprived neighbourhoods in Gedling Borough, Indices of Deprivation 2004 & 2007 

Rank within 
Gedling 
Borough* 

2004 2007 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within Indices* 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within Indices* 

1 Bonington E01028147 4060 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 

3875 

2 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 

4303 Bonington E01028147 5423 

3 Netherfield & 
Colwick 

E01028186 6247 Netherfield and 
Colwick 

E01028186 6794 

4 Daybrook E01028166 7641 St Marys E01028209 8008 

5 Netherfield & 
Colwick 

E01028187 7693 Daybrook E01028166 8605 

6 St Marys E01028209 8142 Calverton E01028153 8878 

7 Calverton E01028153 8505 Valley E01028212 9619 

8 Daybrook E01028165 9071 Daybrook E01028167 9716 

9 Daybrook E01028167 9143 Netherfield and 
Colwick 

E01028187 9854 

10 Valley E01028212 9181 Carlton E01028158 9938 
 
*1 being most deprived. Gedling rankings are out of 77 super output areas, while national rankings are out 32,482 super output areas.  
 
   denotes top 20% nationally 

 

Source: Indices of Deprivation 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 
 

                                            
1
 Source: Indices of Deprivation, 2004 and 2007, Department for Communities and Local Government 
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1.2 According to the Social Need in Nottinghamshire study in 2004, within the County area, Gedling Borough has only one area 
identified as extreme social need, Arnold Killisick.2 
 

                                            
2
 Source: Social Need in Nottinghamshire, Nottinghamshire County Council, 2004 
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Worklessness  
 
Income 
 
2.1 Gedling Boroughôs income ranking, within the Indices of Deprivation, has improved since 2004.  In 2007 the Borough was 
ranked 194th out of 356 authorities for income.  Table 16 shows that there are pockets of income deprivation in the Borough, most 
notably in Killisick and Bonington wards.  Killisick North falls within the 10% most deprived nationally for this type of deprivation.3 
 
 

Table 2: Top ten most deprived super output areas in Gedling Borough according to income, 2004 & 2007 

Rank within 
Gedling 
Borough* 

2004 2007 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within Indices* 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within Indices* 

1 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 

2181 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 

2597 

2 Bonington E01028147 2321 Bonington E01028147 4074 

3 Netherfield & 
Colwick 

E01028187 4730 Killisick E01028174 
(Killisick South) 

6769 

4 Netherfield & 
Colwick 

E01028186 6847 St Marys E01028209 7150 

5 St Marys E01028209 8217 Netherfield and 
Colwick 

E01028187 7168 

6 Daybrook E01028166 8475 Valley E01028212 7226 

7 Valley E01028210 8671 Calverton E01028153 8354 

8 Calverton E01028153 8733 Netherfield and 
Colwick 

E01028186 8968 

9 Valley E01028212 9534 Carlton E01028158 9249 

10 Killisick E01028174 
(Killisick South) 

9680 Daybrook E01028166 10061 

*1 being most deprived. Gedling rankings are out of 77 super output areas, while national rankings are out 32,482 super output areas.  
 
  denotes top 10% nationally    denotes top 20% nationally 
 

Source: Indices of Deprivation 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 

 

                                            
3
 Source: Indices of Deprivation, 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 



 7 

2.2 In 2007 the mean income in Gedling Borough was £33,986, slightly higher than that for the United Kingdom.  Ravenshead 
and Woodborough wards record the highest mean incomes in the Borough; while Killisick ward has by far the lowest mean income, 
considerably less than the national figure.4 
 
2.3 The Condition of Nottinghamshire report 2009 ranks Gedling Boroughôs electoral wards by a range of prosperity related 
indicators.  Out of 22 wards, Killisick ranks highly for the Borough with regard to indicators relating to Income Support Claimants 
(including those who are Lone Parents) and unemployment.  For all of these indicators Killisick scores well above the 
Nottinghamshire average.  In fact, the rate of Income Support Claimants in Killisick at 11.1% in February 2008 was almost double 
the national rate.5 
 
2.4 Within the Indices of Deprivation 2007, Killisick North, is in the 10% most deprived nationally for areas having high numbers 
of people aged 60+ who claim Income Support, Job Seekers Allowance or Incapacity Benefit.6 
 
