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SECTION 1 – INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Introduction and background
The study
1.1

During February 2009 Northampton Borough Council appointed PMP to undertake
an open space, sport and recreation needs assessment and audit across
Northampton Borough. The study builds upon work undertaken by PMP in 2006 and
evaluates needs and opportunities for current and future provision.

1.2

The findings of this work will enable the Council to adopt a clear vision for the future
delivery of open space, sport and recreation facilities and provide evidence for
informed decision making.

1.3

The study will form part of the evidence base for the Local Development Framework
(LDF) and will contribute to the formulation of the parks and open spaces strategy.

1.4

The objectives of the study are as follows:
•

update the audit to reflect recent changes

•

develop new local standards to reflect the updated audit

•

reapply the local standards to help identify the key priorities in the borough

•

inform the future management of open spaces and facilitate decision making
on the current and future needs for open space, sport and recreation facilities.

Why public open space?
1.5

Recognition of the role that open spaces play in supporting the implementation of
both national objectives and more locally in Northampton is essential if the benefits
that can be derived from open spaces are to be maximised.

1.6

On a national level, Planning Policy Guidance Note 17 (PPG17) states that well
designed and implemented planning policies for open space, sport and recreation are
fundamental to delivering broader Government objectives, many of which are also
reflective of local priorities in Northampton. These include:

1.7

•

supporting an urban renaissance

•

promotion of social inclusion and community cohesion

•

enhancing health and well being

•

promoting more sustainable development.

The value of open space is not just recreational. The strategic contribution that open
spaces can make to the wider environment includes:
•

defining the local landscape character and providing an appropriate context
and setting for built development and infrastructure

•

helping to achieve a softer interface between urban and rural environments
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•

emphasising the presence of particular natural features within the landscape
such as river valleys, canals

•

supporting habitats and local wildlife

•

promoting and protecting biodiversity and habitat creation

•

mitigating climate change and flood risk.

1.8

The Government White Paper (May 2007) highlights minimising climate change and
the protection of the environment as two of the key challenges to be addressed
through the planning system in future years. Adapting Public Space to Climate
Change (CABE Space 2009) states that adaptation to climate change means making
towns and cities more resilient and advises that well-designed, flexible public spaces
offer the most effective opportunity to adapt to threats.

1.9

PPS12 highlights the importance of spatial planning in creating strong and
prosperous communities. Consideration of the green infrastructure and the creation
of a positive framework for the protection, development and enhancement of open
space will contribute to the overall achievement of sustainable development.

1.10

Parks, natural spaces and other types of open space do not exist in isolation but
make up the green infrastructure of the borough and the surrounding region. Green
infrastructure is the physical environment within and between villages and towns. It is
a network of multi-functional open spaces, including formal parks, gardens,
woodlands, green corridors, waterways, street trees and open countryside. It
comprises all environmental resources, and thus a green infrastructure approach
also contributes towards sustainable resource management.
Function and benefits of open space

1.11

Open spaces fulfil a range of functions, for example, the provision for play and
informal recreation, a landscaping buffer within and between the built environment
and/or a habitat for the promotion of biodiversity.

1.12

Northampton Borough contains many sites with particular designations in recognition
of the wildlife present including 59 local wildlife sites, a Site of Scientific Interest
(SSSI) and 6 local nature reserves (LNR). The importance of these sites is
emphasised in the Green Infrastructure Strategic Framework (2006) and the West
Northamptonshire Landscape Sensitivity and Green Infrastructure Study (2009).

1.13

Almost all open spaces have both primary and secondary functions for example
outdoor sports facilities frequently function as amenity areas and many cemeteries
are also havens for wildlife and biodiversity. Provision of a balance of different types
of open space is essential to meet local aspirations. These aspirations may vary from
place to place and change over time.

1.14

Changing social and economic circumstances, changed work and leisure practices,
more sophisticated consumer tastes and higher public expectations have placed new
demands on open spaces. They have to serve more diverse communities and face
competition from development. While the provision of open spaces can be
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challenging in urban areas like Northampton, open spaces can also promote
community cohesion, encourage community development and stimulate partnerships
between the public and private sector.
1.15

Parks and open spaces are accessible to a wider range of people than some sport
and leisure facilities and are therefore better able to realise the aims of social
inclusion and equality of opportunity. The provision of open spaces and recreation
facilities contribute to an ideal, sustainable and thriving community. The Park Life
Report (Green Space June 2007) highlighted that 83% of those surveyed feel that
parks are the focal point of a community.

1.16

In addition to biodiversity and recreation, of particular note is the historical benefit of
open spaces. Northampton BC contains seven scheduled ancient monuments, some
of which are located on open spaces. Delapre Park also contains the site of the 1460
Battle of Northampton, which is included on English Heritage's Register of sites of
historic battlefields.
Local features and demographics

1.17

Northampton Borough Council is one of seven local authorities making up the County
of Northamptonshire. It is located in central England and situated between London
and Birmingham. Northampton Borough is predominantly urban and covers a total of
8080 hectares, with a population density of 24.1 people per hectare. The majority of
the population live within the town of Northampton, which was designated as a New
Town in 1968.

1.18

The current population of Northampton Borough is 206,300 (2009 estimate).
Compared to the 2001 Census the population has grown by 6%. At the time of the
2001 census, the proportion of retired people was significantly below the national
average, contrasting with the population between 20 and 40, which was far greater
than elsewhere in the UK. Reinforcing this point, the average age was 37, compared
to 39 across England and Wales. 25.2% of households do not have access to a car
compared to 26.8% nationally and unemployment was also below the national
average, at 3.1% compared to 3.4%. 2% of the population have a limiting long-term
illness compared to 18.9% nationally.

1.19

Northampton is located within the Milton Keynes & South Midlands region, one of
four major growth areas identified in the South East in the government’s Sustainable
Communities Plan (published February 2003). This growth area will face increasing
pressure to accommodate an estimated 370,000 more new homes up to 2031. The
town of Northampton has been identified as a key focus in this growth area, with an
anticipated 40,400 new homes over the next 25 years.

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 3

SECTION 1 – INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND
Structure of the report
1.20

The report is split into 14 sections. Section 2 sets out the methodology for
undertaking the study and Section 3 sets out the strategic context to provide the
background and context to the study.

1.21

Sections 4 - 13 relate to each of the typologies identified within the scope of the
report. Each typology chapter sets out the strategic context to that particular
typology, the recommended quantity, quality and accessibility standards, the
application of these standards and subsequent recommendations.

1.22

Section 14 summarises opportunities for the future resourcing of open space in the
borough.

1.23

There are also a number of appendices that support the report and provide further
background detail and statistical calculations. These are referenced throughout the
report.
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Undertaking the study
Introduction
2.1

This study has been undertaken in accordance with PPG17 and its Companion
Guide. PPG17 emphasises the importance of making decisions based on local needs
and aspirations as opposed to following national trends and guidelines.

2.2

PPG17 encourages local authorities to plan for the future and states that robust
assessments of the existing and future needs of their communities with regards open
space, sports and recreational facilities should be undertaken.

2.3

The Companion Guide indicates that the four guiding principles in undertaking a local
assessment are:
•

understanding that local needs will vary according to socio-demographic and
cultural characteristics

•

recognising that the provision of good quality and effective open space relies
on effective planning but also on creative design, landscape management
and maintenance

•

considering that delivering high quality and sustainable open spaces may
depend much more on improving and enhancing existing open space rather
than new provision

•

taking into account that the value of open space will be greater when local
needs are met. It is essential to consider the wider benefits that sites
generate for people, wildlife and the environment.

2.4

Paragraph 7 states that “local authorities should use the information gained from their
assessments of needs and opportunities to set locally derived standards for the
provision of open space, sports and recreational facilities in their areas”. PPG17 sets
out the Government’s belief that national standards are inappropriate as they do not
take into account the demographics of an area, the specific needs of residents and
the extent of built development.

2.5

The policy guidance sets out priorities for local authorities in terms of:
•

assessing needs and opportunities

•

undertaking audits of open space, sport and
recreational facilities

•

setting local standards

•

maintaining an adequate supply of open space

•

planning for new open space.

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 5

SECTION 2 – UNDERTAKING THE STUDY
Types of open space
2.6

The overall definition of open space within the Government planning guidance is:
“all open space of public value, including not just land, but also areas of water such
as rivers, canals, lakes and reservoirs which offer important opportunities for sport
and recreation and can also act as a visual amenity”.

2.7

PPG17 identifies ten typologies of open space. These categories include nine types
of open space and one category of urban open space. This study includes the
assessment of the following typologies:
I. parks and gardens
II. natural and semi natural urban green spaces
III. green corridors
IV. outdoor sports
V. amenity greenspace
VI. provision for children and teenagers
VII. allotments and community gardens
VIII. cemeteries and churchyards
IX. accessible countryside in urban fringe areas
X. civic spaces.

2.8

Although accessible natural countryside has not been audited, its significance as a
resource for the local community will be recognised within the study and in the
assessment of all other typologies and its connectivity with the regional green
infrastructure. The nature of this type of open space means it is inappropriate to
audit existing provision or to set local standards. It is also difficult to influence
provision of areas of nearby countryside through the planning system and hence no
separate analysis has been undertaken. Areas of nearby countryside are not listed
as a typology within Annex 2.

2.9

PPG17 also highlights the need to consider the indoor sports facilities (sports halls,
swimming pools and health and fitness). Despite these facilities being excluding from
mention in Annex 2 (which refers to only the greenspace and hard surfaced open
spaces) indoor sports facilities have been considered within this report.

2.10

The study takes into account open spaces provided and managed by other
organisations providing a more accurate picture of current provision in Northampton
Borough. Full details of these typologies, their definitions and primary purpose are
outlined in Appendix B.
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PPG 17 – 5 step process
2.11

The PPG17 Companion Guide sets out a five step logical process for undertaking a
local assessment of open space. This process was used in undertaking this study to
meet the requirements of the Council to plan, monitor and manage their existing and
future provision of open space within the Borough. Although presented as a linear
process below, in reality, steps 1 and 2 were undertaken simultaneously.

2.12

The 5 step process is as follows:
•

Step 1 – Identifying local needs

•

Step 2 – Auditing local provision

•

Step 3 – Setting provision standards

•

Step 4 – Applying provision standards

•

Step 5 – Drafting policies – recommendations and strategic priorities.

Our process
2.13

Before initiating the 5-step process it was necessary to establish Analysis Areas for
the borough. This was to help manage the consultation, audit and overall analysis of
the results. It also allows examination of data at a more detailed local level and
provides a geographical background to the analysis. It was agreed that the Analysis
Areas would be based on the Partnership Areas of Northampton. The eight
Partnership Areas were amalgamated into four summary areas. This is summarised
in Table 2.1 and Map 2.1 overleaf.

2.14

While these partnership areas have now been superseded with new boundaries, they
continue to represent an appropriate geographical split off Northampton Borough and
therefore continue to be relevant for use in this study.
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Map 2.1 – Analysis Areas in Northampton

Table 2.1 – Analysis Areas in Northampton
Analysis
Area

2.15

Partnership Areas Included

Area 1

Partnership Area 1 – Town Centre – Abington, Castle and St Crispin

Area 2

Partnership Areas 3,4 and 8 – Boughton Green, Kingsthorpe, St
Davids, Delapre, St James, Spencer, New Duston and Old Duston

Area 3

Partnership Area 6 – East Hunsbury, West Hunsbury and Nene Valley

Area 4

Partnership Area 2,5 and 7 – Billing, Ecton Brook, Lumbertubs,
Thorplands, Weston, Eastfield, Headlands, Kingsley and Parklands

This report outlines the findings of Steps 1 to 4. The following steps indicate how the
study has been undertaken in accordance with PPG17.
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Step 1 - Identifying local needs
2.16

PPG17 states that community consultations are essential to identify local attitudes to
existing provision and local expectations for additional or improved provision.

2.17

The PPG17 guidance relies less on the implementation of national standards and
places increased emphasis on local needs. The assessment of needs should result
in qualitative visions, quantity and accessibility standards that reflect the type and
amount of facilities that local communities want to see.

2.18

As part of the 2006 Open Space, Sport and Recreation Needs Assessment and Audit
the following forms of consultation were completed:
•

household surveys were distributed to 5000 randomly selected residents

•

sports club surveys were sent to all sports clubs (contacts provided by the
Council)

•

user surveys were completed at Mounts Baths, Lings Forum and Danes
Camp Leisure Centre

•

IT young people survey - a letter and information pack was sent out to all
the schools in Northampton Borough

•

drop in sessions were held at four different locations across the Borough
(Duston, Hunsbury, Weston Favell, Kingsthorpe, Northampton Market)

•

consultations with external agencies

•

internal consultations with Council officers.

2.19

Copies of all questionnaires distributed can be found in Appendix C. The results and
findings from consultation will be discussed briefly in Section 4, whilst typology
specific comments will be highlighted within Sections 5-14.

2.20

The information gained from these consultations has been used to inform this study
and to help understand:

2.21

•

the key issues/problems facing different Council departments and agencies

•

the needs and requirements of local residents

•

the attitudes and expectations for open space

•

good and bad points about the existing provision

•

existing open space, sport and recreation provision at a strategic level.

Further details regarding each form of consultation are outlined overleaf.
Household survey

2.22

The household survey provides an opportunity for randomly selected households to
comment on the quantity, quality and accessibility of open space, sport and
recreation facilities as well as any site-specific issues; this was undertaken during the
original study in 2005.
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2.23

5,000 questionnaires were distributed to households across Northampton Borough to
capture the views of both users and non-users on open spaces. These
questionnaires were randomly selected (based on the populations living in each of
the identified analysis areas) from the public electoral register.

2.24

Random distribution of questionnaires to a geographically representative sample
(based on the populations living in each of the identified analysis areas) of
households across the authority ensures that representatives from all age, ethnic and
gender groups were given the opportunity to participate. In order to promote an even
response rate across ages and gender, residents with the next birthday in their
household were asked to complete the questionnaire.

2.25

643 postal surveys were returned, providing a statistically sound sample that can be
used to assume responses for the remaining population within the borough. This
level of response means that the results are accurate to around +/- 5% at the 95%
confidence interval.

2.26

This means that if 70% of the survey sample said that they think that the quality of
parks and gardens is good, we can be 95% confident that had we interviewed the
entire population of Northampton Borough if the results would have been between
65% and 75%.

2.27

The proportion of respondents from each age group is illustrated in Figure 2.1 below.

2.28

Specific questions in the household questionnaire directly input into the standard
setting process, for example, whether residents consider there to be sufficient
provision of each typology of open space and the reason for their views. The
responses therefore provide a statistically sound basis for the setting standards
process, enabling full justification and robust evidence to reinforce decisions taken.
Figure 2.1 – Age of respondents to the household survey

Age group of respondents
1%
7%

4%
25%

23%

U16
16-24
25-39
40-59
60-75
75+

40%
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Neighbourhood drop in sessions
2.29

Neighbourhood drop in sessions were held at the following locations:
•

Dunston

•

Hunsbury

•

Weston Favell

•

Kingsthorpe

•

Northampton Market.

2.30

These sessions were advertised to the public via the local press and intended to
provide an informal opportunity for residents to give their views on open space, sport
and recreation issues.

2.31

Attendance at all drop in sessions was good, and feedback was provided on quality,
accessibility, site-specific issues and general examples of good and bad practice
within the borough. These comments are fed into the individual typology sections and
used to inform the recommended local standards.
User surveys (2005)

2.32

2.33

User surveys were completed at the following locations:
•

Mount Baths Leisure Centre

•

Lings Forum Leisure Centre

•

Danes Camp Leisure Centre.

The aim of the survey was to gain the views of users of sports and recreation
facilities in the borough. A total of 434 questionnaires were completed.
Internet survey for young people (2005)

2.34

Although consultation with young people and children is traditionally difficult, it is
important to understand the views of this large sector of the community. Children are
important users of open space, sport and recreation facilities.

2.35

A questionnaire was therefore posted on the internet targeting young people. All
schools within the Northampton Borough boundaries were notified of the website
address and asked to encourage their pupils to complete the questionnaires.
External agencies questionnaire (2005)

2.36

A contact list of external agencies and neighbouring local authorities was provided by
the Council and a questionnaire was distributed, requesting information on sites in
their ownership in addition to opinions and comments on quality, quantity and
accessibility of open space within Northampton.

2.37

An encouraging response was received, highlighting the important partnerships that
Northampton Borough Council has formed with key external agencies across a range
of sectors.
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Internal officers (2005)
2.38

Internal consultation is another important and key feature of the study, providing an
overview and understanding of Council plans, expectations and priorities. All Council
officers with roles pertinent to open space, sport and recreation were consulted.
Sports club survey (2005)

2.39

Questionnaires were sent out to sports clubs within the borough to gain the views of
clubs with regards to indoor and outdoor sports facility provision in Northampton.
Step 2 – Auditing local provision

2.40

PPG17 states that audits of provision should encompass all existing open space and
sport and recreation irrespective of ownership. The logic for this is that all forms of
provision can contribute to meeting local needs.

2.41

Many open spaces are multi-functional. For example, most grass pitches are
probably also used for purposes such as children’s play. This can create problems
when analysing an audit of provision. To avoid this, the concept of “primary purpose”
has been adopted, so that each open space, or sport and recreation facility is
counted only once in the audit. Additionally, some specific types of open space are
located within a larger space. Where this occurs and the primary purpose is clearly
defined, these sites have been considered to be two separate sites and should be
subdivided. A good example is the location of a children’s play area within a park. It
is important that these sites are considered separately as they have different roles
and fall into different typologies.

2.42

During 2006, the Council audited open space provision in Borough Council
ownership. PMP checked and up-dated the audit, and researched sites owned by
other providers through desk research and site assessments. This included ensuring
categorisation of open space sites into the PPG17 typologies used for this study.

2.43

Each open space site was then digitised onto a GIS layer and its associated ratings
and characteristics were recorded on a linked Access database.

2.44

This audit of provision has been updated as part of the 2009 assessment. In order to
maximise the accuracy of the process, PMP and Council officers carried out a series
of cross checks, ensuring that:

2.45

•

any new sites were added

•

any changes in provision since the last audit had been recorded

•

any new sites identified or sites where changes had been made were visited
(or revisited)

•

all known sites were included.

The site assessment process resulted in an overall quality score for each site in
addition to ratings for each individual factor considered. This provides a clear picture
of the quality of each open space and the main areas for improvement.
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2.46

A total of 996 sites are now included within audit. It was agreed that for the purpose
of this report green corridors would not be assessed due to the magnitude of the
work versus time restraints. Detailed consideration was given to green corridors in
the 2006 Green Infrastructure Strategic Framework Study as well as the 2009 West
Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure Landscape Sensitivity Study.
Steps 3 and 4 - Setting and applying provision standards

2.47

Government guidance suggests that open space standards should be set locally and
recommends that national standards should not be used to assess local
circumstances.

2.48

PPG17 recommends that local authorities use information gained from the
assessment of needs and opportunities (stage 1) to set locally derived standards for
the provision of open space, sport and recreational facilities.

2.49

As part of this study, local standards were set. Full details are provided in Appendix
H, I and J. In brief, these standards include:

2.50

•

quantitative elements (how much new provision may be needed) - aimed at
helping to establish areas of deficiency; and to assist investigations into the
potential of changing a typology to one which is deficient in the area where
significant areas of surplus exist

•

a qualitative component (against which to measure the need for
enhancement of existing facilities). These standards are aimed at identifying
areas of high quality provision for benchmarking and low quality provision so
resources can be targeted to improvement programmes

•

accessibility (including distance thresholds and consideration of the cost of
using a facility): aimed at improving accessibility factors (where appropriate)
so people can find / get to places more easily and without undue reliance on
the car.

Following the development of these standards we have:
•

applied these standards for each open space typology

•

identified gaps in provision across the different types of open space and
therefore the areas of priority.

2.51

The application of the local standards identifies deficiencies in terms of accessibility,
quality and quantity and the spatial distribution of unmet need.

2.52

Based on this analysis, strategic options can be devised based on existing provision
to be protected, existing provision to be enhanced, existing provision to be relocated
and proposals for new provision.

2.53

The recommendations contained within the report are based on an assessment of
which strategic options are particularly important in terms of satisfying local needs.
They appear throughout the report, based on the findings of the application of the
local standards for each typology. An example is provided overleaf.
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PG1

Given the low number of sites within the borough, all park
and garden sites identified in this report should be afforded
protection.

2.54

Robust local standards based on assessments of need and audits of existing
provision will form the basis for addressing quantitative and qualitative needs through
the planning process.