Education Skills and Training 
 
3.1 Deprivation according to education, skills and training in Gedling Borough is quite high when compared with the national 
picture with all of its top ten most deprived areas in the Borough, falling within the top 20% most deprived nationally.  Table 3 shows 
that Killisick North is in the 5% most deprived areas across the country for education, skills and training.   Killisick South is also in 
the top ten for the Borough.  Seven of the top ten super output areas in the Borough, have seen this type of deprivation according 
to this domain worsen since 2004.7 
  

Table 3: Top ten most deprived super output areas in Gedling Borough according to education skills and training, 2004 & 
2007 

Rank within 
Gedling 
Borough* 

2004 2007 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within Indices* 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within Indices* 

1 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 

1313 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 

1093 

2 Bonington E01028147 1479 Valley E01028212 2731 

3 Valley E01028212 2915 Bonington E01028147 2752 

4 Calverton E01028153 3753 Calverton E01028153 3608 

5 Netherfield & E01028187 3919 Netherfield and E01028187 3867 

                                            
4
 Source: Copyright: CACI, all rights reserved. 

5
 Source: The Condition of Nottinghamshire, 2009, Nottinghamshire County Council 

6
 Source: Nottinghamshire County Joint Strategic Needs Assessment, Chapter 2, Older People, May 2008, p.26 

7
 Source: Indices of Deprivation, 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 
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Colwick Colwick 

6 Killisick E01028174 
(Killisick South) 4469 

St Marys 
E01028209 4258 

7 Netherfield & 
Colwick E01028185 5540 

Killisick E01028174 
(Killisick South) 4790 

8 Netherfield & 
Colwick E01028186 5673 

Daybrook 
E01028166 4974 

9 St Marys E01028209 5683 Carlton Hill E01028164 5186 

10 Phoenix E01028192 5798 Phoenix E01028192 5491 
*1 being most deprived. Gedling rankings are out of 77 super output areas, while national rankings are out 32,482 super output areas.  
 
  denotes top 10% nationally   denotes top 20% nationally 

 
Source: Indices of Deprivation 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 

 
3.2 Gedling Borough has the 3rd highest number of student enrolments to publicly funded higher education institutions, out of all 
the Nottinghamshire districts (excluding the Nottingham City) according to 2001/2 figures.  The highest numbers are found in 
Woodthorpe (340), closely followed by Ravenshead (265) and Porchester (245).  The lowest numbers of enrolments appear in 
Bestwood Village (25) and Killisick (30) wards.8 
 
3.4 For the end of October 2009 the rate of resident 16-18 year olds Not in Education, Employment and Training (NEET) in 
Killisick ward was 4.8%.  This is above both the Gedling Borough and Nottinghamshire County averages.  However, the actual 
figures for Killisick are only small which means percentage comparisons should be used with caution.9 
 
3.3 The Condition of Nottinghamshire report 2009 ranks Gedling Boroughôs electoral wards by a range of indicators relating to 
educational attainment and children and young people.  Out of 22 wards, Killisick ranks poorly for the Borough with regard to Key 
Stages 2, 3 and 4, scoring below County and National averages for 2006/7.  Killisick has some of the highest percentages of pupils 
with Special Educational Needs in primary and secondary in the Borough and these record significantly higher than both County 
and National averages.10 
 
Employment 
 
4.1 For September 2009, Killisick continued to have the second highest level of ward unemployment within the Nottinghamshire 
County Council area at 7.7%.  Over the period April 2008 to September 2009 the rate of unemployment in Killisick ward shows the 

                                            
8
 Source: Neighbourhood Statistics, 2001/2 

9
 Source: Connexions Nottinghamshire, Nov 2009 

10
 Source: The Condition of Nottinghamshire, 2009, Nottinghamshire County Council 
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highest increase within wards in the Borough for this period, increasing from 4.7% to 7.7%.  Table 4 below shows that the 
unemployment rate for Killisick is currently higher than the Borough, County, and national rates.11 
 

Table 4: Killisick unemployment rate comparison 

Area  Rate 

Killisick Ward 7.7% 

Gedling Borough 3.5% 

Nottinghamshire County Council  3.5% 

Nottingham City Council 6.3% 

East Midlands 4.1% 

United Kingdom 4.2% 
Source: Employment Bulletin Sept 2009, Nottinghamshire County Council 

                                            
11

 Source: Employment Bulletin Sept 2009, Nottinghamshire County Council 



 10 

Health 
 
5.1 Our health is affected by a variety of different factors including genetic make up, where you live and your lifestyle. On 
average health indicators for people living in Gedling Borough demonstrate that it is a healthy place to live when compared to 
England and the East Midlands. However, this hides inequalities within the local area in particular in ward areas, such as Daybrook, 
Killisick, and Netherfield and Colwick. 
 