2.55

Further detail regarding the process for setting and applying each type of provision
standard is outlined in Appendix E.
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Strategic context
3.1

This section reviews the strategic context and provides background on the regional
and local picture relevant to open space, sport and recreation facilities. Whilst this
review is not exhaustive it provides details on the context in which the findings of this
study sit and all documents included influence the provision of open space, sport and
recreation facilities in the borough.

3.2

As highlighted in section 2, this document follows the key principles of PPG17 and its
Companion Guide. PPG17 reflects a recognition from the Government of the wider
benefits derived from the provision of open space, sport and recreation facilities,
including;
•

supporting an urban renaissance

•

supporting a rural renewal

•

promotion of social inclusion and community cohesion

•

health and well being

•

promoting sustainable development.

3.3

In addition to PPG17, there are numerous other national documents and agencies
that shape the strategic context to open spaces, sport and recreation facilities across
the country and as such influence the provision of facilities and the findings of this
report.

3.4

Appendix D sets out the national strategic context, including:
•

PPG15 – The Historic Environment

•

PPG16 – Archaeology

•

Crime and Disorder Act – 1998, Section 17

•

Green Spaces, Better Places - The Final Report of the Urban Green Spaces
Taskforce, DTLR (2002)

•

Living Places: Cleaner, Safer, Greener ODPM (October 2002)

•

Improving urban parks, play areas and green space, DTLR (May 2002)

•

Planning for Open Space, Sport England (Sept 2002)

•

Green Space Strategies – a good practice guide CABE Space (May 2004)

•

Is the grass greener…? Learning from the international innovations in urban
green space management, CABE Space (July 2004)

•

Manifesto for better public spaces, CABE Space (2003)

•

The Value of Public Space, CABE Space (March 2004)

•

A Guide to Producing Park and Green Space Management Plans, CABE
Space (May 2004)
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•

Decent parks? Decent behaviour? – The link between the quality of parks and
user behaviour, CABE space (May 2005)

•

Improving access to the countryside: Planning bulletin 17, Sport England
(2006)

•

Planning for play: Guidance on the development and implementation of a
local play strategy, National Children’s Bureau and Big Lottery Fund (2006)

•

Easy Access to Historic Landscapes – English Heritage

•

Design for Play – A guide to creating successful play spaces – Play England.

3.5

The remainder of this section summarises the regional and local context.

3.6

Local strategic documents specific to one typology have been reviewed within the
individual typology sections and specific strategic objectives that link into this study
have been highlighted.
Regional policy context
East Midlands Regional Plan (2009)

3.7

The regional plan includes the scale and distribution of the provision of new housing
and priorities for the environment, transport, infrastructure, economic development,
agriculture, minerals extraction, and sport and leisure across the East Midlands.

3.8

The key objectives of the regional plan are to:

3.9

•

ensure that the location of development makes efficient use of existing
physical infrastructure and helps to reduce the need to travel;

•

promote and ensure high standards of sustainable design and construction,
optimising the use of previously developed land and buildings;

•

minimise waste and to increase the re-use and recycling of waste materials;
and

•

improve accessibility to jobs and services by increasing the use of public
transport, cycling and walking, and reducing traffic growth and congestion.

There are seven policies contained within the plan that relate directly to open space,
sport and recreation facilities:
•

Policy 1 - Sustainable development – this highlights the role that green
infrastructure plays in promoting sustainable development

•

Policy 26 – Protecting and enhancing cultural heritage – this policy reinforces
that sustainable development should see the protection management and
enhancement of natural assets

•

Policy 27 – Protection of the historic environment - states that growth should
promote sensitive change to the historic environment and give regard to
green infrastructure and biodiversity
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•

Policy 28 – Priorities for environmental and green infrastructure – this policy
outlines a commitment to protect and enhance green infrastructure increasing
access to green space and ensuring that development does not increase
pressure on sensitive sites

•

Policy 29 – Protecting and enhancing biodiversity - promotes partnership
working to protect and enhance biodiversity including the creation of and
protection of networks of natural open space

•

Policy 30 – Maintaining and increasing woodland cover - indicates that
opportunities to increase woodland cover through new development and other
mechanisms should be taken

•

Policy 41 - Regional Priorities for Culture, Sport and Recreation - promotes
partnership working to develop ‘cultural infrastructure plans’ to ensure the
adequate provision now and in the future of culture, sport and recreation
facilities and that there is enough funding for this provision, including
contributions from the planning system.

East Midlands Regional Plan for Sport
3.10

According to the ‘Change 4 Sport’ in England’s East Midlands A Regional Plan for
Sport 2004 to 2008, the planned priorities are:
•

to build a more efficient and effective sporting system within the East
Midlands

•

to increase participation In Sport and Active Recreation to meet National
Government Targets in line with Game Plan

•

to make the East Midlands the most successful sporting region in England
and to maximise its’ Contribution Towards National (England and UK/GB)
success

•

to tackle inequality by increasing participation in Sport & Active Recreation by
under-represented groups and communities

•

to reduce health inequalities and improve the health and well being of the
inhabitants of the East Midlands

•

through sport and active recreation make communities in the East Midlands
stronger and safer

•

maximise the contribution of sport and active recreation to and from
Education and Lifelong Learning

•

to benefit the local economy and realise the potential sport and active
recreation has to contribute to the development of the Regional and Local
Economy, ‘the East Midlands Development Agency has produced a regional
economic strategy ‘Destination 2010’ which sits under the Integrated Regional
Strategy (IRS)

•

the strategy has two high-level aspirations of equal weight – to deliver a
Competitive Region and at the same time to ensure that the region has
Sustainable Communities.
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3.11

The implication the strategy has for the provision of open space in Northampton
encompasses the wider benefits which sports participation can provide to the local
community such as sport and community development and improving health and well
being. Enhanced open spaces and the amenity, informal recreation and health
benefits that they provide to the local community should therefore seek to deliver the
community focus identified throughout the national strategic context and the
consultation process which will recognise and catalogue local needs.
Healthy Sustainable Communities: A Spatial Planning Checklist (2004) and
What Works (2004)

3.12

There are high levels of population growth projected for Milton Keynes and the South
Midlands. Such unprecedented growth has major implications for the health and well
being of the current and future communities. This project aims to strengthen the
involvement of the NHS in spatial planning and to support the development of
sustainable communities across the growth areas.

3.13

The report highlights the following as components of sustainable communities:

3.14

•

social and cultural

•

governance

•

environmental

•

housing and the built environment

•

transport and connectivity

•

economy

•

services.

Some of the relevant key messages from this project include:
•

the need for long-term investment in infrastructure (including leisure) is
essential, in particular open space and design of the environment

•

the need to maximise opportunities for community ownership of space e.g.
parks

•

the need for local and regional NHS organisations to have strategies in place
for green travel

•

the need to improve the ecological quality and amenity value of rivers, canals
and open space and promote sustainable use of them.

Living Space (2005): Culture Sustainable Communities in Milton Keynes and
the South Midlands
3.15

The purpose of this document is to describe the ways in which culture can support
the development of sustainable communities in Milton Keynes and South Midlands
sub region (MKSM).
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3.16

3.17

The report outlines the importance of culture including:
•

learning – access to cultural activity helps people to find ways into lifelong
learning

•

community engagement and cohesion – cultural activity is an effective part of
programmes, these activities help build cohesion and community ownership

•

design – good design influences the quality of the environment and its
sustainability

•

public art – animation of spaces and management by agencies make parks,
public space, streets and other spaces safer and more welcoming
environments

•

green infrastructure – green infrastructure is the key consideration in the new
planning system. Open spaces, parks, playgrounds and natural heritage
areas offer great opportunities for formal and informal recreation and are
great venues for festivals and celebrations.

A number of case studies highlight examples of good practice across MKSM, in
particular the involvement of the local communities.
Planning Sustainable Communities – A Green Infrastructure Guide for MKSM

3.18

3.19

Green infrastructure consists of public and private open spaces with and without
public access. These include the typologies of the PPG17 study. There are a whole
series of benefits from well designed and integrated green infrastructure including:
•

improved health and mental well being

•

promote a sense of community

•

provide opportunities for exercise, sport and active recreation, spiritual well
being and quiet contemplation

•

improved health as a result of physical activity

•

provide opportunities for community involvement

•

improve environmental quality

•

help establish local identity or sense of place.

A series of case studies are highlighted within the document setting out the benefits
and outcomes but also some key principles, which should be adhered to wherever
possible in the development of open space. Greater emphasis will also be placed on
this in the Council’s Green Infrastructure Assessment.
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Sub regional policy context
Milton Keynes and South Midlands Sub Regional Strategy
3.20

Milton Keynes and the South Midlands was identified as a potential growth area in
the UK and this strategy was developed to create specific sub regional planning
policy in line with the relevant regional planning guidance as to provide contextual
preparation for LDDs.

3.21

The main objectives which relate to the provision of open space in Northampton are:
•

to ensure that any development contributes to an improved environment by
high standards of design, protecting and enhancing environmental assets
including landscape and biodiversity and promoting green space

•

to create sustainable communities by ensuring improved social, economic,
environmental and cultural services. Two key requirements of sustainable
communities are:
-

a safe, healthy local environment with well-designed public and green
space; and

-

urban areas that relate well to the surrounding landscape and contribute
to maintaining and enhancing environmental assets as a cultural and
recreational resource, and as resources for biodiversity.

3.22

The strategy confirms a growth agenda for Northampton, however, detailed figures
on the exact impact of this for the borough are not yet known. Once final figures are
available, these can be inputted into the electronic toolkit provided with this report to
assess the level of additional open space required.

3.23

Planned growth in the area will have an impact on the demand for existing facilities
and the opportunity to provide additional open spaces as part of new developments.
Open space can also play an important role in providing an attractive location in
which to live.

3.24

Paragraphs 50 – 52 of the MKSM SRS set out the role that the environment and
green infrastructure should play in the building of sustainable communities. MKSM
Strategic Policy 3 states:
•

“Sustainable Communities will be achieved in the Sub-Region through the
implementation of development in accordance with the following principles:
−

providing green infrastructure for existing and expanding communities,
including access to green space that promotes healthy lifestyles and can
be used for formal and informal recreation and educational purposes:”

3.25

The strategy calls for the implementation of the plans for a Regional Park in the River
Nene Valley which would play an important role as a strategic recreational facility for
Northampton.

3.26

This open space study will comment on the strategic location of sites with the primary
purpose of providing informal recreation to the local community.
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Northamptonshire County Structure Plan
3.27

The Northamptonshire Structure Plan is the planning blueprint for the County. It not
only sets out the land-use strategy for the period up to the year 2016, but also
establishes the general basis for how it will develop beyond that date. Under the new
planning system, the Regional Spatial Strategy for the East Midlands and the Milton
Keynes and South Midlands Sub-Regional Strategy will provide the strategic
planning framework. The existing Structure Plan does continue to be in force with
the exception of where policies in the RSS and Sub-Regional Strategy supercede
policies.

3.28

The main role of the Structure Plan is:
•

to provide a framework of strategic policies and proposals for local planning
and development control decisions

•

to ensure that the provision for development at the local level is realistic and
consistent with national and regional policies

•

to secure consistency between local plans for neighbouring districts.

Open Space and Recreation Policy
3.29

Policy RT2 states that planning permission will not be granted for development that
would result in a loss of open space, for which there is a need, unless alternative
provision is made elsewhere in the local area. Policy RT2 also defines that
development proposals will, where appropriate, be required to make allowance for
open spaces for formal and informal recreation.
The Environment

3.30

This strategy sets out polices for the protection and enhancement of the Environment
and promotion of biodiversity and creation of new habitats within open space
provision. Policy AR6 states that all registered parks and gardens are to be
protected.
Cultural strategy for Northamptonshire

3.31

The strategy has the following key objectives relating to informal recreation and
leisure:
•

examine the influence of pricing policies on social exclusion

•

work with partners to lobby for sustainable public transport networks linked to
cultural facilities

•

encourage the development of older people in cultural activities and identify
and remove the barriers to participation by socially excluded groups and
individuals

•

make it easier for individuals and communities to participate in cultural
activities and actively encourage and increase participation

•

ensure that public buildings, facilities and spaces are well maintained and
sufficient funds set aside for long-term maintenance and refurbishment and to
encourage other agencies to do likewise
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•
3.32

ensure that maximum benefit is obtained from existing community facilities
that could be used to provide cultural activities and opportunities.

This document outlines the importance of open spaces that provide for the local
community that are of good quality and that are accessible to all the community.
Making the connection: Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure Strategic
Framework Study (2006)

3.33

The framework identifies green infrastructure corridors of regional and sub regional
importance in Northamptonshire. The study considers a countywide network of green
spaces as a whole and Proposes a green infrastructure board which will facilitate the
delivery of green infrastructure (through partnership working) across
Northamptonshire. The study also evaluates biodiversity and movement networks.

3.34

The framework identifies both local green infrastructure and also key routes. The key
green infrastructure routes include:

3.35

3.36

3.37

•

the Nene Valley

•

the Brampton Valley

•

Brampton Valley – Althorp Park via Dallington Heath

•

Northampton town centre - Salcey Forest.

The key opportunities identified are:
•

maintaining quality and access to existing open spaces

•

maximising biodiversity

•

increasing the quantity of open spaces in areas currently deficient in
provision.

The sustainable movement network Identifies principle networks and opportunities for
sustainable people movement from settlement centres to countryside. The network
builds on public rights of way and identifies the following hierarchy:
•

Primary Network Greenway – Public Rights of Way and Cycleways

•

Primary Network Blueway – Water, River, canals

•

Secondary Network Countryside Connectors – between settlements and
hamlets.

Primary routes identified include Brampton Valley (North), Wooton Salcey (South),
Nene Valley (West).
West Northamptonshire Landscape Sensitivity and Green Infrastructure Study
(2009)

3.38

The study evaluates how existing natural and cultural resources contribute to the
character of Northampton. Specifically it considers natural systems, cultural heritage,
townscape and visual character, environmental impact and green infrastructure.
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3.39

The aim of the study is to minimise the impact of resources by identifying important
landscapes and giving them a sensitivity rating. Ratings consider biodiversity, cultural
heritage and landscape and visual factors.

3.40

The study identifies high sensitivity areas that would be challenging for development.
Development is not forbidden in these areas, however site specific consideration is
required and mitigation plans need to be identified.

3.41

The majority of areas within Northampton are classified as high or medium-high
sensitivity.
Northamptonshire Biodiversity Action Plan (2008)

3.42

The overall aim of the Biodiversity Action Plan is to “offer the chance to generate a
new sense of common ownership. It also offers the opportunity to secure real
conservation and enhancement of Northamptonshire’s natural environment.”

3.43

The plan identifies how the green infrastructure is incorporated and identifies a
number habitat and species action plans.
Northamptonshire Sport Partnership Strategy 2003-2007

3.44

3.45

Northamptonshire Sport has a number of aims and objectives, which relate to sports
facility development. The partnership aims to increase the quality and quantity of
provision by:
•

ensuring the consistency of provision

•

providing easily accessible, locally based sport, physical activity and
recreational opportunities

•

maximise the use of new facilities.

The strategy states that a greater emphasis is needed on how sport can assist with
meeting non-sporting agendas, such as crime prevention, health, regeneration and
social inclusion. Northamptonshire Sport believe that a strong focus should also be
placed on cost, quality and value for money when providing facilities and services.
Local policy context

3.46

The local policy context for open space, sport and recreation in Northampton is
summarised in Table 3.1 overleaf. This table also outlines the implications for/of this
open space, sport and recreation needs and assessment audit.
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Table 3.1 – Local policy context
Document

Local Plan (1997)

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

The plan sets out the policies and proposals for the development and use of land in
Northampton.

This open space, sport and
recreation needs assessment and
audit will inform the development of
the Local Development Framework,
including the Core Strategy, which
will supersede this local plan.

Policy E1 states that planning permission will not be granted for development
which is likely to be detrimental to the character and structure of the landscape.
Policy E2 indicates that development alongside the River Nene will not be allowed
unless it is compatible with existing important wildlife habitats and includes a
landscaped and accessible frontage to the river, to provide for recreation or
waterside activities.
Policy E6 states that planning permission will only be granted in green space areas
where the proposed development would not prejudice the function of the areas.
Policy E7 states that in context of Policy E1, the impact of proposed development
upon the landscape, special importance will be attached to its effect upon the
skyline in specific areas.
Policy E9 states that in the context of Policy E1, the impact of proposed
development upon the landscape, special importance will be attached to its effect
upon the character, of the locally important landscape areas.
Policy E11 states that planning permission will not be granted for development
which would involve the damage or destruction of trees, hedgerows or woodland of
significant value in terms of the environment or enjoyment by the public, unless
replaced is intended.
Policy E12 indicates that development on sites which include hedgerows, trees or
woodland of significant environmental impact unless adequate provision is made to
incorporate such features without significant detriment to their value.
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Document

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

Policy E14 states that in the context of Policy E1 the impact of proposed
development upon the landscape, special importance will be attached to its effect
upon the landscape/townscape alongside principal corridors of travel.
Policy E17 states that development will not be granted for development unless
features and areas of acknowledged nature conservation value within the site are
safeguarded and can be accommodated safely.
Policy E18 indicates that planning permission will not be granted for development
which would have an adverse effect upon the nature conservation value of actual
or imminent sites of special scientific interest, local nature reserves or proposed
regionally important geological/geomorphological sites.
Policy L1 states that development will not be permitted for specific sites if there is a
loss of outdoor or indoor recreational for which there is an established need, unless
suitable replacements are provided or in the event of loss of open space, the
development secures the majority of the site as a facility for sport and recreation.
Policy L2 does not allow development for the change of use or development for no
educational purposes of all or part of specific school and college sites unless:
•

it can be demonstrated that the land is not needed in the long term for any
recreational purposes and has insignificant impact on amenity/landscape value

•

the development retains open space of significant landscape/amenity value
and retains/provides adequate public recreational facilities

•

the existing sports and recreation facilities can best be retained and enhanced
through the development of the site.

Policy L3 states that development will not be permitted which results in the loss of
open space of less than 0.4 hectares in size if the site has established/potential
leisure use or established amenity value.
Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 25

SECTION 3 – STRATEGIC CONTEXT

Document

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

Policy L4 indicates that a development of 1000 dwellings or more will be required
to provide 1.6 hectares per 1000 population of sports facilities. This will include
playing pitches (including artificial), changing and parking facilities and
maintenance.
Policy L6 states that the Council will ask for S106 contributions to the maintenance
of public open space associated with new development. The commuted sum will be
required to cover maintenance for 40 years.
Policy L10 states that planning permission will not be granted on Bradlaugh Fields
for any purpose other than recreational open space or nature conservation.
Proposals should not be detrimental to:
•

the protection of acknowledged nature conservation value and the
management of the wildlife and habitat

•

the retention of the site as open space and the protection of amenity/character
of the site

•

the use and enjoyment of the site by the public.

Policy L13 indicates that development resulting in the loss of specific community
facilities will not be permitted.
Policy L16 states that within the River Valley, development will not be permitted
other than for the purposes of agricultural, leisure or recreational uses. All
development will be required to reduce the impact on amenity and landscape value
and natural and wildlife features.
Policy L17 states that development will be allowed along the River Nene and
Northampton Arm of the Grand Union Canal subject to it being appropriate to the
scale and character of the area and not detrimental to the wildlife and environment.
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Document

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

Policy L24 protects specific allotment sites from development if there is a need for
the allotments or there is a loss of amenity value, unless suitable replacement
provision is provided.
Policy L25 allows the development of specific allotment sites for appropriate
alternative use.
Policy L26 allows development of specific sites for leisure use only.
Central Area Action Plan:
Issues and option
discussion paper (2007)

The vision of the plan is that by 2026 Northampton will be a place that:
•

encourages and delivers sustainable development

•

capitalises on its natural assets

•

provides a safe, comfortable and appealing environment

•

continues to build on a wide range or quality attractions and community
facilities

•

provides a vibrant and enterprising environment.

Strategic objectives of relevance to this open space, sport and recreation
assessment are as follows:
•

accessibility and transport network – to ensure the central area is accessible
by all means of transport

•

public realm – to provide high quality spaces that will encourage people to live,
visit and invest in the central area

•

conservation and built environment – to retain and enhance the distinctive local
character of the central areas conservation areas.
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Document

Waterside Masterplan

Sustainable Community
Strategy 2008 – 2011

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

The overall aim of this study is to provide a Masterplan and Development
Framework for the Nene Valley River Corridor from Duston Mill Reservoir on the
east, to Barnes Meadow on the west. Based on this aim, the key objectives of
relevance to this assessment are as follows:
•

to provide sustainable, achievable proposals for the length of the study area,
with specific attention drawn to Becket’s Park as a ‘Gateway’ to Northampton

•

to emphasise the key characteristics of the River Valley Corridor in order to
influence its development and provide a positive interface between the valley
and the urban edge

•

to link with all adjoining development, the important cultural centre of the town
and the surrounding historic parks and landscape.

The vision of the strategy is Northampton 2031 – A place of pride, respect,
excitement, vitality, fun and passion.
By 2011 Northampton will be:
•
•
•
•

well served by modern and efficient public services
safer
cleaner
healthier.

By 2021 Northampton will be:
•

a city – with a large population requiring green space. There will be excellent
public services, healthy, skilled and prosperous residents

•

a place made up from caring communities.
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Corridor and its links with open
spaces in the borough will be
considered as part of this needs
assessment and audit.

Open space, sport and recreation
facilities are an important means of
achieving some of the key
objectives of the community
strategy. This open space, sport
and recreation needs assessment
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base to guide prioritisation and
maximise the role of open spaces
in the development of sustainable
communities.
This assessment also takes on
board and integrates the relevant
priorities of the community strategy.
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Document

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

By 2031 Northampton will be:
•

a major regional cultural and economic centre

•

supported by excellent transport services.

The key objectives of the strategy are:

Sports Strategy (2004 –
2007)

•

living and thriving – deliver sustainable growth, promote sustainable transport,
ensure that green infrastructure meets the needs of residents, improve the
quality of life for residents and to develop and enhance the cultural and leisure
offer

•

fit and healthy – improve people’s health and lifestyle and design health into
new growth and regeneration

•

safe and secure – reduce crime and anti social behaviour, improve the
environment that people live in, improve cohesion and pride in communities
and to improve the quality of life for children and young people

•

children and young people – promote positive activities for children and young
people.

The objectives of the strategy are:
•

lifelong participation – to engage people up to the age of 80 in lifelong
participation to start, stay and succeed in sport

•

increasing participation – to increase participation in sport and physical activity
for underrepresented groups, particularly addressing the needs of women and
girls, people with disabilities and minority ethnic groups

•

healthier lifestyles – to promote the health benefits of participation in physical
activity and the adoption of healthier lifestyles
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Document

Document outline

Implications for / of open space,
sport and recreation needs
assessment and audit

•

young people – to introduce children to a range of sporting activities and
provide opportunities for them to progress

•

success – to celebrate sporting success in Northampton.
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Summary and conclusions
3.47

The provision of open spaces, sport and recreation facilities contributes to the
achievement of wider government objectives such as social and community
cohesion, urban renaissance and promoting a healthy and enjoyable life. In addition,
the effective provision of open space, sport and recreation facilities will be
instrumental in the delivery of local priorities, including those set out in the
Community Strategy and Sports Strategy.

3.48

Any development of open spaces (i.e. provision of either new or enhancement of
existing spaces) should take into account biodiversity and nature conservation
opportunities and develop an increasing environmental awareness, as well as
facilitating the increase needed in participation in sport and active recreation.

3.49

Many organisations are willing to work in partnership together to manage and
develop existing open spaces and share similar aims and objectives e.g. protecting,
enhancing and maximising usage and nature conservation value of open spaces.
The importance of enhancing biodiversity across the region as well as maintaining
and improving the green infrastructure is a key feature of many regional strategies.

3.50

Points emerging from the strategic review that are integral to the development of this
open space, sport and recreation assessment in Northampton are as follows:

3.51

•

the natural environment is a key feature of Northampton, providing many
recreational opportunities for residents and visitors alike. The protection and
enhancement of the environment is an aim for the Council

•

increasing sustainable access to open space, sport and recreation facilities is
a key aim of the Council

•

housing developments and geographical allocations driven by national
planning policies and employment land allocations will have a direct impact on
open space, sport and recreation provision and sustainability. The expected
population growth will place increasing demands on existing open spaces as
well as generating higher needs for recreational open space provision

•

the increased focus on improving the wellbeing of local residents will raise the
profile of open space, sport and recreation facilities. Open space can provide
alternative opportunities for physical activity. Many local documents highlight
barriers to participation, which this review of existing provision will help to
address.

In summary, this review of strategic documents highlights the local importance of
maintaining and improving open space sites within Northampton Borough. This local
needs study and resulting strategy will contribute to achieving the wider aims of a
number of local and national agencies.

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 31

SECTION 4
PARKS AND GARDENS

SECTION 4 – PARKS AND GARDENS

Parks and gardens
Introduction and definition
4.1

This type of open space (as defined by PPG17) includes urban parks, formal gardens
and country parks that provide opportunities for various informal recreation and
community events.

4.2

Parks often contain a variety of facilities and amenities, including some that fall within
different classifications of open space, eg children’s play facilities, sport pitches and
wildlife areas. For classification purposes, the different open spaces within parks
have been separated according to the PPG17 typology under which they most
appropriately fall. Large green areas, footpaths, lakes and less dense woodland will
provide the park area (total hectares) and the other facilities will be calculated
separately under their own classification. This ensures that open space sites are not
counted twice within this study.

4.3

Parks provide a sense of place for the local community and help to address social
inclusion issues within wider society. According to the Park Life Report (published
June 2007), 83% of those questioned feel that parks are a focal point of community
life. Parks also provide an important recreational resource.

4.4

The Active People survey (Sport England 2007) reveals that walking is the most
popular recreational activity for people in England. Over 8 million adults aged 16 and
over completed a recreational walk for at least 30 minutes in the last four weeks.

4.5

Provision of parks therefore represents a key opportunity to increase levels of
physical activity across the local population. Increasing levels of physical activity is a
key priority of Northampton Borough Council and Northampton Sport and will have
wider impacts on a series of objectives. As well as formal sports, children’s play
areas encourage positive healthy activities, providing space for children to use
energy and exercise in parks.

4.6

In addition to the recreational opportunities provided by parks, these large green
spaces provide structural and landscape benefits to local communities. They also
frequently offer ecological benefits, particularly in more urban areas. The provision of
parks to break up urban landscapes is becoming increasingly important, particularly
in light of climate change. Appropriate provision of green space can contribute to a
reduction of the impact of climate change and is instrumental in the development of
sustainable communities.
Strategic context

4.7

The benefits of parks are now recognised on a national scale, as is clear from the
range of strategic documents summarised in Appendix A.

4.8

The importance of parks and gardens is highlighted in the Local Plan, with a number
of specific policies relating to the borough’s open spaces which state the importance
of protecting, preserving and enhancing the ecological and amenity value of all open
spaces.

4.9

The Waterside Masterplan also emphasises the importance of parks with an
objective of the strategy being to provide sustainable proposals for the length of the
study area, with specific attention drawn to Becket’s Park as a ‘Gateway’ to
Northampton.
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Consultation – assessing local needs
4.10

Consultation undertaken as part of the study relating to parks revealed that:
•

98% of people responding to the household survey felt that parks and
gardens were important in Northampton. 42% of residents indicated that they
use parks and gardens weekly

•

92% of young people have visited a park or sports facility in the last year (IT
Young People Survey)

•

the popularity of parks and gardens was reinforced at the youth forum, where
parks and gardens and outdoor sports facilities were the most frequently used
type of facilities. Abington Park, Bradlaugh Fields and Eastfield Park were
highlighted as particularly well used open spaces

•

young people identified that the range of facilities offered at parks is a
particular attraction

•

parks and gardens are not only used by members of the public, but also offer
an invaluable resource to sports development. This reinforces links with the
health agenda and targets to increase levels of participation and reduce
obesity

•

safety concerns at parks and gardens were key issues raised by both
respondents to the household survey and to the young people’s survey.

Quantity
Current position
4.11

The Borough Council is responsible for the management and maintenance of parks
and gardens across the borough. Parks and gardens are the most frequently used
open space in Northampton, indicated by nearly half of the respondents to the
household survey (47%). This type of open space is particularly important for young
people in the borough, with 60% of respondents to the young people’s survey
indicating that they visit parks and gardens more frequently than any other open
space in Northampton.

4.12

Parks and gardens can play a key role in providing informal sport and recreation
opportunities for local residents of all ages. Many residents who do not wish to play
formal sports can participate in lighter physical activity in parks. Encouraging
residents into greater usage of parks is a key vehicle to the achievement of national
and local targets to increase physical activity and reduce obesity.

4.13

The following activities are currently held at parks and gardens across the borough:
•

Northampton Health Walks

•

Various seasonal activities, such as Easter Egg Hunts

•

Community Events (fireworks etc).
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4.14

4.15

Although parks and gardens are well used and a number of events are currently held
at these open spaces, barriers to access were identified throughout consultation.
Barriers to usage included the following:
•

18% of respondents to the household survey indicted that access to parks
and gardens by cycle was difficult

•

perception of a lack of safety in parks and gardens.

The quantity of parks and gardens in Northampton is summarised in Table 4.1 below.
Table 4.1 – Provision of parks and gardens in Northampton

Analysis area

4.16

Current
provision

Smallest
site
(hectares)

Number
of sites

Largest site
(Hectares)

Analysis area 1

20.61

4

1.39

7.32

Analysis area 2

99.71

6

1.58

77.26

Analysis area 3

100.55

5

6.51

38.16

Analysis area 4

106.77

7

0.56

35.69

Overall

329.79

22

0.56

77.26

The key issues emerging from Table 4.1 and consultations relating to the quantity of
parks and gardens are as follows:
•

there are 329.79 hectares of parks and gardens in Northampton spread
across 22 sites

•

the size of sites varies with sites ranging from 1.13 hectares to 77.26 hectares

•

a high level of satisfaction with the quantity of parks and gardens is evident
from responses to the household survey, with 88% of residents indicating that
provision is sufficient and findings within the four geographical areas are
consistent with the overall results

•

drop in session attendees further reinforced this high level of satisfaction with
quantity.

•

consultation with Council Officers emphasised the good provision of parks
and gardens across the borough

•

the current provision of parks and gardens is fairly even across the borough,
with the exception of Analysis area 1, where only 20.61 hectares is located

•

the highest current provision is found in Analysis area 4 (106.77 hectares).
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Setting provision standards
4.17

The recommended local quantity standard for parks and gardens has been derived
from the assessment of local needs and analysis of the audit of provision and is
summarised below.

4.18

In order to ensure that the local quantity standard for parks and gardens is
achievable and realistic, large sites (over 37ha) have been removed from
calculations due to their tendency to skew figures. Although these sites are excluded
from the development of the quantity standard, they remain important parks and will
be returned to later in this section. The sites excluded are:

4.19

•

Delapre Estate (Analysis area 2) 77.26 hectares

•

Upper Nene Country Park (Analysis area 3) 40.28 hectares.

Existing provision is therefore equivalent to 1.05 hectares per 1000 population.
Quantity standard (Please also see Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

1.05 hectares per 1000 population

1.05 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
A high level of satisfaction with the provision of parks and gardens is evident
throughout consultation. 88% of respondents to the household survey consider
the quantity of parks and gardens to be sufficient and this high level of
satisfaction is reinforced by drop in session attendees. This suggests that
residents are satisfied with the current level of provision.
In light of the significant level of satisfaction it is recommended that the
quantity standard is set at the existing level of provision. Setting a standard at
this level will enable the Council to protect existing parks and gardens and
focus on the qualitative enhancement of existing provision.
In light of the size of two parks, two sites are excluded from calculation. The
exclusion of these sites ensures that the standard is set at a realistic level that
can be replicated across the Borough as the population grows.

Quality
Current position
4.20

The quality of parks and gardens was assessed through site visits. The Green Flag
award is a national standard for parks and green space. Currently no parks or
gardens in Northampton have achieved this accreditation.

4.21

The quality of parks and gardens in Northampton is summarised in Table 4.2
overleaf.
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4.22

Highest quality
sites

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Range of quality
scores (%)

Table 4.2 – Quality of parks and gardens in Northampton

Analysis area 1

71 - 86

77

Millers Meadow

Victoria Park

Analysis area 2

71 – 80

76

Delapre Estate

Errington Park

Analysis area 3

66 – 86

75

Pene Valley Park

Upper Nene Country Park

Analysis area 4

55 – 80

69

Arbours Park South

Abington Park

Overall

55 – 86

73

The key issues emerging from table 4.2 and consultation relating to the quality of
parks and gardens are as follows:
•

the average quality score of a park or garden in Northampton is 73%,
indicating that on the whole the quality of parks is generally good

•

the quality of parks and gardens was generally perceived to be good by
residents

•

internal consultation supported this perception, with the quality of parks and
gardens identified as good. The quality of larger strategic parks in particular
was perceived to have improved in recent years

•

smaller, local parks were perceived to be of lower quality than larger strategic
parks in the borough

•

the quality of parks and gardens is wide ranging, with scores varying from
55% - 86%.

Setting provision standards
4.23

The recommended local quality vision for parks and gardens is summarised overleaf.

4.24

The quality vision has been derived directly from the aspirations of local residents
identified during consultation and guides the improvement of existing sites as well as
the development of new facilities. User aspirations, from the household survey, for
parks and gardens in Northampton were clean and litter free, have well kept grass,
flowers, trees and shrubs, a variety of features including pond / lake / water features,
and the provision of toilets. Adequate lighting and staff-on site were also mentioned.
These key quality factors alongside other consultations have been the basis of the
recommendation for parks and gardens.
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Quality vision (Please see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A welcoming, well-kept clean and litter free park providing a range of leisure,
recreational and enriched play opportunities for all ages. To include varied and
well-kept vegetation including flowers, trees and shrubs. This should be combined
with appropriate water features and ancillary accommodation (including toilets,
benches and litter bins). Good signage both to and within the park should be
ensured, community involvement to be promoted and the incorporation of safety
features to reflect the environment”.

4.25

Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for parks and gardens, converting the key factors of the
vision into an expected score against the site assessment matrix used and
consequently providing a minimum quality benchmark.

4.26

It is important to set a benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of
parks and gardens within Northampton can be assessed. This standard can also
serve to guide improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality threshold
rating at each site.

4.27

For parks and gardens, the key points that link the quality vision and site
assessments are the provision of a welcoming, clean and litter free site, well
maintained, involvement of the local community, varied vegetation and ancillary
accommodation (including benches, toilets and litter bins).

4.28

The quality site assessments are divided into sub categories and an expected score
is assigned against each (shown in brackets). The full methodology is explained in
Appendix K:

4.29

•

cleanliness and maintenance (4)

•

safety and security (4)

•

vegetation (4)

•

ancillary accommodation (4).

This provides a quality vision percentage of 80%, which is intended as an
aspirational benchmark for the future provision of parks and gardens in Northampton.
Accessibility
Setting provision standards

4.30

The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing an
opportunity for people to use the site. The recommended local standard is set in the
form of a distance threshold and is derived directly from the findings of the local
consultations.
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4.31

In addition to considering the distance that is travelled, consideration should also be
given to other accessibility issues including adequate signage, lighting, accessibility
for all users including less able bodied people, footpath gradients and state of repair,
seating, play facilities, parking, cycle routes and public transport access.

4.32

Consultation and analysis has shown that the key issues with regards accessibility
are:

4.33

•

walking is the preferred method of travel for both current users of parks and
gardens (65%) and potential users (76%) of this type of open space

•

71% of current users walk for up to 10 minutes to access a park or garden
and the most common expected travel time indicated by residents who expect
to travel on foot was 10 minutes

•

findings from the household survey indicated that although 49% of users were
very satisfied with access on foot, 18% felt that access to parks and gardens
by cycleway was difficult. This was reflected in consultations with young
people who indicated that one of the things they most disliked was poor
access to sites

•

people living in Duston highlighted that they have to travel to reach parks and
gardens. External consultees identified a number of opportunities for
improving access, with the development of the River Nene Walk from Beckets
Park being highlighted as an important example.

The recommended local accessibility standards for parks and gardens is summarised
below.
Accessibility standard (Please see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
10 minute walk time (480m)
Justification
A preference for walking to parks and parks and gardens is evident from
respondents to the household survey. 65% of current users walk to access a park or
garden and over three quarters of residents would prefer to walk to a park or
garden.
71% of current users walk for up to 10 minutes to access a park or garden and the
most common travel time and mode indicated by respondents to the household
survey was to walk to a park or garden in 10 minutes.
It is therefore recommended that a 10 minute walk time is set in line with the modal
response. A 10 minute walking standard is considered appropriate given the urban
nature of the borough and will ensure that it captures all users and age ranges. It is
accepted that residents are willing to walk further to parks such as Abington Park,
Delapre Estate, The Racecourse, Beckets Park, Upper Nene Country Park,
Brackmills Country Park, Hunsbury Hill Park and Penn Valley Country Park.
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4.34

A straight-line distance of 480m has been used rather than the pedestrian distance of
800m. This is based on PMP’s average walking distances and uses a factoring
reduction of 40% to account for the fact that people do not walk in a straight line to
access their open space facilities. This 40% factoring is based on the Fields in Trust
(formerly NPFA) Six Acre Standard. It is recognised that this typology is not a specific
facility for children however the factoring is applied to ensure consistency with other
typologies and so that they are accessible to all.
Applying provision standards

4.35

The application of the recommended quantity, quality and accessibility standards is
essential in understanding the existing distribution of parks and gardens and
identifying areas where provision is insufficient to meet local need.

4.36

It is important however that the appropriate weight is afforded to identify deficiencies.
For example, where a significant quantitative and accessibility deficiency is identified,
it is a priority to identify sites to meet the quantitative deficiency or reduce the
accessibility issues. However, where there is a lower level of deficiency or there is
either a quantitative or accessibility deficiency but not the other, if sites can be
identified they should be considered to meet this deficiency. Where sites do not
exist, the priority should be to seek opportunities within new housing provision, if
applicable, rather than investigating alternative sites.

4.37

The application of the local quantity standard for each area is set out in Table 4.3.

4.38

As highlighted earlier, due to the tendency of larger sites to skew the figures sites
over 37 hectares have been excluded from the application of the quantity standards.
These sites are as follows:

4.39

•

Delapre Estate (Analysis area 2) 77.26 hectares

•

Upper Nene Country Park (Analysis area 3) 40.28 hectares.

Although these sites have been excluded from the quantity standards they are
included later in the section, when considering the key priorities in each area of the
analysis areas.

(1.05 hectares per
1000 population)

Future balance
(2026) against
local standard

(1.05 hectares per
1000 population)

Current balance
(2009) against
local standard

Analysis areas

Table 4.3 – Application of the quantity standard

Analysis area 1

-8.80

-17.28

Analysis area 2

-48.54

-69.01

Analysis area 3

31.42

22.49

Analysis area 4

25.17

1.65

Overall

-0.76

-62.16
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4.40

Table 4.3 indicates the following:
•

the current provision of parks and gardens is insufficient to meet demand if
new parks and gardens are not provided. As the population grows, shortfalls
will increase and by 2026 the expected shortfall will equal 62.16 hectares

•

the provision of parks and gardens is sufficient to meet demand in Analysis
areas 3 and 4 current and in the longer term

•

the greatest shortfalls of parks and gardens is found in Analysis area 2.

4.41

The application of the local accessibility standard for parks and gardens is illustrated
in Map 4.1 overleaf. The map represents the spatial distribution of parks and gardens
across the borough.

4.42

It is important to note that there are some significantly large parks within the borough
including Delapre Estate, Upper Nene Country Park, The Racecourse and Hunsbury
Hill Park which in reality will draw from wider than the 480m catchment (10 minutes
walk) as well as serving local residents. However, despite this, there remain areas of
the borough, which fall outside of the catchment for a formal park and garden.

4.43

It should be noted that this not uncommon in urban authorities, and for this reason
later in this section, Map 4.2 considers the interrelationship between parks and
gardens and amenity green space. This shows how the amenity greenspace sites in
combination with parks and gardens are, in the main, providing open space provision
in parts of the borough where there are shortfalls of parks and gardens.
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Map 4.1 – Accessibility of parks and gardens in Northampton
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4.44

Map 4.1 indicates the following:
•

there is generally a good distribution of parks and gardens in Northampton.
However, some parks are located in close proximity to one another creating
overlapping catchments

•

areas of deficiency are evident in all areas of the borough

•

key areas of deficiency are evident in Analysis area 2 and Analysis area 3,
with the majority of residents in this area of the borough outside the
catchment of a park or garden.