5.2 Figures 1 and 2 below, demonstrate the difference in admissions for heart disease and lung disease (Chronic obstructive 
pulmonary disease) across the Gedling Borough area.  Killisick is one of the highest wards in the Borough for admissions of this 
type. 
 
Figure 11: Admission for Heart Disease in the Under 75ôs Figure 22: Admission for lung disease 

Source: APHO, DH, 2007       Source: APHO, DH, 2007 
 
5.3 Killisick ward has the lowest male life expectancy in Gedling Borough at 73 years.  The gap between this figure and the 
highest for male life expectancy in Burton Joyce and Stoke Bardolph ward is 9.5 years.  Female life expectancy in Killisick stands at 
82.1 years. 12  
 
5.4 Table 5 shows there has been notable increases in health and disability deprivation in Netherfield and Colwick and Killisick, 
with both having super output areas in the 20 per cent most deprived nationally.   Other areas that were in the top ten most 
deprived for the Borough in 2004, have seen a positive change in their national health deprivation ranking.13 

                                            
12

 Source: East Midlands Public Health Observatory ï Mortality Data 2001-2005 
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Table 5: Top ten most deprived super output areas in Gedling Borough according to health deprivation and disability, 
2004 & 2007 

Rank 
within 
Gedling 
Borough* 

2004 2007 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within 
Indices* 

Ward Super Output 
Area 

National Rank 
within 
Indices* 

1 Netherfield & Colwick E01028186 5884 Netherfield & Colwick E01028186 5035 

2 Valley E01028210 

7714 

Killisick  E01028173 
(Killisick 

North) 

5769 

3 Killisick E01028173 
(Killisick North) 7865 

Bonington E01028147 8234 

4 Calverton E01028153 7920 Valley E01028210 9303 

5 Gedling E01028171 7986 Bonington E01028144 10121 

6 Calverton E01028154 8650 Calverton E01028153 10235 

7 Daybrook E01028166 8864 Daybrook E01028166 10789 

8 Carlton Hill E01028161 9273 Gedling E01028171 10868 

9 Bestwood Village E01028142 10116 Carlton Hill E01028164 11104 

10 Daybrook E01028167 10218 Netherfield & Colwick E01028187 11115 
 
*1 being most deprived. Gedling rankings are out of 77 super output areas, while national rankings are out 32,482 super output areas.  
 
   denotes top 20% nationally 

 

Source: Indices of Deprivation 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 
 

5.5 The health deprivation and disability domain of the Indices of Deprivation 2007 can be further broken down to 4 specific 
indicators.  Table 6 shows how both  Killisick North and Killisick South rank within the Borough and nationally accordingly to each of 
these indicators.  Killisick North ranks 1st for the Borough for both Comparative Illness and Disability and Emergency Admissions to 
Hospital.  For Adults Suffering from Mood or Anxiety Disorders this super output area falls in the top 5% nationally.14 
 

Table 6: Killisick rankings according to health deprivation and disability indicators, Indices of Deprivation, 
2007 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
13

 Source: Indices of Deprivation, 2004 & 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 
14

 Source: Indices of Deprivation, 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 
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Super Output Area Indicator Gedling 
Rank)* 

National 
Rank* 

Rate 

Killisick North Comparative Illness and Disability Ratio   1 5538 155.4 

Measure of Emergency Admissions to Hospital 1 9934 130.9 

Measure of Adults Suffering from Mood or Anxiety 
Disorders 

2 1493 1.36 

Years of Potential Life Lost 11 14590 63.2 

Killisick South Comparative Illness and Disability Ratio   18 12691 113.9 

Measure of Emergency Admissions to Hospital 49 27176 88.8 

Measure of Adults Suffering from Mood or Anxiety 
Disorders 

21 7675 0.54 

Years of Potential Life Lost 14 15591 62.1 
 
*1 being most deprived. Gedling rankings are out of 77 super output areas, while national rankings are out 32,482 super output areas.  
 
   denotes top 20% nationally   denotes top 5% nationally 

 

 Source: Indices of Deprivation 2007, Dept for Communities and Local Government 

 
5.6 The Condition of Nottinghamshire report 2009 ranks Gedling Boroughôs electoral wards by a range of health related 
indicators.  Out of 22 wards, Killisick ranks highly for the Borough with regard to indicators relating to Children in Need,  Child 
Protection Rate, Adults in Need (in particular those with Mental Health Issues and Physical Disabilities) and Teenage Pregnancy 
Rate.  For all of these indicators Killisick scores well above the Nottinghamshire average.15 
 