The future delivery of parks and gardens across Northampton
4.45

The remainder of this section outlines the key priorities for the delivery of parks
across Northampton in terms of quality, quantity and accessibility and then highlights
specific issues for each area of the borough, which arise as a result of the application
of the local standards.

4.46

The key priorities have been derived from the application of local standards.
Protecting existing parks and gardens

4.47

The local quantity standard for parks and gardens has been set at the existing level
of provision placing an emphasis on the enhancement of the quality of parks and
gardens in Northampton and increasing access to sites.

4.48

The importance of parks and gardens to local residents was emphasised throughout
consultation. Parks and gardens were perceived to be important for both residents
and visitors and the importance of protecting this type of open space was highlighted.

4.49

Application of the quantity standard for parks and gardens indicates that the current
provision is sufficient to meet demand in the Borough as a whole. However,
accessibility mapping indicates that a large number of residents are outside the
catchment of a park or garden.

4.50

In consideration of the importance of parks and gardens to local residents and the
role this type of open space plays in community life and supporting biodiversity, these
sites should be protected from development.

4.51

Appendix O outlines the value of each park and garden, taking into account the
quality, quantity and accessibility ratings achieved as well as the usage received. It
concludes that all parks and gardens are of high value to residents in the borough.
PG1

In light of the importance of parks, allocate all parks as
protected open space through the Local Development
Framework. Park area should only be lost to development
where a series of exception criteria can be met and / or it
can be proven that the site has limited value to the local
community.
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Increasing access to parks and gardens
4.52

Good access to parks and gardens is as important as the provision of high quality
sites, as without effective access routes sites will be underused and consequently
undervalued.

4.53

Nearly half of the respondents to the household survey identified access to parks and
gardens by foot as very satisfactory. However, access to parks and gardens by cycle
was considered to be difficult. The need to increase the awareness of parks and
gardens and access to these sites was also highlighted by residents.

4.54

The majority of respondents to the household survey indicated that they expect to
walk to a park or garden within 10 minutes. As highlighted in Map 4.1, application of
the accessibility standard indicates that a large number of residents are outside the
recommended 10 minute walk time catchment of a park.

4.55

The Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure Strategic Framework (2006) identifies a
strategic green infrastructure and sustainable movement network. These set out the
principle networks and opportunities for sustainable people movement from
settlement centres to the countryside. The framework identifies a number of key
routes in Northampton and specifically highlights the need to increase access to
parks and open spaces. To increase access and promote usage of parks and
gardens the development of sustainable transport links should therefore be
prioritised.
PG2

Seek to develop effective sustainable transport links to
ensure that all residents are able to easily access parks
and gardens, which builds upon the green infrastructure
and sustainable movement network.
Ensure that access routes to and within parks facilitate
usage.
Proactively develop the green space network across the
borough which links parks as well as other open spaces
and maximises the role of open spaces in every day life.

Quality of existing provision
4.56

As previously mentioned, there are no Parks with Green Flag status within
Northampton.

4.57

Site assessments reveal that the quality of parks and gardens in Northampton is
generally good, with the average quality score of a site being 74%. Although the
quality of sites is good, site scores range from 60% - 86%, highlighting the need for
qualitative enhancements to some parks. Security and safety was identified as the
key issue from site assessments.

4.58

Vandalism and graffiti were identified as the main problems experienced by current
users of parks and gardens. The highest rated aspirations of current users with
regards to parks and gardens were: clean and litter free, well kept grass and flowers
and trees. Respondents to the household survey identified adequate lighting and
staff on site as the main solutions to increasing safety at parks and gardens in
Northampton. Improvements in security and staff presence should be considered to
reduce safety concerns at parks and gardens.
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Larger strategic parks were considered to be of a high quality. However, consultation
did highlight the need for investment at smaller parks and gardens in the borough.
4.59

In consideration of the importance of parks and gardens in Northampton, the Council
should seek to develop and enhance existing provision to create a network of high
quality parks and gardens in Northampton. It is essential to ensure that any
enhancements to parks and gardens take into account the role of these sites in
nature conservation and biodiversity.

4.60

There are six sites achieving a score of 80% or above (minimum target score)
specifically

4.61

•

Victoria Park (site ID 1047)

•

Upper Nene Country Park (site ID 384)

•

Errington Park (site ID 292)

•

Hunsbury Hill Park (site ID 329)

•

Abington Park (site ID 265)

•

Kingsthorpe Park (site ID 330).

These sites are examples of good practice in terms of the quality of provision.
PG3

Seek to develop and enhance existing parks to ensure that
they meet both local and regional needs. Drive a structured
programme of improvements with clear defined outputs.
Strive to achieve the recommended quality vision at all
parks and gardens across the borough, focusing upon
improving the essential features of a parks. Site visit
scores should be used to inform parks in need of upgrade.

Value assessment
4.62

Most sites that have a high level of use would usually have a good or very good
quality and accessibility rating. Most sites with a low level of use would usually have
an average or poor quality and accessibility rating. This is because quality and
accessibility are often interlinked and closely relate to a level of use. Appendix O
summarises the value of all sites in the borough.
Determining the priorities in each area of the borough

4.63

In order to identify geographical areas of priority and those areas where there is
potential unmet demand, we apply both the quantity and accessibility standards
together.

4.64

The quantity standards identify whether the provision of parks and gardens in the
analysis areas are quantitatively above or below the recommended minimum
standard.
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4.65

Map 4.2 (page 46) illustrates the provision of parks and gardens in the context of
amenity green space in the area. Amenity green space can play a key role in the
delivery of local open space to residents; however the provision of local amenity
green space does not negate the need for more formalised provision, such as a park.

4.66

Amenity green space provides more localised and informal play opportunities for
residents and these sites are particularly valuable for children and young people. The
presence of amenity green space in areas deficient of parks provides an opportunity
to formalise these spaces to better meet the needs of local residents.

4.67

Where parks are provided within a 5 minute catchment (the recommended distance
threshold for amenity green space as set in Section 6) they may negate the need for
further provision of amenity green space (as a higher order facility they provide a
greater range of facilities) as they fulfil similar roles. Map 4.2 therefore illustrates the
catchment of parks as 5 minutes, in order to demonstrate how these sites fulfil the
role of amenity space in some parts of the Borough. This is discussed in Section 6.
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Map 4.2 – Accessibility of parks and gardens and amenity green space in
Northampton
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Quality benchmarking
4.68

The application of the quality benchmarking standard (set at a score of 80% on the
site assessment for parks and gardens) provides an indication of the desired level of
quality suggested at each site and enables a comparison at sites across the borough.

4.69

As described in Appendix K, it highlights sites, which currently meet the visionary
standard, and those sites falling below and consequently where improvement is
required. A full list of site scores can be found in the parks and gardens section of
Appendix L.

and above

90%

V good

Figure 4.1 – The highest quality and lowest quality parks and gardens in
Northampton

Upper Nene Country Park (site 384) – 86%

70%
to
89%

Good

Victoria Park (site 1047) – 86%

80%

Abington Park (site 265) – 80%
Errington Park (site 292) – 80%
Kingsthorpe Park (site 330) – 80%

The Racecourse (site 345) – 66%
50%
to
69%

Average

Great Billing Park (site 328) – 71%

Penn Valley Park (site 333) – 66%

30%
to
49%
29% or below

Very poor

Poor

Thorplands Park (site 320) – 60%

4.70

Only a quarter of sites meet the quality benchmark highlighting the need for
qualitative improvements.

4.71

The quality of parks and gardens is illustrated in Map 4.3 overleaf.
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Map 4.3 – Quality of parks and gardens in Northampton
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4.72

Map 4.2 indicates that the majority of residents have access to either an amenity
green space or park within a 5 minute walk time. However, smaller areas of
deficiency are still evident in the south of Analysis area 2 and the west of Analysis
area 4.

4.73

In order to maximise the benefit of new parks, any new facilities should be targeted in
locations that are currently lacking in provision. Moreover, to ensure that the
maximum numbers of residents are within the accessibility catchment of parks and
gardens, any new site should be located so that there is little overlapping with the
catchment of existing parks.

4.74

Based on future population projections there will be an expected shortfall of parks,
suggesting that new provision may be required in strategic locations

4.75

The analysis that follows considers the provision of formal parks within each of the
geographical areas of the borough and highlights where future priorities should lie in
each of the four areas. While this provides a local level overview of provision,
consideration should be given to the most appropriate strategy for parks on a
borough wide level.
Analysis area 1

4.76

Application of the quantity standard indicates that the provision of parks and gardens
is insufficient to meet demand, with there being a current shortfall of 8.80 hectares.
Despite a shortfall in provision, accessibility mapping illustrates that nearly all
residents are within a 10 minute walk time of a park or garden. Only a small number
of residents in the south-east of the area are outside the catchment of a park or
garden.

4.77

When combining the provision of parks and gardens and amenity green space, those
residents who are outside the catchment of a park or garden have access to an
amenity green space. Therefore although they do not have access to a park or
garden they do have access to informal open space.

4.78

In consideration of the above, effective access to routes to parks and gardens are
particularly important. The Northamptonshire Strategic Green Infrastructure
Framework 2006 identifies a number of primary green infrastructure routes and
public rights of way routes that run through the analysis area. These routes should be
enhanced and opportunities to expand the network should be considered.

4.79

Those residents outside the catchment of a park or garden are predominantly located
in Northampton town centre. Due to the urban nature of the area, it is unrealistic to
expect the provision of a park within this area of the borough.

4.80

The quality of existing parks and gardens in area 1 is high, with the average quality
score of a site being 77%. Victoria Park (86%) is however the only park in the area to
achieve a score above the benchmark quality standard. This highlights the
opportunity for qualitative enhancements in this area of the borough.

4.81

Beckets Park and Millers Meadow are the parks located in closest proximity to those
residents outside the catchment of a park or garden. In light of the importance of
these sites, these parks should be prioritised for enhancement.
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Key issue
Victoria Park is the only site in the area
to achieve a quality score in line with
the recommended 80%.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of parks open
space in the area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 80%. Use the
findings from site assessments to identify
appropriate opportunities for improvement.

Residents in the south-east of the
analysis area do not have access to a
park or garden.

The Northamptonshire Strategic Green
Infrastructure Framework identifies a
number of primary green infrastructure
routes and public rights of way routes that
run through the analysis area
Improvements to these routes would
enhance access for residents in the deficient
area of the borough.
Focus on improvements to access routes,
particularly those outlined in the sustainable
movement network routes to increase
access to parks and gardens.

Analysis area 2
4.82

The highest quantitative shortfall of parks and gardens is found in Analysis area 2,
where there is a current shortfall of 48.54 hectares. Delapre Estate (over 77
hectares) has however been excluded from calculations although it still serves
residents in this area.

4.83

Despite this, accessibility mapping reinforces the quantitative shortfall with a large
number of residents outside the catchment of a park or garden. Key areas of
deficiency are evident in Duston and Dallington (Figure 4.2).
Figure 4.2 – Deficiencies in the Duston and Dallington
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4.84

When amalgamating the provision of parks and amenity green space nearly all
residents have access to at least one of these typologies within a 5 minute walk time.

4.85

Within the above areas there are several large amenity green space sites that could
be upgraded into a park, in particular Grafton Way Open Space and Kings Heath
Central Open Space. This would reduce deficiencies in this area.

4.86

Although deficiencies would be reduced, the need to increase accessibility to parks
and gardens, through the improvement of green linkages remains. The sustainable
movement network and green infrastructure identify a lack of green linkages in the
area. Opportunities to develop the network should be considered.

4.87

The average quality score in this area of the borough is 75% meaning that there are
some sites in need of improvement to achieve the quality benchmark score of 80%.
Kingthorpe Park (site ID 330) exceeded the quality standard and is well used and is
therefore a particularly valuable site.
Key issue
Residents in the Duston and
Dallington do not have access to a
park or garden.

Recommendation
Consider the upgrading of particularly
Grafton Way Open Space and Kings Heath
Central Open Space (currently amenity
greens spaces) to parks.

Due to existing accessibility
deficiencies there is a need to
improve access to parks and
gardens.

The Northamptonshire Strategic Green
Infrastructure Framework identifies a
number of primary green infrastructure
routes and public rights of way routes that
run through the analysis area
Seek to increase access to parks and
gardens in the area through the
development of green linkages. There is
currently a lack of linkages in this area of
the borough.

There are opportunities to improve
the quality of parks in this area of
the borough.

Seek to enhance the quality of parks open
space in the area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 80%. Use
the findings from site assessments to
identify particular sites for improvement.
Delapre Estate (site ID 348) and Dallington
Park (site ID 349) were the poorest quality
sites in this area.

Analysis area 3
4.88

Although quantitative analysis indicates that there is sufficient provision of parks and
gardens to meet demand accessibility mapping highlights that sites are unevenly
distributed.

4.89

Parks and gardens are predominantly located in the west of the area in close
proximity to one another, which creates overlapping catchments. Residents in
Wootton and Collingtree are outside of the catchment of a park (Figure 4.3 overleaf).
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Figures 4.3 – Deficiencies in Wootton and Collingtree

4.90

When combining the provision of parks and gardens and amenity green space nearly
all residents have access to at least one of these types of open space within a 5
minute walk time. Only a small number of residents in the north of Wootton and south
of Collingtree are outside the catchment of both an amenity green space and park or
garden.

4.91

To alleviate deficiencies in the area consideration should be given to the
formalisation of Frosty Hollow Open Space to a park. This site is a large amenity
green space that if upgraded could provide access to a park or garden to residents in
Collingtree.

4.92

The Nene Valley is identified as a key green infrastructure route and located along
this route is Upper Nene Country Park. Upper Nene Country Park is one of the
highest quality parks in the borough (86%) and this site experiences high usage and
is particularly valuable to residents and visitors. The enhancement of this route will
increase access to Upper Nene Country Park and other open spaces in the area and
will consequently enhance the green infrastructure in this area.

4.93

The average quality score of parks in Area 3 is 75%. Only two of the five parks
currently meet or exceed the quality benchmark of 80% - these are detailed in
Appendix L. There are therefore opportunities for qualitative improvements in this
area of the borough.

4.94

Although deficiencies also appear to be evident in Brackmills where residents are
outside of the catchment of Brackmills Country Park, this area is an industrial and
business area and parks would therefore not be expected because of a low resident
population.
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Key issue
Residents in the north of Wootton and
south of Collingtree do not have access
to a park or garden or amenity green
space.

Recommendation
There are several large amenity spaces in
the area of deficiency. Consider
upgrading Frosty Hollow Open Space to a
park.

Upper Nene Country Park is one of the
highest quality parks in the borough
(86%) and this site experiences high
usage and is particularly valuable to
residents and visitors.

Seek to enhance the Nene Valley route
as a way of increasing access to Upper
Nene Country Park and other open
spaces in the area.

The average quality of parks in this area
is 75%

Seek to maintain and enhance the quality
of parks and gardens in the area. Only
two sites have achieved quality scores in
line with recommended quality score of
80%. Use the findings of the site
assessments to identify priorities for
improvement. Grangewood Park (site ID
327) and Brackmills Country Park (site ID
1098) are particularly in need of
improvement.

Analysis area 4
4.95

Application of the quantity standard indicates that the provision of parks that many
parks are located in close proximity to one another, creating deficiencies in Weston
Favell, the north east of Great Billing and Headlands (Figures 4.4 – 4.5).
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Figure 4.4 – Deficiencies in Weston Favell and north east of Great Billing

Figure 4.5 – Deficiencies in Headlands

4.96

Although a number of residents do not have access to a park or garden, when
amalgamating the provision of parks and gardens and amenity green space nearly all
residents are within a 5 minute walk time of at least one of these types of open
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space. The only deficiencies remaining are located in Headlands (Figure 4.6).
Although these residents do not have localised access to amenity space or a park,
they are within 15 minute walk of Abington Park. The facilities provided at this site
mean that its catchment extends beyond the 10 minutes walk time and residents of
the Headlands area are therefore likely to use this site. These residents also have
relatively large gardens and therefore do have access to outdoor space.
Figure 4.6 – Deficiencies in Headlands

4.97

To alleviate deficiencies in Weston Favell and north east of Great Billing
consideration should be given to the formalisation of Standens Barn Linear Park and
Great Billing Recreation Ground to a park or garden. This area of Headlands is a lowdensity residential area (built circa 1960) with homes with large gardens and parks
would therefore not have been designed to be in close proximity to homes. Areas of
Spinney Hill although not close to parks or amenity green space do benefit from the
large natural semi natural area of Bradlaugh Fields.

4.98

The quality of parks and gardens in this area is the lowest of all analysis areas in the
borough, with the average quality score of a site being 71%. Only one of the seven
existing parks (Abington Park) achieved a quality score in line with the recommended
80%. This highlights the need for significant improvements to the quality of parks and
gardens in this area and also suggests that Abington Park, which is also well used, is
a highly valuable site.

4.99

The green infrastructure identifies two key routes that run through the analysis area,
Nene Valley and Wellingborough - Northampton. The enhancement of these key
routes will develop green linkages and increase access to parks and gardens and
other types of open spaces in the area.
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Key issue
Residents in Weston Favell and north
east of Great Billing do not have
access to a park or garden.

Recommendation
Consider the upgrading of Standens
Barn Linear Park and Great Billing
Recreation Ground to a park or garden.

Residents in Headlands do not have
access to a park or garden or amenity
green space.

Promote safe walking routes and
sustainable transport access to Abington
Park.

Due to existing accessibility
deficiencies there is a need to increase
access to parks and gardens.

Seek to enhance the Nene Valley and
Wellingborough - Northampton routes as
a way of increasing access to parks and
gardens in the area

The quality of parks and gardens in the
area is the lowest in the borough.

Seek to maintain and enhance the
quality of parks and gardens in the area.
Use the findings from the site
assessments to identify priorities for
improvement. Thorplands Park (site ID
320) is a poor quality facility in this
area.

Summary
4.100 There are 329.79 hectares of parks and gardens in Northampton spread across 22
sites. The size of sites varies significantly ranging 0.56 hectares (Thorplands Park
site ID 320) to Delapre Estate (site ID 348) covering an area of 77.26 hectares
4.101 The quantity standard set for parks and gardens is 1.05 ha per 1,000 population
which is the equivalent to the existing level of provision. If no additional parks are
provided there will be large shortfalls of 62.16 hectares as a result of the estimated
population growth for the borough. Applying the standards now will ensure the
current level of provision is maintained.
4.102 The quality benchmark standard for parks and gardens is 80%. It is expected that all
parks and gardens achieve the 80% benchmark. Currently there are 6 (out of 22)
parks and gardens, which meet the quality benchmark.
4.103 A 10 minute walking distance (480m) standard has been set for the borough although
it is recognised that residents of the Borough are willing to walk for longer to the key
parks of Northampton such as Abington Park, The Racecourse and Delapre Estate.
4.104 Application of the accessibility and quantity standards highlight that there are some
deficiencies across Northampton, as there are parts of the borough outside of the
appropriate catchment for facilities as well as quantitative shortfalls in Areas 3 and 4.
4.105 In order to address these deficiencies, there are a number of sites we recommend for
the re designation from amenity greenspaces to more formal parks / gardens to
address the access issues in the borough. The improvement of green linkages both
to and within parks will also be central to the ongoing enhancement of parks and
open spaces in the borough.
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SECTION 5 – NATURAL AND SEMI NATURAL OPEN SPACE

Natural and semi natural open space
Introduction and definition
5.1

This type of open space includes woodlands, orchards, scrubland, grasslands (eg
meadows and other non-amenity grassland), wetlands and river corridors, nature
reserves and brownfield land with a primary purpose of wildlife conservation and biodiversity within the settlement boundaries. Much of this open space will be
recognised in Local or Potential Wildlife Sites, a non-statutory site system maintained
by the Northamptonshire Biodiversity Partnership.

5.2

Natural and semi natural open space can frequently be found within other open
space types, and in some instances there may be some sites classified as amenity
green space or parks that play a similar role to natural and semi natural open space
sites. This serves to highlight the overlap between typologies. Natural open spaces
also fulfil similar roles to country parks.

5.3

For the purposes of this report, natural and semi natural open space focuses on sites
within (or within very close proximity to) settlement boundaries. It will however be
important to consider the role that other sites, along with accessible countryside play
in alleviating deficiencies in providing resources for both residents and wildlife. This
will be returned to later in this section.

5.4

Although natural and semi natural open space play a key role in wildlife conservation
and biodiversity, the recreational opportunities provided by these spaces are also
important. It is essential that an appropriate balance between recreational use,
biodiversity and conservation is achieved.

5.5

This section outlines the strategic context and key consultation findings relating to
natural and semi natural open space within Northampton and the recommended local
standards. These local standards are then applied in order to understand local issues
and priorities.
Strategic context

5.6

According to the Local Plan there are a number of specific natural areas in
Northampton. Policy E2 and E10 in the Local Plan specifically detail protection over
development alongside the River Nene and hedgerows, trees and woodland areas
within the borough. Policy E17 and E18 detail the protection of areas of land that
have nature conservation value (Sites of Special Scientific Interest, Local Wildlife
Sites and Local Nature Reserves). All of these are saved policies and are therefore
still valid until the adoption of the Local Development Framework.

5.7

There are many natural areas of nature conservation importance within Northampton,
including one site declared as a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). This forms
part of the Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits, which are a ‘suite’ of SSSI’s sweeping to
the North East of Northamptonshire. The SSSI unit in Northampton is part of the
Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits Proposed Special Protection Area (pSPA) under the
European Birds Directive. The pSPA receives the same protection as a designated
SPA and the same legislation applies.
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5.8

In addition there are six Local Nature Reserves (LNRs) in the borough: Barnes
Meadow, Kingsthorpe, Bradlaugh Scrub Fields, Bradlaugh Hills & Hollows, Lings
Wood and Stortons Pits. Bradlaugh Scrub Fields and Bradlaugh Hills & Hollows are
both parts of the larger Bradlaugh Fields but are two separate LNR’s. An array of
local wildlife sites, designated for characteristics of local biodiversity importance,
supplement these sites.

5.9

The importance and significance of natural, semi-natural and nature conservation
areas are highlighted throughout the Biodiversity Action Plan for the County. The
Plan highlights key actions for all habitats found in Northampton, including lowland
meadow, lowland dry acid grassland, lowland calcareous grassland, rivers, lowland
fen and eutrophic standing water.

5.10

The Biodiversity Action Plan for Northamptonshire makes reference to the Pocket
Parks Scheme operated by the County Council. Pocket Parks are open spaces
owned and managed by local people. They provide free, open access to the
countryside for all, at all times. They help to protect and conserve local wildlife,
heritage and landscape. The name Pocket Park is a little misleading, rather than
providing a formal planting scheme they are often designed as grasslands or
meadows with the aim to encourage native species. This is why Pocket Parks are
classed under the natural / semi natural typology.

5.11

Over the past 25 years, the County Council has worked in partnership with local
communities to help create 80 Pocket Parks across the County. These vary in size
from 0.04ha to 35ha and are found in all types of locations from town centres to quiet
villages, Spring Boroughs provides a good example for Northampton. This Pocket
Park offers some tranquillity in an urban area enclosed by terraced houses and tower
blocks. There are currently 6 pocket parks in the borough.

5.12

The East Midlands Plan (Policies 1 and 28) identifies the provision of a green
infrastructure (GI) as an essential element for delivering sustainable communities. It
also promotes the development of woodland (Policy 30) and the protection and
enhancement of sites of biodiversity value (Policy 29). Natural and semi natural open
space make a key contribution to the green infrastructure of the borough. They
provide opportunities for recreation as well as wildlife habitats. Green Infrastructure is
particularly important to ensure good linkages and wildlife corridors between natural
and semi natural open spaces.
Consultation – assessing local need

5.13

Consultation undertaken as part of the study highlighted the following key issues
relating to natural and semi natural open space:
•

natural and semi natural open space is one of the most frequently used open
spaces in the borough, with 43% of respondents to the household survey
indicating that they use this type of open space at least once a week

•

the need to protect this type of open space was emphasised by residents. It
was perceived to be particularly important for protecting wildlife and
encouraging biodiversity

•

the importance of community involvement in the management of natural and
semi natural open space was also emphasised by residents.
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Existing natural and semi natural open space in Northampton
5.14

There are a significant number of natural areas in the borough (111 sites). In addition
there are a number of Local Wildlife Sites (LWS), some of which are within the
borough, along with one site of special scientific interest (SSSI) and six designated
Local Nature Reserves.

5.15

The SSSI, LNRs and some of the LWSs have not been audited and assessed partly
due to size, partly due to access and also because some fall outside settlement
boundaries. Although these sites are excluded from quantity calculations, they are
taken into consideration when applying the standards and when making the
recommendations for this typology.

5.16

The overall level of provision of natural and semi-natural areas is 659.88 hectares.
This equates to 2.52 hectares per 1,000 population, which is more than English
Nature standards of 2 hectares per 1,000 population.

5.17

The household survey highlights a number of ‘strategic’ sites that are highly valued
and well used in the borough, examples include:
•

•
5.18

Bradlaugh Fields integral to which:
-

Bradlaugh Scrub Fields Local Nature Reserve

-

Bradlaugh Hills & Hollows Local Nature Reserve

-

Bradlaugh – Quarry Field

Kingsthorpe Local Nature Reserve.

All of these sites are managed as Nature Reserves by the Wildlife Trust for
Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, Northamptonshire and Peterborough.
Quantity
Current position

5.19

The provision of natural and semi natural open space in the borough is summarised
in Table 5.1.
Table 5.1 – Provision of natural and semi natural open space in Northampton
Analysis areas

Current
provision

Number
of sites

Smallest site
(hectares)

Largest site
(Hectares)

Analysis area 1

17.78

8

0.16

7.22

Analysis area 2

224.56

27

0.06

87.43

Analysis area 3

251.03

35

0.10

116.34

Analysis area 4

166.37

40

0.08

33.53

Overall

659.74

110

0.06

116.34
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5.20

The key issues emerging from Table 5.1 and consultations relating to the quantity of
natural and semi natural open space are as follows:
•

there is a total of 659.74 hectares of natural and semi natural open space in
the borough. The size of sites is however wide ranging, varying from 0.06
hectares (site ID 793 Heath Green NSN) to 116.14 hectares (site ID 1723
Hardingstone Dyke Floodplain)

•

nearly half of all residents suggested that the quantity of natural and semi
natural open space was sufficient. Findings within the four geographical areas
were consistent with the borough wide results although residents of East and
West Hunsbury in particular felt they were well provided for in terms of local
natural and semi natural open space

•

the highest quantity of natural open space (251.03 hectares) and provision
per 1000 population is found in Analysis area 3. Analysis area one contains
lower quantities of provision than all other areas.

Setting provision standards
5.21

The recommended local quantity standard for natural and semi natural open space
has been derived from the assessment of local needs and analysis of the audit of
provision and is summarised below.

5.22

In light of the need to set realistic and achievable standards, sites over 37ha in size
have been excluded from calculations due to their capacity to skew figures.
Specifically those sites that have been excluded are:

5.23

•

Brackmills NSN 1 (site ID 1099 Analysis area 3) – 60.44 hectares

•

Duston Mill Reservoir (site ID 359 Analysis area 2) - 77.5 hectares

•

Kingsthorpe NSN (site ID 620 Analysis area 2) - 87.43 hectares

•

Flood Plain NSN (site ID 1723 Analysis area 3) - 116.34 hectares.

Existing provision is therefore equivalent to 1.57 hectares per 1000 population.
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Quantity standard (Please also see Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

1.57 hectares per 1000 population

1.57 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
The overall consensus across the borough is that the level of provision is about
right (44%) compared to 32% stating they felt there was not enough natural
areas.
Due to the incidental nature of this type of open space, the fact that natural
areas are within other typologies (ie parks and gardens for the purposes of this
PPG17 study) and the limited opportunities for new provision, a borough wide
standard of 1.57 hectares per 1000 population has been set.
The recommended standard (which should be viewed as a minimum level of
provision) has been set in line with the current provision. This standard will
therefore protect existing levels of provision, without placing onerous demands
for new provision.
In order to ensure that the standards are realistic and achievable, and
represent a level of provision that can realistically be replicated, large sites
over 37 ha which skew the overall levels of provision have been excluded from
calculation.

Quality
Current position
5.24

The quality of existing natural and semi natural open space was assessed through
site visits and is summarised in Table 5.2 below.

Highest quality
sites

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Range of quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Table 5.2 – Quality of natural and semi natural open space in Northampton

Analysis area 1

60 – 90

72

St Andrews Road NSN

Lyncroft Way NSN

Analysis area 2

56 – 87

69

Heath Green NSN

Kingsthorpe NSN

Analysis area 3

53 – 90

67

Wooldale Road NSN

Flood Plain NSN

Analysis area 4

46 – 90

67

Ecton Park Road NSN

Museum Way NSN

Overall

46 – 90

68
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5.25

The key issues emerging from Table 5.2 and consultation relating to the quality of
natural and semi natural open space are as follows:
•

the average quality score of a natural or semi natural open space in
Northampton is 68%

•

consultations indicated that the quality of natural and semi natural open space
is varied. Lings Wood was identified as an example of good practice, which is
well used by local residents in addition to offering valuable habitats for
wildlife. Kingsthorpe Local Nature Reserve was also perceived to be well
used and of good quality

•

the perception of the varied quality of natural and semi natural open space is
supported by site assessment findings, with quality scores ranging from 46% 90%

•

a number of residents commented on the value of the local wildlife sites and
the importance of the preservation of these amenities

•

Bradlaugh Fields is one of the most popular sites in the borough. This was
cited as a valued green space by children and young people, both at the
youth forum and also as part of the IT for young people questionnaire

•

litter was highlighted as being a significant problem by 44% of users
responding to the household survey. This view was also supported by
residents attending the drop in sessions, who added that fly-tipping and dog
fouling were also significant problems.

5.26

The Wildlife Trust undertakes a significant amount of work in Northampton and
manages a number of high quality sites. Furthermore, there is a good level of
community involvement in the management of natural and semi natural open space,
highlighted through the local pockets park scheme.

5.27

Partnership working and encouraging community involvement was seen as a key to
achieving a network of high quality natural and semi natural open space in the
borough.
Setting provision standards

5.28

The recommended local quality standard for natural and semi natural open space is
summarised overleaf.

5.29

The quality vision has been derived directly from the aspirations of local residents
identified during consultation. There are no definitive national or local quality
standards for natural / semi natural space where official designations (e.g. Local
Nature Reserves) are not applied. User aspirations, from the household survey, for
natural and semi-natural sites in Northampton were clean and litter free, natural and
water features, including nature conservation areas. Adequate lighting and reputation
of area were the two highest rated aspirations for the safety of natural areas. These
key quality factors alongside other consultations have been the basis of the
recommendation for natural and semi-natural provision.
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Quality vision (Please also see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A spacious, clean and litter free site with clear pathways and natural features
including vegetation, ponds and flowers that encourage wildlife conservation,
biodiversity, environmental education and awareness and act as opportunities for
increased exercise and the improved mental health of residents.”

5.30

Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for natural and semi natural open spaces, converting the
key factors of the vision into an expected score against the site assessment matrix
used and consequently providing a minimum quality benchmark.

5.31

It is important to set a benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of
natural and semi natural spaces within Northampton can be assessed. This standard
can also serve to guide improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality
threshold rating at each site.

5.32

The key points that link the quality vision and site assessments for natural and seminatural open spaces are the provision of a spacious, clean and litter free site, with
clear pathways, ranger presence and natural features that encourage wildlife
conservation, biodiversity and environmental education and awareness and where
appropriate ancillary accommodation.

5.33

A quality vision percentage of 75% has been set, which is intended as an aspirational
benchmark for the natural and semi natural open space sites in Northampton.
Accessibility
Setting provision standards

5.34

The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing an
opportunity for people to use the site. The recommended local standard is set in the
form of a distance threshold and is derived directly from the findings of the local
consultations. A walk time standard has been set, reflecting the aspirations of local
residents of Northampton.

5.35

Consultation and analysis has shown that the key issues with regards accessibility
are:
•

overall, 46% of residents would prefer to walk to this type of open space,
although 36% stated that they would prefer to drive. Current user patterns
reflect this, with 51% of respondents who use natural and semi natural open
spaces most frequently currently walk

•

the most common travel time expected by residents was 10 minutes. 67% of
current users travel for up to 10 minutes to access a natural or semi natural
open space

•

respondents to the IT young peoples survey highlighted walking as the
preferred mode of travel when accessing a natural or semi natural open
space

•

consultation with the Wildlife Trust and Countryside Agency (now Natural
England) reinforced the importance of increasing access to existing provision.
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5.36

The recommended local accessibility standards for natural and semi natural open
space is summarised below.
Accessibility standard (Please see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
15 minute walk time (720m)
Justification
It is recommended that a standard for provision on foot should be set. This is
reflective of the current behaviour patterns, in addition to the preferred mode of
transport highlighted within the household survey.
A 15 minute walk time has been recommended in light of the high satisfaction of
current users with access to this type of open space on foot (90% satisfied or very
satisfied). A wider catchment area is also reflective of the urban nature of
Northampton Borough. Improvements to the green infrastructure and the removal
of barriers to access at Natural and Semi Natural sites will also increase access of
this typology within the borough It is accepted that residents are willing to walk
further to certain spaces.

Applying provision standards
5.37

The application of the recommended quantity, quality and accessibility standards is
essential in understanding the existing distribution of natural and semi natural open
space and identifying areas where provision is insufficient to meet local need.

5.38

The application of the local quantity standard for each area is set out in Table 5.3
overleaf. As well as determining areas of surplus and deficiency, the application of
the quantity standard will also guide expectations as to the minimum size of
settlement where natural or semi natural provision should be provided. This will be
returned to later in this section.

5.39

Table 5.3 overleaf excludes the following sites from the application of the quantity
standards:
•

Brackmills NSN 1 (site ID 1099 Analysis area 3) – 60.44 hectares

•

Duston Mill Reservoir (site ID 359 Analysis area 2) - 77.5 hectares

•

Kingsthorpe NSN (site ID 620 Analysis area 2) - 87.43 hectares

•

Flood Plain NSN (site ID 1723 Analysis area 3) - 116.34 hectares.

5.40

Although these sites have been excluded from the application of the quantity
standards they are included later in the section, when considering the key priorities in
each area of the borough.

5.41

The application of this standard is relevant within all areas except within the town
centre part of analysis area 1. In this area, the Council is committed to maintaining
the quantity of existing natural and semi natural open space.

5.42

The quantity standard enables the identification of areas that do not meet the
minimum quantitative provision, whilst the accessibility standard identifies those
areas where there are shortfalls.
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5.43

(1.57 hectares per
1000 population)

Future balanced
against local
standard (2026)

(1.57 hectares per
1000 population)

Current balanced
against local
standard (2009)

Analysis areas

Table 5.3 – Application of the quantity standard (excludes sites omitted from
standard setting)

Analysis area 1

-26.20

-38.88

Analysis area 2

-46.51

-77.10

Analysis area 3

27.94

14.59

Analysis area 4

44.36

9.18

Overall

-0.41

-92.21

Table 5.3 indicates the following:
•

overall, the provision of natural and semi natural open space is insufficient to
meet demand. Only within Analysis areas 3 and 4 is the provision of natural
and semi natural open space sufficient to meet demand. These areas also
contain a higher quantity of parks and amenity green space

•

the greatest current and expected future shortfalls are found in Analysis area
2

•

projecting this forward to 2026, the level of existing provision across the study
area reduces to 1.22 ha per 1,000 population. The projected increase in
population will not increase the number of analysis areas that have a shortfall,
however it will further exuberate the problem of the shortfall in those analysis
areas not meeting the minimum standard, if new provision is not provided.
Appendix H1 shows the full calculations for the quantitative supply of open
spaces in the borough now and indicatively for 2026.

5.44

The application of the local accessibility standard for natural and semi natural open
space is illustrated in Map 5.1 overleaf. This map indicates a high level of provision
that is generally equally spread across the borough. The red point data highlights the
six LNRs and one SSSI within the CCborough.

5.45

The green point data illustrates the distribution of Pocket Parks in Northampton for
which there are six: Blackthorn Pocket Park, Boughton Lane Pocket Park, Great
Billing Pocket Park, Rectory Farm Pocket Park, Kingsthorpe New Churchyard Pocket
Park and Spring Borough Pocket Park.

5.46

It can be seen that there are few deficiencies in provision and almost all residents
have access to at least one natural open space within the recommended 15 minute
catchment area.
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Map 5.1 – Accessibility of natural and semi natural open space in Northampton
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The future delivery of natural and semi natural open space across
Northampton
5.47

The remainder of this section outlines the key priorities for the delivery of natural and
semi natural open space across Northampton in terms of quality, quantity and
accessibility and then highlights specific issues for each area of the borough which
arise as a result of the application of the local standards.

5.48

The key priorities have been derived from the main themes arising from consultation,
as well as the analysis of existing provision and the application of the standards.

5.49

Specifically, the key priorities consider:
•

the protection of natural and semi natural open space

•

the quality of natural and semi natural open space

•

increasing access to natural and semi natural open space.

Protection existing natural and semi natural open space
5.50

Natural and semi natural open space in Northampton is considered to be particularly
valuable to local residents. 94% of respondents to the household survey felt natural
and semi natural open space is important to the borough and 43% of residents
indicated that they use this type of open space at least once a week.

5.51

The need to protect this type of open space from development was emphasised
throughout consultation and consultees highlighted the value of local nature areas
and larger strategic sites in the borough. The wider benefits of this type of open
space, particularly in terms of protecting wildlife and encouraging biodiversity were
also recognised.

5.52

There are a number of policies within the Local Plan that protect natural open space
from development. Policies E1, E7, E9, E17 and E18 all identify that planning
permission will not be granted if the development has a detrimental impact on the
nature conservation and value of the site (including SSSIs, LNRs and LWSs). Policy
E2 and E10 are specific policies within the Local Plan that detail protection over
development alongside the River Nene and hedgerows, trees and woodland areas
within the borough. Policy E17 and E18 detail the protection of areas of land that
have nature conservation value.

5.53

The local quantity standard has been set at the existing level of provision. This
places an emphasis on improving the quality of natural open spaces. In light of the
importance of these sites to local residents, consideration should be given to the
protection of these sites from development. Protection should extend to all natural
and semi natural sites including those of value in terms of wildlife and biodiversity
(identified in most cases as Local or Potential Wildlife Sites).
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NSN1

In light of the importance of natural open spaces, allocate
all natural open spaces as protected open space through
the Local Development Framework.
This should include natural and semi natural open spaces
that are of wildlife benefit as well as recreational natural
and semi natural open spaces. Sites should only be lost to
development if exception criteria (set out in policy within
the LDF) are met.

Quality of natural and semi natural open space
5.54

Enhancing the quality of existing natural and semi natural open space was perceived
to be more important than increasing the provision of this type of open space.

5.55

Consultation demonstrated a varied view regarding the quality of natural and semi
natural open space. Although sites such as Lings Wood were perceived to be good
quality, litter, fly tipping and dog fouling were identified as problems experienced by
users of this type of open space. The safety of this type of open space was also
deemed to be particularly important to residents.

5.56

Site assessments reveal that the quality of natural and semi natural open space is
generally average, with the average quality score of a site being 68%. However, the
quality of sites is varied, with sites scores ranging from 46% - 90%.

5.57

The provision of high quality natural and semi natural open space will be important
from both a recreational and environmental perspective. The Council should seek to
enhance the quality of natural and semi natural open space in the borough, using the
findings from site assessment to identify priorities for improvement.
Quality benchmarking

5.58

The application of the quality-benchmarking standard (set at a score of 75%)
provides an indication of the desired level of quality at each natural site. It enables a
comparison of sites across the borough and highlights sites that currently meet the
visionary standard and those sites falling significantly below and consequently
suggests where improvement is required. A full list of site scores can be found in
Appendix L. The 5 highest and 5 lowest scoring sites are highlighted in Figure 5.1
overleaf.
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and above

90%

Very good

Figure 5.1 – The highest quality and lowest quality natural and semi natural
open spaces in Northampton
Lyncroft Way NSN (site 1313) – 90%
Museum Way NSN (site 1725) – 90%
Flood Plain NSN (site 1723) – 90%

70%
to
89%

Good

Kingsthorpe NSN (site 620) – 87%
Nene Greenspace (site 668) – 87%
Duston Wildes Open Space (site 291) – 86%

50%
to
69%

Average

Hunsbury Hill Centre (site 1121) – 53%

75%

Wooldale Road NSN (site 1104) – 53%
Lings Park NSN (site 1681) – 51%
Broughton Lane Linear Open Space (site 388) – 50%

30%
to
49%
29% or below

Very poor

Poor

Ecton Park Road NASN (site 396) – 46%

5.59

There are twenty five natural and semi natural sites that meet the quality benchmark.
In particular there are three sites which are considered very good with a score of
90%. The majority of the sites are considered average with just one site, Ecton Park
Road NSN (site 396) with a score of 46%, which is considered poor. There are no
sites considered very poor.