                                            
15

 Source: The Condition of Nottinghamshire 2009, Nottinghamshire County Council 
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Community Groups, Participation and Cohesion 
 
Community Groups  
 
6.1 Killisick ward has 13 Neighbourhood Watch schemes in operation.16 
 
6.2 Arnold Killisick Residents Association (AKRA) and Friends of the Hobbocks are the main resident groups for the area. 
 
 
Electoral Turnout  
 
6.3 At 35.1%, Killisick ward had one of the lowest electoral turnouts for the Borough in the 2007 local elections.17 
 
 
Community Cohesion18 

Why is community cohesion important? 

 
6.4 There is a narrow view that Community Cohesion relates only to encouraging positive relationships between people of 
different backgrounds to enable everyone to get on well together and feel that they are all part of the same community.  
 
Community Cohesion is much wider than this and it is important to understand that it is a product (and not a cause) of many factors 
such as: 
 

ü Life chances for all 
ü Access to services 
ü Community engagement   
ü Social and economic well being of the area and all members of the community 

                                            
16

 Source: Nottinghamshire Police 
17

 Source: The Condition of Nottinghamshire 2009, Nottinghamshire County Council 
18

 Sources: Social fragmentation in English housing estates ï on behalf of Hosing Corporation by Centre for Regional Economic and Social Research at 
Sheffield Hallam University and Various work and research relating to Gedling Cohesive Communities Forum.    
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What influences community cohesion? 

 
6.5 There is some evidence that community cohesion is lower in more deprived areas.  The level of disadvantage of the whole 
area can influence sense of cohesion such as:   
 

ü type of housing  - the dwelling type, the environmental layout and the design of the estate (housing strategies are crucial 
for promoting cohesion and preventing fragmentation), 

ü the poor image (perception) of the area  
ü and the perception of crime rate in the area.  

 
The low level of cohesion can result in social fragmentation that can act in two ways:  
 

ü The disconnection between residents (individuals and groups)  
ü and the disconnection between service provider (in particular police) and some parts of the community. 

 
Where is the social fragmentation more obvious within deprived areas?  
 
6.6 Some evidence suggests that it might be within social housing estates due to: changes within neighbourhood as a result of 
high turnover of population, patterns of work (shift working pattern can influence family ties), and changes in the housing market, 
management and policies.   
 
What needs to be considered when examining community cohesion within any neighbourhood?  
 
6.7 The following should be considered when examining issues of community cohesion: 
 

ü To acknowledge differences within neighbourhood by identifying sub-groups or sub-areas  
ü To find out more about the ties and bonds, values and trust within these sub-groups or sub-areas.  
ü To identify the relationship between the community and the service providers.  
ü To identify the differences between people in the areas of owner occupation and social housing areas. 
ü To promote community engagement through common interest, such as safety, health, prosperity etc. 

What of this applies to Killisick? 

 
6.8 Table 7 below highlights anecdotal evidence regarding community cohesion in Killisick.   
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Table 7: Community Cohesion Issues in Killisick 

The disconnection between residents (individuals and groups) and the existence of sub-groups or sub-areas 

 
There are some physical parts of the ward that are not socially connected:  

ü Guinness Trust estate and the main estate in Killisick 
ü Coppice Road itself seems to have some cases of fragmentation as well. 
 

The disconnection between service provider (in particular police) and some parts of the community. 

 
The rate of reported crime is very low in Killisick and the general perception is that, apart from Arnold Killisick Residents 
Association, there are some parts of Killisick where community engagement is believed to be is very low.  
 

The environmental layout and the design of the estate contribute to the lower perception of community cohesion (housing 
strategies are crucial for promoting cohesion and preventing fragmentation). 

 
The layout of the Guinness Trust estate may contribute to the perception of lower community cohesion: 

ü There are only two main entrances to the estate that makes it isolated from the rest of the ward 
ü A lot of footpaths within the estate contribute to general fear of crime and therefore to reducing the sense of community 

cohesion 
ü The parking area within the estate does not seem safe enough for residents to leave their cars and at the same time 

they cannot park in from of their houses. 
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Appendix A: Map of Killisick Area 

Super output areas 
The codes EO1028173 and the EO1028174 on the 
map refer to the super output areas for the Killisick 
ward area.   
 
For the purpose of this report we will name area 
E01028173 óKillisick Northô and area E01028174 
óKillisick Southô. 