5.60

Despite the high quality of the above sites, all achieve relatively low scores in terms
of accessibility. Sites which are poor in terms of accessibility may be of limited value
to the general public and access should therefore be improved. However, some sites
of high nature conservation value may not be appropriate for extensive access
improvements on site.

5.61

Appendix O contains full details of the value of each site in terms of overall quality,
quantity and accessibility.

5.62

The quality of natural and semi natural open space in the borough is illustrated in
Map 5.2 overleaf.

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 69

SECTION 5 – NATURAL AND SEMI NATURAL OPEN SPACE
Map 5.2 – Quality of natural and semi natural open space in
Northampton
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NSN2

Seek to enhance the quality of natural and semi natural
open space in the borough.
Use the findings from site assessments and the quality
vision to identify priorities for improvement. Key priorities
are likely to include improvements to raise the perceived
safety of sites. Improvements to access routes will also be
required.

5.63

Consultation indicated the importance of protecting wildlife and increasing
biodiversity. The importance of the balance between biodiversity and recreation was
also reflected in stakeholder interviews and in local strategic documents. It is
therefore important to ensure that promotion of recreational opportunities on site is
balanced with the wider functions of the site and that recreation.
NSN3

Support and implement the priorities of the Biodiversity
Action Plan. This may include encouraging the use of
sustainable and sympathetic management techniques and
active conservation management. This should also include
the development and adoption of further local nature
reserves and support for Northamptonshire County
Councils Pocket Park Scheme
The impact of recreation on sites of high biodiversity value
should be monitored.

Increasing access to natural and semi natural open space
5.64

Access to natural and semi natural open space was identified as a key issue
throughout consultation. Local residents identified the importance of increasing
access to this type of open space and this was reinforced by the Wildlife Trust.

5.65

Key issues regarding access to natural and semi natural open space were as follows:
•

poor quality sites are difficult to access due to litter, dog fouling and fly tipping

•

having to pay for parking at some natural sites is a deterrent.

5.66

Site assessments reveal that access to natural and semi natural open space is below
average. Even where the quality of sites is high, low accessibility means that they are
of limited recreational value to residents, although are still valuable in terms of the
habitats that they offer. 19 sites achieved scores below 40% on the accessibility
assessment. Full details of the value of each site are set out in Appendix O.

5.67

As well as site specific improvements (such as signage and visibility of the entrance)
the improvement of the sustainable movement network will be key to increasing
access to natural and semi natural open space in the borough. The enhancement of
these routes will improve linkages and ultimately contribute to the development of
sustainable communities. Increased awareness of natural and semi natural open
space is also of particular importance for natural open space if they are to be well
used.
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NSN4

Improve access to natural and semi natural open space.
Focus on improving the sustainable movement network
through the creation of linkages between sites as well as
addressing site specific access issues.

Determining the priorities in each area of the borough
5.68

In order to identify geographical areas of priority and those areas where there is
potential unmet demand, we apply both the quantity and accessibility standards
together.

5.69

The quantity standards identify whether areas are quantitatively above or below the
recommended minimum standard; and the accessibility standards will help to
determine where those deficiencies are of high importance. The quality of existing
provision is also of paramount importance, particularly in light of the emphasis on
quality evident during local consultations.
Analysis area 1

5.70

Application of the quantity standard indicates that there is insufficient provision, with
there being a current shortfall of 26.60 hectares. Although there is a large
quantitative shortfall, accessibility mapping indicates that nearly all residents have
access to a natural or semi natural open space within the recommended 15 minute
walk time. Only a small number of residents in the north east of the analysis area do
not have access to a natural or semi natural open space.

5.71

Although residents in the north east of the area do not have access to a natural or
semi natural open space they do have access to parks, namely the Racecourse and
Abington Park.

5.72

Abington Park contains a wide range of facilities including natural open space. This is
in the form of woodland and lakes and therefore fulfils the role of natural open space
provision for the immediate area. This further emphasises the importance of Abington
Park in the green infrastructure of Northampton.

5.73

The quality of natural and semi natural open space in analysis area 1 is average, with
the average score achieved being 72%. In consideration of the low number of sites in
the area, qualitative enhancements should be prioritised. Barnes Meadow (site ID
263) and Berkeley Close NSN (site ID 400) are the poorest quality sites in this area.
Appendix L and P contain details of the value and quality of sites.

5.74

There are few issues with specific access to sites in Area 1. Lyncroft Way NSN (site
ID 1313) is the only site to achieve the quality benchmark, but is also the only site to
be considered poor in accessibility terms.

5.75

Through the green infrastructure and sustainable movement network study a number
of key routes which run through the area can be identified. These routes should be
improved to increase access to natural and semi natural open space in the area for
humans as well as to promote wildlife movement. Habitat connectivity should be
provided along the corridors identified in the Northampton Landscape Sensitivity and
GI Study.

5.76

Longer term, in the event of population growth, additional provision may be required.
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Key issue
Residents in the north east of the area
do not have access to a natural open
space.

Recommendation
Abington Park provides informal natural
open space and therefore no action is
required.

Four sites in the area achieved a quality
score in line with the recommended
75%.

Seek to enhance the quality of natural and
semi natural open space in the area, striving
to achieve the recommended quality score
of 75%. Use the findings of the site visits to
identify priorities for improvement. Barnes
Meadow (site ID 263) and Berkeley Close
NSN (site ID 400) are the poorest quality
sites in this area. Additionally, despite the
quality of Lyncroft Way NSN (site ID 1313)
access improvements are required.

The green infrastructure and sustainable
movement network identifies a number
of key routes in the area.

Protect and develop green infrastructure and
sustainable movement network routes to
increase access to natural and semi natural
open space.

Analysis area 2
5.77

Although quantitative analysis indicates that provision is below the recommended
minimum standard, application of the accessibility standard illustrates that nearly all
residents are within the recommended catchment of a natural or semi natural open
space.

5.78

Kingsthorpe NSN and Duston Mill Reservoir have been excluded from quantity
calculations due to their size. The presence of these sites means that in reality,
supply is sufficient to meet demand.

5.79

The average quality of natural and semi natural open space in this area of the
borough is 67%. Eight sites achieved a score of 60% or below. This highlights the
need for significant qualitative enhancements in the area. Appendix L and P contain
details of the value and quality of sites.

5.80

Longer term, the quantitative shortfalls highlight the importance of new provision
where opportunities arise.
Key issue
Six sites in the area achieved a quality
score in line with the recommended
75% and eight sites scored 60 or
below.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of natural
and semi natural open space in the area,
striving to achieve the recommended
quality score of 75%. Use the findings
from site assessments to identify priorities
for improvement.
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Analysis area 3
5.81

Application of the accessibility standard indicates that all residents have access to a
natural or semi natural open space within the recommended 15 minute walk time.
Quantitative analysis reinforces this high level of accessibility, with current provision
exceeding the minimum standard.

5.82

The quality of existing provision in the area is average, with the average quality score
of a site being 67%. Site scores range from 54% - 90% and seven sites achieved a
quality score in line with the recommended 75%. Two sites (Wooldale road site ID
1104 and Hunsbury Hill Centre NSN site ID 1121) score below 55%. Priority should
therefore be placed on enhancing the quality of natural and semi natural open space
in the area.

5.83

Nine sites achieve a score of 40% or less with regards to their accessibility. This
suggests that there are also access issues in this area. A site which is inaccessible to
the public often has a low value and therefore improvements are generally required.
None of the sites achieving low access scores were high in terms of their quality
indicating that overall, these sites are of low value. Appendix O contains a list of the
value of all sites.

5.84

Longer term, in the event of population growth, additional provision may be required.
Key issue
Seven sites in the area achieved a
quality score in line with the
recommended 75%.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of natural and
semi natural open space in the area, striving
to achieve the recommended quality score
of 75%.

Access to natural and semi natural open
spaces is poor in this area and in
particular, nine sites achieved scores of
40% or less.

Seek to enhance access to natural and semi
natural open space in the area through site
specific improvements e.g. signage and
entrances.

Analysis area 4
5.85

Application of the quantity standard revels that there is sufficient natural and semi
natural open space. Analysis of the spatial distribution of sites reinforces this, with
nearly all residents having access to a natural or semi natural open space. Only a
small number of residents in Weston Favell, Abington and Headlands are outside the
catchment of a natural or semi natural open space (Figure 5.2).
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Figure 5.2 – Deficiencies in Weston Favell, Abington and Headlands

5.86

Although residents are outside the catchment of a natural or semi natural open space
there is an abundance of other open space in the area, including parks and amenity
green space.

5.87

Residents who are deficient in access to natural open space are however able to
reach Abington Park within the appropriate travel time, which as highlighted
previously means that new provision is not required and reinforces again the value of
Abington Park to the local community.

5.88

Although the location of Abington Park alleviates deficiencies in Weston Favell and
Abington, areas of deficiency still remain in Headlands.

5.89

Due to the high density of housing and existing open space in Headlands there is
little opportunity to increase the provision of natural open space in the locality. This
area is also deficient in other types of open space (parks and amenity spaces).
Therefore, in the short term, focus should be placed on increasing access to existing
natural and semi natural open space in Northampton. Green linkages will be
particularly important in meeting this objective.

5.90

The quality of existing provision in the study area is average, with the mean quality
score being 67%.
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5.91

Ecton Park Road Open Space (site ID 388) and Broughton Brook Linear Open Space
(site ID 396) both achieved scores of below 50%. There are few sites with access
issues in this area, with the exception of Lumbertubs Way NSN (site ID 720), which
despite a quality score of 70% achieved only a 20% for access indicating that the
overall value of the site to residents may be limited.

5.92

Longer term, in the event of population growth, additional provision may be required.
Key issue
Residents in Headlands are outside the
catchment of a natural or semi natural
open space.

Recommendation
Due to the high density of housing and
abundance of open space there is limited
opportunity to increase provision –
development of appropriate access routes to
nearby sites will therefore be of particular
importance.
In the long term, consider opportunities to
provide a new natural open space within the
Headlands area.

Eight sites in the area achieved a quality
score in line with the recommended 75%.

Seek to enhance the quality of natural and
semi natural open space in the area, striving
to achieve the recommended quality score of
75%.

Summary
5.93

111 natural and semi-natural areas have been audited across the borough. The
Pocket Parks, LWSs, LNRs, the recently designated SSSI add to this provision. This
means that as a level of provision there is more natural and semi natural space
across the borough than any other typology (with the exception of outdoor sports
facilities which is boosted by the inclusion of golf courses).

5.94

Issues relating to access and the need to enhance biodiversity were raised through
the consultation and there is a need to ensure that sites are sympathetically
managed with regards to balance between recreation and biodiversity. It is apparent
that the encouragement and management of biodiversity is poor within some natural
and semi natural open spaces and this is a priority for the further enhancements of
these types of open space.

5.95

A local quantity standard has been set at 1.57 hectares. While current provision
meets this standard, population growth will see shortfalls rise to over 90 hectares by
2026 if no additional provision is supplied.

5.96

The quality benchmark standard for natural and semi-natural areas is 75%. It is
expected that all natural areas should aspire to the 75% benchmark. Currently there
are twenty-five (out of 111) sites, which meet the quality benchmark.
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5.97

A 15 minute walking distance (720m) standard is set for the borough, based on the
analysis of the household survey.

5.98

There are few accessibility deficiencies particularly when considering the
interrelationship with other types of open space.

5.99

The provision and access to green corridors, linking these types of natural and seminatural open spaces together, will create better access to countryside. Appropriate
networks are set out in the Making the Connection - A Strategic Green Infrastructure
Framework (2006) as well as the West Northampton Landscape Sensitivity and
Green Infrastructure study (2009).

5.100 Increasing awareness of natural and semi-natural sites will be particularly important
going forward in terms of providing opportunities for increased exercise by the local
community which can assist in improving the mental health of residents.
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Amenity green space
Introduction and definition
6.1

This type of open space is most commonly found in residential areas. It includes
informal recreation spaces and green spaces in and around housing, with a primary
purpose of providing opportunities for informal activities close to home or work.
Amenity green space is also often used as a way of softening highly urban areas
through placement of green landscape.

6.2

The function of amenity spaces can overlap with that of parks and gardens and
natural areas. Amenity green space can also provide informal opportunities for
children’s play where there are no other facilities. It is important therefore to consider
the provision of amenity green spaces in the context of other types of open space.

6.3

This section relates to amenity green space and sets out the strategic context, key
findings of the consultations and recommended local standards. The standards are
then applied to evaluate the adequacy of the existing amenity green space and the
associated demand for these spaces. Standards are also applied in the context of
other open spaces with overlapping functions.
Regional and local context

6.4

The Local Plan recognises the contribution amenity greenspace makes to the quality
of life of residents in the borough. With an increasing amount of land being built
upon, retaining these amenity green spaces will enable the town’s landscaped
character to be maintained. Much of this open space type separates housing areas
and provides localised amenity value for residents. The Local Plan contains specific
policies for amenity open space in the borough. Under Policy L1 (B), open space of
established amenity and landscape value will be protected from future development.

6.5

The East Midlands Regional Plan (2009) also recognises the role of green space in
sustainable development (Policy 1).
Consultation – assessing local need

6.6

Consultation undertaken as part of the study highlighted the following key issues in
relation to amenity green space:
•

the value of amenity green space was recognised throughout consultation,
20% of people use amenity green spaces on a daily basis, while 31% don’t
use them at all. 90% of people responding to the household survey felt that
amenity greenspaces were an important type of open space, highlighting the
value of local green space from both an amenity and landscape perspective.
This was supported by local officers and external consultees
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•

other consultations provided varying viewpoints on the overall value of
amenity green spaces, with many indicating that larger sites with facilities
were more important. Children at the youth forum suggested that local
amenity open spaces were a very important and valued resource despite few
of them using them on a regular basis. 37% of young people responding to
the IT for young people survey have used amenity green space frequently.
Residents consider the village greens, classed as amenity green space in the
audit, in Great Houghton, Dallington and Hardingstone to be of high value to
the community. The provision of local amenity green spaces also clearly
offers the opportunity to increase the linkages between open spaces

•

this typology does provide a recreation value and often a meeting place and
focal point for villages and neighbourhoods. However, it is important to
recognise the secondary functions of amenity greenspace, specifically the
positive visual benefits provided by amenity greenspace.

Quantity
Current position
6.7

The current provision of amenity green space in Northampton is summarised in Table
6.1 below.

6.8

Provision per 1000
population

Largest site
(Hectares)

Smallest site
(hectares)

Number of sites

Current provision

Analysis areas

Table 6.1 – Provision of amenity green space in Northampton

Analysis area 1

18.17

22

0.03

5.13

0.65

Analysis area 2

59.26

182

0.01

4.14

0.88

Analysis area 3

91.20

63

0.02

15.36

3.09

Analysis area 4

109.38

225

0.01

15.38

1.41

Overall

278.01

492

0.01

15.38

1.37

The key issues emerging from Table 6.1 and consultations relating to the quantity of
provision of amenity green space across the borough are as follows:
•

there is an abundance of amenity green space in Northampton, with a total of
492 sites equating to 278.01 hectares. Overall, provision equates to 1.37
hectares per 1000 population

•

these sites are located across the borough, although there is an inequitable
distribution, with provision in Analysis Area 1 equalling 0.65 hectares per
1000 in comparison to 3.09 hectares per 1000 in Analysis Area 3
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•

the size of sites ranges significantly, from 0.01 (site ID 93 Eastfield HOS, site
ID 977 Kirton End AGS, site ID 1653 Linden Road AGS, site ID 79 Redruth
Close Central HOS, site ID 80 Redruth Close North HOS, site ID 528 Willow
Brook Square) to over 15 ha ( site ID 343 Lady Bridge Playing Fields and site
ID 916 Bradlaugh Fields AGS)

•

over half of the respondents to the household survey (53%) consider the
provision of amenity green space to be insufficient. The main reason given for
this response was because of a perceived lack of amenity green space in
housing developments

•

consultation identified a lack of amenity green space in the town centre. This
is supported by the actual provision, with there being significantly less
provision of amenity green space in Analysis area 1.

Setting provision standards
6.9

The recommended local quantity standard for amenity green space has been derived
from the local needs consultation and audit of provision and is summarised below.

6.10

The current provision of amenity green space is 1.37 hectares per 1000 population.
Quantity standard (Please see Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

1.37 hectares per 1000 population

1.37 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
The value of amenity green space was reinforced throughout consultation, with
residents in smaller settlements identifying amenity green space as a valuable
type of open space. The value of amenity green space from both a recreational
and visual perspective was also emphasised by Council Officers.
Overall, there were mixed views on the adequacy of the current quantity of
amenity green space across the Borough. In particular comments from
residents highlighted a lack of amenity green space in Northampton town
centre as well as the need to ensure that amenity green spaces are of high
quality to maximise the visual benefits that they offer.
Based on the consultations, it is recommended that the quantity standard is set
at the current level of provision. Setting a standard at this level will enable the
identification of areas of deficiency and also allow for the enhancement of
existing provision.

Quality
6.11

The quality of amenity green space in Northampton is summarised in Table 6.2.
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6.12

Highest quality
sites

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Range of quality
scores (%)

Table 6.2 - Quality of amenity green space in Northampton

Analysis area 1

51 – 86

65

Wellington Street

Grafton Street Memorial
Gardens

Analysis area 2

46 – 84

62

Pembroke Gardens

Westwood Nursing
Home

Analysis area 3

27 – 86

64

Martins Lane

Falmclose Road

Analysis area 4

31 – 91

61

Arbour Close

Methodist Homestead

Overall

27 – 91

61

The key issues emerging from Table 6.2 and consultation relating to the quality of
amenity green space are as follows:
•

the quality of amenity green space in the borough is generally average, with
the average quality score of a site being 61%. However, the quality of sites is
varied, with site scores ranging from 27% - 91%

•

the quality of amenity green space was perceived to be average by residents.
Consultation highlighted that poor quality sites were perceived to be of little
value and detrimental to the character of an area

•

the majority of concerns surrounding amenity green space focus on misuse,
particularly from young people. It was felt at this point that amenity green
space ceases to be of value and is detrimental to the overall quality of the
area. The Gouldon's Estate in Weston Favell was highlighted of a particular
example of this as the green spaces in this area suffer from anti-social
behaviour

•

respondents to the household survey recognised litter as being the most
significant problem (48%) and dog fouling as being a minor problem. The two
highest rated aspirations were clean, litter free and well-kept grass,
reinforcing that for the space to be of value to the local community, it must be
aesthetically pleasing.
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Setting provision standards
6.13

The recommended local quality standard for amenity green space is summarised
overleaf. Full justifications and consultation relating to the quality of provision for the
local standard is provided within Appendix I.

6.14

The quality vision has been derived directly from the aspirations of local residents
identified during consultation. There are currently no national or local quality
standards for this type of open space. However user aspirations, from the household
survey, for amenity greenspaces in Northampton were clean and litter free, with well
kept grass and natural features, and provision of seating and dog walking facilities.
These key quality factors alongside other consultations have been the basis of the
recommendation for amenity greenspace.
Quality vision (Please see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A clean and well-maintained amenity greenspace site with well-kept grass and
nature features where appropriate, which has appropriate ancillary accommodation
(seating and dog walking facilities). Sites should contain strategic landscaping
ensuring the site provides not just an amenity benefit, but wider benefits of
enhancing the environment around it.”

6.15

Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for parks and gardens, converting the key factors of the
vision into an expected score against the site assessment matrix used and
consequently providing a minimum quality benchmark.

6.16

It is important to set a benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of
parks and gardens within Northampton can be assessed. This standard can also
serve to guide improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality threshold
rating at each site.

6.17

For amenity greenspaces, the key points that link the quality vision and site
assessments are the provision of a welcoming, clean and litter free site, well
maintained, well kept grass and landscaping and ancillary accommodation (including
seating and dog walking facilities).

6.18

A quality vision percentage of 66% has been set, which is intended as an aspirational
benchmark for the amenity green space sites in Northampton.
Accessibility
Setting provision standards

6.19

The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing an
opportunity for people to use the site. The recommended local standard is set in the
form of a distance threshold and is derived directly from the findings of the local
consultations.

6.20

The application of the standard can assist in highlighting areas of deficiency, as well
as ensuring that any new provision is placed in priority areas that are outside the
recommended local accessibility catchment.
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6.21

From the analysis of the household survey and IT young people survey, walking was
the most preferred method of transport to this type of the open space, with the
calculated travel time being 5 minutes, which is applied to the whole of the borough.

6.22

The recommended local accessibility standards for amenity green space is
summarised below.
Accessibility standard (Please see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
5 minute walk time (240m)
Justification
A clear preference for walking to amenity green space is portrayed by both current
and expected users.
A 5 minute walk time has been recommended in line with the modal response and
the current travel time experienced by current users. This standard reflects the
expectation that amenity green space is provided in close proximity to the home.

6.23

A straight-line distance of 240m has been used rather than the pedestrian distance of
400m. This is based on PMP’s average walking distances and uses a factoring
reduction of 40% to account for the fact that people do not walk in a straight line to
access their open space facilities. This 40% factoring is based on the Fields in Trust
(formerly National Playing Fields Association) Six Acre Standard, which has been
worked out from a trial of 4-14 year olds and the distance they travelled. It is
recognised that this typology is not a specific facility for children however the
factoring is applied to ensure consistency with other typologies and so that they are
accessible to all.
Applying provision standards

6.24

The application of the recommended quantity, quality and accessibility standards is
essential in understanding the existing distribution of amenity green space and
identifying areas where provision is insufficient to meet local need.

6.25

The application of the local quantity standard for each area is set out in Table 6.3
overleaf.
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6.26

(1.37 hectares per
1000 population)

Future balanced
against local
standard

(1.37 hectares per
1000 population)

Current balanced
against local
standard

Analysis areas

Table 6.3 – Application of the quantity standard

Analysis area 1

-20.21

-31.27

Analysis area 2

-33.36

-60.06

Analysis area 3

50.79

39.14

Analysis area 4

2.91

-27.78

Overall

0.14

-79.97

Table 6.3 indicates that:
•

the current quantity of amenity space is almost sufficient to meet the minimum
standard. Analysis Area three and four exceed the minimum level of provision

•

projecting this forward to 2026, the level of existing provision across the study
area falls significantly. This increase in population will not increase the
number of analysis areas that have a shortfall, however will increase the
deficit in areas of shortfall. Appendix H1 shows the full calculations for the
quantitative supply of open spaces in the borough.

•

the highest shortfalls in both the current and future scenarios are found in
Area 2.

6.27

The application of the accessibility standard is illustrated in Map 6.1 overleaf. The
provision of amenity green space in relation to the location of parks and gardens can
be seen in Map 6.2.

6.28

Amenity green space provides more localised and informal play opportunities for
residents than parks (where the recommended catchment is a 10 minute walk time).
Where parks are provided within a 5 minute catchment (the recommended distance
threshold for amenity green space) they negate the need for further provision of
amenity green space (as a higher order facility they provide a greater range of
facilities) as they fulfil similar roles. Map 6.2 therefore illustrates the catchment of
parks as 5 minutes, in order to demonstrate how these sites fulfil the role of amenity
space in some parts of the borough.
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Map 6.1 – Accessibility of amenity green space in Northampton
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Map 6.2 – Accessibility of amenity green space and parks and gardens in
Northampton
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6.29

6.30

Map 6.1 indicates that:
•

there is an even distribution of amenity green space in Northampton and
despite the quantitative shortfalls, the majority of residents have access to
amenity green space within the recommended 5 minute walk time

•

areas of deficiency are evident in the north and centre of Analysis area 4 and
north of Analysis area 1

•

the central town area is showing deficiencies, however it must be noted that
many of these areas are not made up of residential areas but are providing
for retail and industry and so therefore this is less relevant

•

despite the fairly even distribution, there are many sites serving overlapping
catchment areas.

When considering the provision of amenity green space in the context of parks and
gardens (Map 6.2) nearly all residents have access to at least one of these types of
open space within a 5 minute walk time.
The future delivery of amenity green space across Northampton

6.31

The remainder of this section summarises the key priorities for amenity green spaces
and then highlights specific issues for each area, which arise as a result of the
application of the local standards.

6.32

Specifically, the key priorities consider:
•

the quality of amenity green space

•

the role of amenity green space in providing opportunities for children and
young people.

Quality of amenity green space
6.33

Consultation highlighted the importance of the quality of amenity green spaces, with
this type of open space only perceived to be valuable if it is well maintained.

6.34

The need to enhance the quality of amenity green space was regularly highlighted
throughout consultation. Respondents to the household survey recognised litter as
being the most significant problem (48%) and dog fouling as being a minor problem.
The two highest rated aspirations were clean, litter free and well-kept grass,
reinforcing that for the space to be of value to the local community and it must be
aesthetically pleasing.

6.35

Site assessments indicate that the quality of amenity green space generally average,
with the average quality score of a site being 61%. The quality of amenity green
space is lower in comparison to other types of open space in the borough and this is
reflected in the quality benchmark of 66%.

6.36

The provision of high quality amenity green space will be important in providing local
residents with access to informal recreation opportunities. Therefore, in light of the
importance of the quality of this type of open space, the Council should seek to
enhance the quality of amenity green space in the borough.
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Quality benchmarking
6.37

The application of the quality benchmarking standard (set at a score of 66% on the
site assessment for amenity greenspaces) provides an indication of the desired level
of quality at each site and enables a comparison of sites across the borough.

6.38

As described in Appendix K, it highlights sites, which currently meet the visionary
standard, and those sites falling significantly below and consequently where
improvement maybe required. A full list of site scores can be found in Appendix L.
The 5 highest and 5 lowest scoring sites are highlighted in Figure 6.1 below.

and above

90%

Very good

Figure 6.1 – The highest and lowest quality scores of amenity green space in
Northampton
Methodist Homestead (site 1317) – 91%
Bethany Homestead (site 1316) – 91%

70%
to
89%

Good

The Priory AGS (site 1700) – 87%
St Johns Walk AGS (site 1671) – 86%

66%

50%
to
69%

Average

Farmclose Road AGS (site 1784) – 86%

30%
to
49%

Poor

Overleys Court HOS (site 198) – 40%
Saddlers Square AGS (site 611) – 36%
Bitten Court HSO (site 145) – 35%
Arbour Court HOS (site 144) – 31%

29%
or Below

Very poor

Martins Lane (site 1758) – 27%

6.39

There are a number of sites that meet the quality benchmark for amenity
greenspaces. All the sites that meet the benchmark are not shown in the table but
the site list with scores in Appendix L show those, which although not listed, still meet
the quality benchmark.

6.40

The quality of amenity green space in Northampton is illustrated in Map 6.3 overleaf.
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Map 6.3 – Quality of amenity green space in Northampton
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6.41

Appendix O contains full details of the value of each site in terms of overall quality,
quantity and accessibility.
AGS1

Seek to improve the quality of amenity green spaces.
Priorities for improvement should be given to areas where
amenity spaces provide the only informal recreational
opportunity and should be informed by the findings of the
site assessments.

Role of amenity green space in providing opportunities for children and young
people
6.42

Amenity green space is a particularly valuable type of open space for children and
young people in Northampton. Children at the youth forum suggested that local
amenity open spaces were a very important and 37% of respondents to the IT young
people’s survey indicated that they use amenity green space frequently.

6.43

Amenity green space can play an important role in providing informal recreation
opportunities for children and young people and providing them with a place to meet
and socialise with friends.

6.44

Consultation with key stakeholders and officers reinforce the overlap between
amenity spaces and provision for children and young people. In some instances,
specific facilities for young people may not be required if appropriately located
amenity space is provided as amenity green space offers a place for young people to
meet and ‘hang out’ with friends.

6.45

Recent Play England guidance (Design for Play 2008, Play for a Change 2008 and
Managing Risk in Play 2008) highlights the importance of providing challenging and
diverse play opportunities and focuses on natural environments, rather than the
traditional play area. This will be returned to in section seven (Provision for Children
and Young people) in more detail. It must however be acknowledged that amenity
space can play a key role in the provision of appropriate play opportunities for both
children and young people. This should be taken into account when designing
amenity spaces and the value of amenity spaces should be considered in the context
of the formal and informal play opportunities that they provide.
AGS2

Consider the role of amenity spaces in the provision of play
opportunities when evaluating current and future value of
these facilities. Ensure that this is taken into account as
part of the design of these facilities.

Determining the priorities in each area of the borough
6.46

When considering the application of the accessibility standards, as well as the
interrelationship between amenity green space and other open space types, it is
clear that in the shorter term, the priorities focus around improvement of the quality of
existing sites in most areas.

6.47

The application of the quantity standard does however highlight the impact of the
projected population growth, illustrating the need to plan immediately for new
residents and to provide amenity spaces as part of new development.
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AGS3

6.48

Provide amenity green spaces as part of new
development. In light of consultation findings, ensure that
spaces are appropriately designed with functionality in
mind.

The most appropriate short and long term priorities for each of the analysis areas in
the borough are therefore discussed taking into account the relationship between
quality, quantity and accessibility.
Analysis Area 1

6.49

Application of the quantity standard indicates that there is currently a large shortfall of
amenity green space in the area (20.21 hectares). This is unsurprising considering
the urban nature and the town centre being located in this Analysis area.

6.50

Despite quantitative shortfalls, accessibility mapping indicates that the majority of
residents do have access to an amenity green space within a 5 minute walk time.
This suggests that while the distribution of facilities is even, sites are small in relation
to the size of the population. The only key area of deficiency is evident in the north of
the town centre.

6.51

When amalgamating the provision of amenity green space and parks and gardens
nearly all residents have access to at least one of these types of open space within
the accessibility standard walk time of 5 minutes. Only a number of residents in
Abington are outside the catchment of an amenity green space or a park within a five
minute walk time (Figure 6.2.). Parks only negate the need for amenity space where
they are within five minutes of the home (the recommended catchment for amenity
green space).
Figure 6.2 – Deficiencies in Abington
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6.52

Although residents in Abington do not have access to an amenity green space or
park within the recommended five minute catchment the Racecourse and Abington
Park are located just outside of this recommended distance. Both parks provide a
wide range of open space types including parkland, sports facilities and natural open
space. The Racecourse and Abington Park are two of the most popular parks in
Northampton and the Racecourse in particularly stages a number of events
throughout the year.

6.53

In addition to the location of the Racecourse and Abington Park the majority of
houses in the area do have gardens, therefore reducing the need for informal open
space.

6.54

While there is an acknowledged deficiency, in light of the presence/accessibility of
these facilities, quantity should not be treated as priority. Instead, focus should be
placed on increasing access to Abington Park and the Racecourse.

6.55

In light of the importance of amenity green space to residents however, opportunities
to increase the provision of amenity green space in the area should be considered.
Any new provision should be located in areas of existing deficiency. Shortfalls when
measured against the quantitative standards also highlight the importance of
ensuring that amenity space is provided as part of new development.

6.56

There is significantly less amenity green space in Analysis area 1 in comparison to
other areas of the borough. Informal open space can play a key role in town centres,
providing residents and workers with opportunities to relax in addition to the aesthetic
value that this type of open space contributes. Ensuring the provision of high quality
amenity green space will therefore be important. Consultation highlighted the
importance of the provision of amenity space, which could also include civic space
within the town centre.

6.57

The quality of amenity green space in the area is average, with the average quality
score of a site being 65%. However, only eight sites have achieved quality scores in
line with the recommended quality vision of 66% (site ID 1331, Northampton General
Hospital AGS, site ID 264 Midsummer Meadow, site ID 1327 Narrowtoe Lane, site ID
311 St Andrews Road Open Space, site ID 1092 Nunn Mills Road AGS, site ID 368
Castle Street Open Space, site ID 1341 St Andrews Hospital AGS, site ID 372
Grafton Street Memorial Gardens).

6.58

This emphasises the need to increase the quality of amenity green space in this area
of the borough. Appendix L and P contain details of the value and quality of sites.
Key issue
Only eight sites in the area achieved a
quality score in line with the
recommended 66% level.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of amenity space
in the area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 66%. Use the
findings from the site assessments to identify
priorities for improvement.

Residents in Abington do not have access
to an amenity green space or park or
garden within a 5 minute walk time.

Improve access to Abington Park and the
Racecourse.
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Key issue
There is a large quantitative shortfall of
amenity space although overall access to
facilities is good.

Recommendation
Consider opportunities to increase the
provision of amenity green space in Abington
and in new development. Priority should be
given to qualitative improvements to areas
where residents already have good access to
amenity space.
Given that consultation highlighted a lack of
amenity space in the town centre,
opportunities to increase provision should be
taken.

Analysis area 2
6.59

The highest quantitative shortfall of amenity green space is found in Analysis area 2.
Despite this shortfall application of the accessibility standard indicates that there is a
good distribution of amenity green space in the area. Only pockets of deficiency are
found.

6.60

When amalgamating the provision of amenity green space and parks and gardens
nearly all residents have access to one of these types of open space within a 5
minute walk time. Only a small number of residents in the west of Delapre do not
have the recommended accessibility to amenity green space or park or garden
(Figure 6.3). Parks only negate the need for amenity green space where they are
within a five minute walk of the home (the recommended catchment for amenity
green space).
Figure 6.3 – Deficiencies in the west of Delapre
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6.61

Although some residents in this area of Delapre do not have access to an amenity
green space or park or garden there is an abundance of other types of open space in
the area which fulfil this function including sports facilities, allotments and natural
open space. Furthermore, Delapre Park (77.26 hectares) is the largest park in the
borough and this is located in close proximity to the area of deficiency.

6.62

Given the wide variety of opportunities, this deficiency is not of priority importance
and focus should be placed on improving linkages between this area and other types
of open space.

6.63

The quality of amenity green space in the area is generally average. However, only
36% of sites achieved a quality score in line with the recommended quality score of
66% and eight sites score below 50% (site ID 797 Pembroke Gardens, site ID 889
The Briars North HOS, site ID 1026 Bourne Crescent AGS 3, site ID 1023 Nene
Drive AGS 2, site ID 1025 Bourne Crescent AGS 2, site ID 72 Camborne Close North
HOS, site ID 79 Redruth Close Central HOS, site ID 80 Redruth Close North HOS).
Priority should therefore be given to the qualitative enhancement of amenity green
spaces. Appendix L and P contain details of the value and quality of sites.

6.64

While the distribution of amenity spaces is even, the quantitative shortfalls highlight
the importance of new provision where opportunities arise. The creation of amenity
spaces as part of new development will therefore be particularly important.
Key issue
Only 36% of sites in the area achieved a
quality score in line with the recommended
66% level.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of amenity green
space in the area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 66%.
Improvements should be informed by the findings
of the site assessments.

Residents in the west of Delapre do not have
access to an amenity green space or park
garden within a 5 minute walk time.

Improve accessibility to nearby open spaces of
different types by improving accessibility.

There is a quantitative shortfall in provision
across the area.

Seek opportunities for the provision of new
amenity spaces, particularly as part of new
development. Priority should be given to
qualitative improvements where there is already
good access to amenity space.

Analysis area 3
6.65

Analysis area 3 is the only area where the quantity of provision exceeds the minimum
standards both at the current time and taking into account the projected increases in
population. Analysis of the spatial distribution of facilities reinforces this, with nearly
all residents within the appropriate catchment for an amenity green space.

6.66

When combining the provision of parks all residents are unable to access an amenity
green space or park within a 5 minute walk time. Parks only negate the need for
amenity space where they are within a five minute catchment of the home (the
recommended standard for amenity green space).
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6.67

While the quantity of amenity green space in the area is sufficient the quality of sites
is varied with percentages ranging from 27% - 90%, the widest range of all areas of
the borough. Despite this only three sites score below 50% (site ID 1758 Martins
Lane, site ID 317 Stonepit Open Space, site ID 1107 Augusta Avenue Open Space).

6.68

Almost half of the sites in the area have a quality score below the recommended
66%. This indicates that there is opportunity for qualitative improvements in Analysis
area 3. Appendix L and P contain details of the value and quality of sites.

6.69

Despite the overall quantity of provision being sufficient in this area, new provision
may be required if the location of new development is outside of the appropriate
catchment for existing open space.
Key issue
Almost half of the sites in the area (47%)
have a quality score below the
recommended 66%.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of amenity green
space striving to achieve the recommended
quality score of 66%. Use the findings from the
site assessments to identify priorities for
improvements.

Analysis area 4
6.70

The current quantity of amenity green space is slightly above the recommended
minimum standard. Application of the accessibility standard indicates that nearly all
residents have access to an amenity green space within a 5 minute walk time. Only a
small number of residents in Parklands and Kingsley Park are outside the catchment
of an amenity green space.

6.71

Parks and gardens are located in close proximity to amenity green space and when
combining the provision of these typologies accessibility deficiencies are still evident
in Headlands (Figure 6.4). This was also raised in Section 4.
Figure 6.4 - Deficiencies in Headlands
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6.72

In consideration of the lack of amenity green space and parks and gardens in
Headlands consideration should be given to increasing the provision of amenity
greenspace in this area of the borough.

6.73

The quality of amenity green space in the analysis area is lower than in other areas
of the borough, with the average quality score of a site being 61%. 62% of sites
achieved quality scores below the recommended 66% and 16 sites scored below
50%. Focus should therefore be placed on enhancing the quality of amenity green
space in the analysis area. Appendix L and P contain details of the value and quality
of sites.

6.74

In light of quantitative deficiencies, new provision will be required as part of new
development.
Key issue
62% of sites achieved quality score below
the recommended 66%. 16 sites scored
below 50%.

Recommendation
Seek to enhance the quality of amenity green
space, striving to achieve the recommended
quality score of 66%. Use the findings from
the site assessments to identify priorities for
improvement.

Residents in Headlands, Parklands and
Kingsley Park do not have access to an
amenity green space or park or garden
within a 5 minute walk time.

Identify opportunities to increase the provision
of amenity green space in these areas.
Improve accessibility to other sites in the
area.

Summary and recommendations
6.75

492 amenity greenspace sites are located across Northampton, totalling 278.01
hectares. The size of these sites varies tremendously with the smallest site being
0.01 hectares in size eg Redruth Close (site ID 80) and the largest sites being over
15 hectares Bradlaugh Fields Amenity Green Space (site ID 916) and Ladybridge
Playing Fields site (ID 343).

6.76

The quantity standard set for amenity greenspace is 1.37 hectares per 1,000
population. Current provision for this typology is 1.37 hectares per 1,000 population.
If the quantity standard is not applied the level of existing provision will fall
significantly to 1.06 hectares per 1,000 population by 2026. This will be as a result of
the estimated population growth for the borough. Applying the standards now will
ensure the level of provision is circa 1.37 hectares per 1,000 population by 2026.

6.77

The quality benchmark standard for amenity greenspace is 66%. It is expected that
all amenity greenspaces should aspire to the 66% benchmark. Currently there are
114 sites (out of 492) sites, which meet the quality benchmark.

6.78

A 5 minute walking distance (240m) standard is set for the borough, based on the
analysis of the household surveys. As a higher order facility, where parks are located
within a five minute walk time (the standard for amenity green space) they negate the
need for the provision of additional amenity space.
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6.79

There is a good geographical distribution of amenity greenspace across the borough,
although there are pockets of deficiencies as highlighted on Map 6.1. There is scope
for some of the amenity greenspaces in areas which exceed the minimum provision
to be redesignated into more formal provision eg parks and gardens and this is
explored further in the relevant sections.

6.80

The consultation indicated that amenity greenspaces are an important provision of
open space (for all age groups), although the size of some of these sites is
problematic. Small sites prove onerous on the Council in terms of maintenance and
large spaces prove problematic with a number of young people misusing them.
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Provision for children and young people
Introduction and definition
7.1

PPG17 states that the broad objective of provision for children and young people is
to ensure that they have opportunities to interact with their peers and learn social and
movement skills within their local environment. At the same time, they must not
create nuisance for other residents or appear threatening to passers by.

7.2

This typology encompasses a vast range of provision, from small areas of green
space with a single piece of equipment to large, multi purpose play areas. It
considers equipped provision only.

7.3

PPG17 notes that categorising facilities under one umbrella often ignores the needs
of older children. Each site and range of equipment has a different purpose and often
serves a different age group and catchment. Provision of facilities for children does
not necessarily negate the need for provision for young people and vice versa.

7.4

In light of the differences between provision for children and young people, this
typology has been subdivided and provision for children and facilities for young
people have been analysed separately.

7.5

Provision for children is taken to include equipped children’s play areas and
adventure playgrounds that are perceived to cater for children under 9.

7.6

Facilities for young people serve children over the age of 8 and may include
skateparks, BMX tracks, Multi Use Games Areas and shelters as well as play areas
designed for older children.

7.7

In addition to considering the specific role that equipped provision for children and
young people fulfils, the interrelationship with other types of open spaces, including
parks and amenity areas will also be considered.

7.8

This section of the report sets out the strategic context, key findings emerging from
consultation and assessment of current provision for children and young people.
Local standards have been derived from the consultation undertaken as part of this
study and are therefore directly representative of local needs. The application of
these standards provides the Council with a number of policy options for the delivery
of facilities for young people and children.

7.9

The Building Schools for the Future (BSF) Programme looks to place schools at the
heart of their community and therefore provides facilities local to each
neighbourhood. The programme will ensure that a range of facilities are provided
which reflect the needs of the community as well as curriculum needs. Northampton
Borough Council is in Wave B of the BSF programme for Northamptonshire County
Council and this will generate improvements to the overall quality and quantity of
provision at secondary school sites across Northampton.

7.10

As the majority of schools are currently inaccessible to the community outside of
school hours play areas at these sites have not been considered as part of this
assessment.
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Strategic context
7.11

Play England, a national agency, looks to ensure that:
“All children and young people in England have regular access and opportunity for
free, inclusive, local play provision and play space”.

7.12

Play England provides guidance for the creation of appropriate play opportunities and
this is summarised below. It will be essential that new play facilities, as well as
improvements to existing facilities are designed with these principles in mind. Play
England advocates the creation of a natural play environment, meaning that
traditional facilities are not necessarily always appropriate. Instead facilities should
be tailored to their target audience and should capitalise on the natural environment
and provide a wide range of play experiences. This means that there is a greater
overlap between provision for children and young people and other types of open
space than ever before.
Guidance

Key principles

Play England
Design For Play

The strategy sets outs the principles for creating imaginative,
innovative and stimulating play spaces.
The strategy outlines the ten principles for designing successful play
spaces. Successful play spaces:

Play England
Managing Risk
In Play
Provision

•

are bespoke

•

are well located

•

make use of the natural elements

•

provide a wide range of play experiences

•

are accessible to both disabled and non-disabled children

•

meet community needs

•

allow children of different ages to play together

•

build in opportunities to experience, risk and challenge

•

are sustainable and appropriately managed

•

allow for change and evolution.

The document outlines practical ways on how risk can be managed
in play provision.
The document promotes the challenge of risk in play provision, whilst
protecting against harm and encourages the provision of more
challenging facilities rather than traditional play provision.

7.13

Planning Policy Statement 3 also highlights the need to consider the needs of
children and young people when planning new housing developments.

7.14

The Northampton Borough Council Play Strategy (2008) looks to improve the overall
quality and quantity of provision. The main objectives are to provide facilities that:
•

extend the choice and control that children have over their own play, the
freedom they enjoy and the satisfaction they gain

•

recognise the child’s need to test boundaries and respond positively to that
need
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•

manage the balance between the need to offer risk and the need to keep
children safe

•

maximise the range of play opportunities.

Consultation – assessing local need
7.15

Consultation undertaken as part of this assessment identified the following key
issues relating to provision for children and young people:
•

91% and 80% of people responding to the household survey felt that areas
for children and young people (respectively) were important, although only a
small proportion of respondents use these types of spaces at the current time.
Perhaps more surprisingly, only 2% of young people responding to the IT
Young Peoples on-line survey stated that they use play areas/youth shelters
as the type they visit most often. This may be reflective of lower levels of
provision of this type of open space

•

responses from the IT Young Peoples on-line survey indicated that children
use open spaces to, meet friends, to get some exercise and to go for a walk.
Open spaces providing a range of facilities including specific provision for
children and young people such as The Racecourse and Abington Park were
popular with young people

•

a key theme of consultations was the desire for more facilities, in particular
there was high demand for provision for young people. 70% of respondents to
the household survey indicated that there were insufficient play spaces for
children under 6 years of age and 74% felt there was a need for higher levels
of provision for young people. This amount of dissatisfaction is significantly
higher than that exhibited for other types of facility. The quantity of facilities
was also perceived to be poor by internal consultees

•

in addition to a lack of facilities for children and young people, the quality of
facilities was also identified as a key issue. Issues relating to the quantity and
quality will be returned to later in this section.

Quantity
Current position
7.16

The quantity of provision for children and young people across Northampton is
summarised in Tables 7.1 and 7.2 respectively. The Council currently provides the
majority of facilities in parks. The remaining sites are either owned or managed by
Community Groups, land and sites belonging to the Housing Association or
developer’s sites that have not been adopted by the Council.

7.17

It must be noted that this assessment considers only the provision of equipped
facilities and does not take into account other activities offered or open spaces falling
into other categories, such as amenity spaces or parks which also offer informal play
opportunities.
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Largest site
(Hectares)

Provision per 1000
population

14

0.005

0.176

0.021

Analysis area 2

1.016

36

0.004

0.098

0.015

Analysis area 3

0.238

8

0.003

0.060

0.008

Analysis area 4

1.488

30

0.004

0.474

0.019

Overall

3.335

88

0.003

0.474

0.016

7.18

Number of sites

0.593

Current provision

Analysis area 1

Analysis area

Smallest site
(hectares)

Table 7.1 – Provision of children’s play areas in Northampton

The key issues emerging from Table 7.1 and consultations relating to the quantity of
children’s play areas are as follows:
•

there is 3.34 hectares of children’s play areas split across 88 sites. The size
of sites varies from 0.0005 hectares (site ID 427 Westbury Close Play Area
and site ID 521 Camp Hill Haselrig Square Play Area) to 0.47 hectares (site
ID 440 Abington Park Play Area)

•

70% of respondents to the household survey indicated that the quantity of
children’s play areas is insufficient. The greatest level of dissatisfaction was
portrayed in Analysis area 3, where 72% of residents indicated that provision
is insufficient. This area contains the lowest number of play areas

•

play and young persons provision was a key theme at the internal
consultations. Key themes included inadequate provision of play areas in new
housing development and insufficient provision for youth in general. This was
also echoed at drop in sessions where residents in all areas indicated that
there were insufficient facilities, specifically in Hunsbury, Hardingstone,
Weston Favell and Duston. Many residents made links between a lack of
facilities for children and young people and vandalism, anti social behaviour
and misuse of other sites, indicating that a lack of specific facilities has a
negative impact on the overall quality of provision in the town

•

findings from the IT young people survey stated that the majority of young
people (60%) use parks and gardens most frequently as opposed to specific
facilities for their age group (9, 10 and 13 year olds). However of those young
people using parks 30% use them for play equipment, showing that although
young people state they don't go to play areas they are in fact using them
within the parks.
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Largest site
(Hectares)

Provision per 1000
population

2

0.035

0.046

0.003

Analysis area 2

0.608

13

0.010

0.170

0.009

Analysis area 3

0.171

6

0.004

0.056

0.006

Analysis area 4

1.042

14

0.015

0.228

0.013

Overall

1.901

35

0.004

0.228

0.009

7.19

Number of sites

0.080

Current provision

Analysis area 1

Analysis area

Smallest site
(hectares)

Table 7.2 – Provision of facilities for young people in Northampton

The key issues emerging from Table 7.2 and consultations relating to facilities for
young people are as follows:
•

there are 1.901 hectares of space dedicated to facilities for young people
across Northampton, spread out over 35 sites

•

provision is unevenly distributed with significantly lower levels of facilities in
Analysis Areas 1 and 3 where only a quarter of all facilities are located. Over
half of all provision (in hectares) is situated in Analysis Area 4

•

73% of respondents to the household survey stated that the provision of
facilities for young people is insufficient. Results within the four analysis areas
are consistent with the borough wide findings and this level of dissatisfaction
is evident even in areas where provision is highest

•

general comments from residents indicated that there is nothing for young
people in the borough to do and this results in youths gathering on the street.
The lack of facilities for young people was perceived to have a negative effect
on the quality of other open spaces in the borough

•

as highlighted above, facilities for young people was a key theme at the
internal consultations, with a key theme being insufficient provision for youth
in general. This was also echoed at drop in sessions where residents in all
areas indicated that there were insufficient facilities.
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Setting provision standards
7.20

The recommended local quantity standards have been derived from the local needs
consultation and audit of provision and are summarised overleaf.

7.21

Full justification for each of the standards is provided within Appendix H. It is evident
from consultation that the current provision of children and young people’s facilities is
similarly poor and sites like these are integrative to the development of children and
young people. Both standards therefore require increases on the current level of
provision.

7.22

Current provision for children is equivalent to 0.02 hectares per 1000 population.
There are fewer facilities for young people and provision equals 0.01 hectares per
1000.
Quantity standard – children’s play areas (Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

0.02 hectares per 1000 population

0.04 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
Separate standards for children and young people reflect the requirements by
the Council to differentiate between under 9 years of age and over 8s. There
has been a consistent theme throughout consultation of an apparent lack of
provision for both children and young people and teenagers. The standards
that have been set support an increase in existing provision for both across the
borough, however significant attention should be given to the type of
equipment provided and the age group that this is being provided for - it is
perceived that demand for facilities for young people is currently greater.
Although consultation identified a clear need for facilities it should be noted
that this has maintenance implications and a need to prevent vandalism of
facilities.
The recommended quantity standard for children’s play areas has been set at
0.04 hectares per 1000 population and this is based on the amount of sites
required to meet existing accessibility deficiencies.
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Quantity standard – facilities for young people (Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

0.01 hectares per 1000 population

0.03 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
Separate standards for children and young people reflect the requirements by
the Council to differentiate between under 9 years of age and over 8s. There
has been a consistent theme throughout consultation of an apparent lack of
provision for both children and young people and teenagers. The standards
that have been set support an increase on existing provision for both across
the borough, however significant attention should be given to the type of
equipment provided and the age group that this is being provided for - it is
perceived that demand for facilities for young people is currently greater.
Although consultation identified a clear need for facilities it should be noted
that this has maintenance implications.
The recommended quantity standard for facilities for young people has been
set at 0.03 hectares per 1000 population and this is based on the amount of
sites required to meet existing accessibility deficiencies.

Quality
Current position
7.23

The quality of children’s play areas and facilities for young people is summarised in
Tables 7.3 and 7.4.

Highest quality
sites

50 – 88

66

Elizabeth Walk Play
Area 1

Millers Meadow Play Area

20 – 75

57

Derwent Drive Play
Area

Kings Heath Play Area

49 – 76

66

Wootton Brook Park
Play Area

Grangewood Park Clannell
Road Play Area

20 – 86

54

Southfield Park Play
Area

Abington Park Play Area

20 – 88

58

Analysis area 1
Analysis area 2
Analysis area 3
Analysis area 4
Overall

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Range of quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Table 7.3 – Quality of children’s play areas
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7.24

The key issues emerging from Table 7.3 and consultation relating to the quality of
children’s play areas are as follows:
•

throughout consultation the majority of residents indicated that the quality of
play areas is poor. Site assessments revel that the quality of play areas is
below that of other types of open space with an average score of 58%. The
range of scores achieved demonstrates that the average score disguises
significant variation. The quality of facilities is higher in Analysis Areas 3 and
1

•

litter (45%) and vandalism and graffiti (39%) were identified as the most
significant problems experienced by users of children’s play areas. Anti social
behaviour and dog fouling were also perceived to be problematic

•

80% of respondents to the household survey identified a clean and litter free
site as their highest rated aspiration

•

specific sites of bad practice were highlighted at drop in sessions including
Abington Park, where it was suggested that equipment should be modernised

•

young people attending the youth forum indicated that they would like to see
good quality equipment, shelters, seating areas and litter bins at sites
designed for young people and children, again reinforcing the perceived
importance of cleanliness at sites for children and young people.

75

Woodford Street Ball
Game Area

Burleigh Road Ball
Game Area (Semilong)

40 – 75

63

Bougton Green Open
Space Play Area

Kings Heath Recreation
Ground Ball Game

55 – 68

63

Hunsbury Hill Country
Park Play Area

Blackmore Open Space
Play Area

50 – 83

69

Rillwood Court Ball
Game Area

Bellinge Fishponds
Road Ball Game Area

40 – 90

66

Analysis area 2
Analysis area 3
Analysis area 4

7.25

Highest quality
sites

60 – 90
Analysis area 1

Overall

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Range of quality
scores (%)

Table 7.4 – Quality of facilities for young people in Northampton

The key issues emerging from Table 7.3 and consultation relating to the quality of
facilities for young people are as follows:
•

throughout consultation the majority of residents indicated that the quality of
facilities for young people is poor. Despite this, the average quality score of
sites for young people is higher than that for children and the overall variation
in quality is smaller (40% to 90%). The quality of facilities is much higher in
Analysis Area 1 than in other areas of the borough
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•

site assessments indicate that the quality of facilities for young people is
average. This suggests that the negative perceptions of quality may be
influenced by the lack of facilities in the area

•

litter was identified as a major problem by users of facilities (57%). Vandalism
and dog fouling were also considered to be problematic

•

young people attending the youth forum indicated that they would like to see
good quality equipment, shelters, seating areas and litter bins at sites
designed for young people and children, again reinforcing the perceived
importance of cleanliness at sites for young people.

Setting provision standards
7.26

The recommended local quality standard for children’s play areas and facilities for
young people is summarised below. Full justifications and consultation relating to the
quality of provision for the local standard is provided within Appendix I.

7.27

LAPs, LEAPs and NEAPs is the national standard for this typology and indicate some
quality aspirations in terms of needing seating for adults, varied range of equipment
and teenager meeting place. There are no existing local standards for quality of
children and young persons facilities.

7.28

User aspirations for children’s facilities in Northampton were clean and litter free, well
kept grass spaces providing equipment for children in addition to the provision of
seating and toilets. Residents had the same aspirations for facilities for young people
as those of children although ancillary accommodation was also stated.

7.29

Adequate lighting and CCTV were rated aspirations for the safety of these sites (both
children and young people). These key quality factors alongside other consultations
have been the basis of the recommendation for children and young people’s facilities.
Quality vision – children’s play areas (Please see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A site providing a clean, well-maintained and enriched play environment which is
free from litter and vandalism. The site should contain a variety of formal
equipment tailored to meet the needs of children and should be in a safe
and secure location near to housing or on a multi purpose site. Seating for
supervising adults should be provided. The management and development
of the site should involve the community wherever possible.”

Quality vision– facilities for young people (Please see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A site providing a clean, well-maintained and varied environment for young people
which is free from litter and vandalism. The site should contain a variety of
formal equipment, shelter and ancillary accommodation tailored to meet the
needs of young people of varying ages. The site should be in a safe and
secure location near to housing or on a multi purpose site. The
management and development of the site should involve young people
wherever possible to help bring about a sense of ownership.”
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7.30

Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for children and young people’s facilities, converting the
key factors of the vision into an expected score against the site assessment matrix
used and consequently providing a minimum quality benchmark. It is important to set
a benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of children and young
people’s facilities within Northampton can be assessed. This standard can also serve
to guide improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality threshold rating at
each site.

7.31

The key points that link the quality vision and site assessments for children include
clean and well-maintained, litter free sites, in a safe and secure location with the
involvement of the community in management that is appropriately lit and contains
informal play equipment and seating. Similarly the key points for young people
include clean and litter free, providing shelter and formal equipment in a safe and
secure location.

7.32

A quality vision percentage of 80% has been set as an aspirational benchmark for
the provision children’s play areas in Northampton.

7.33

A quality vision percentage of 74% has been set as an aspirational benchmark for
the provision of facilities for young people in Northampton.
Accessibility
Setting provision standards

7.34

The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing
opportunities for people to use the site. The recommended local standard is set in the
form of a distance threshold and is derived directly from the findings of the local
consultations.

7.35

Local access to provision for children and young people is particularly important in
order to promote use of the site. In some instances, territorial issues prevent young
people from using facilities that would appear to be in close proximity to their home.
Children highlighted a desire for such sites to be in close proximity to their homes,
while older residents worried about young people crossing roads and other barriers
to reach appropriate facilities.

7.36

Consultation and analysis highlights that the key issues with regards accessibility of
provision for children and young people include:
•

the majority of respondents to the household survey stated that they would
expect to walk to a children’s play area (93%) or facility for young people
(67%)

•

although children and young people would like facilities to be in close
proximity to the home consultation with internal officers emphasised a focus
on the provision of strategic sites of a higher quality and a departure from the
policy of geographically distributing smaller play facilities

•

amenity green space and natural and semi natural open space can play a key
role in providing access to informal play space for children and young people
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•

7.37

the recommended local accessibility standards for children and young people
are summarised overleaf. Provision of both types of facility is expected to be
in close proximity to the home. Walking was the most preferred method of
transport identified by users and potential users for both children and young
people’s facilities, however the calculated travel time was different in light of
the different age groups using these facilities. The recommended standard
therefore takes this on board.

It is recognised that some facilities may attract users from a wider catchment (such
as Abington Park) and this will be discussed in the analysis that follows. While these
facilities do not negate the need for local provision, they provide additional and
frequently used borough wide resources.
Accessibility standard – children’s play areas (Please see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
5 minute walk time (240m)
Justification
93% of respondents expect to walk to a children’s play area highlighting the
expectation that facilities are to be provided in close proximity to the home.
A 5 minute walk time standard has been set in line with the modal response. This
reflects a challenging standard that will require the development of additional
facilities within the borough. Delivery of natural play facilities can contribute to the
achievement of this objective.

Accessibility standard – facilities for young people (Please see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
10 minute walk time (480m)
Justification
67% of respondents to the household survey expect to walk to a facility for young
people. It is therefore recommended that a walk time standard is set.
A 10 minute walk time standard has been set in line with the modal response and
reflects the differences in expectations of children and young people’s facilities. This
again reflects a challenging standard that will require the development of additional
facilities within the borough. Delivery of natural play facilities can also contribute to
the achievement of this objective.

7.38

A straight-line distance of 240m and 480m has been used for the above accessibility
standards. This is based on PMP’s average walking distances and uses a factoring
reduction of 40% to account for the fact that people do not walk in a straight line to
access their open space facilities. This 40% factoring is based on the Fields in Trust
Playing Fields Association Six Acre Standard (formerly NPFA), which has been
worked out from a trial of 4-14 year olds and the distance they travelled.
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Applying provision standards
7.39

The application of the recommended quality, quantity and accessibility standards is
essential in understanding the existing distribution of open space, sport and
recreation facilities and identifying areas where provision is insufficient to meet local
need.

7.40

The quantity standards enable the identification of areas that do not meet the
minimum provision standards, while the accessibility standards will help determine
where those deficiencies are of high importance. Applying the standards together is a
much more meaningful method of analysis than applying the standards separately.
The application of these standards is set out in Table 7.5 and 7.6. In light of the
importance of the proximity of facilities to the home, the application of accessibility
standards is particularly important.

7.41

(0.04 hectares per
1000 population)

Future balanced
against local
standard

(0.04 hectares per
1000 population)

Current balanced
against local
standard

Analysis areas

Table 7.5 – Application of the quantity standard – children’s play areas

Analysis area 1

-0.53

0.59

Analysis area 2

-1.69

-2.47

Analysis area 3

-0.94

-1.28

Analysis area 4

-1.62

-2.52

Overall

-4.78

-5.67

Table 7.5 indicates that:
•

there is a currently a large shortfall of children’s play areas in Northampton
(4.78 hectares) and provision is below the minimum standard in all areas of
the borough. Shortfalls are particularly high in Analysis Area 1 and 2

•

projecting forward to 2026, shortfalls will increase and the overall deficit will
be 5.67 hectares. This reinforces the importance of ensuring that new
facilities are developed as the population grows.
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7.42

7.43

(0.03 hectares per
1000 population)

Future balanced
against local
standard

(0.03 hectares per
1000 population)

Current balanced
against local
standard

Analysis areas

Table 7.6 – Application of the quantity standard – facilities for young people

Analysis area 1

-0.76

-1.08

Analysis area 2

-1.42

-2.60

Analysis area 3

-0.71

-1.13

Analysis area 4

-1.29

-2.99

Overall

-4.18

-7.81

Table 7.6 indicates that:
•

consistent with the findings for children’s play areas that provision for young
people is below the recommended minimum standard. Deficits in provision
are currently equal to 4.18 hectares and there are shortfalls across all four
Analysis Areas

•

the greatest current shortfall is located in Analysis area 2

•

projecting forward to 2026, shortfalls in each area will increase. Assuming
that there are no changes to the current levels of provision, the highest
shortfall in 2026 will be found in Analysis area 4.

In light of the local nature of both facilities for children and facilities for young people,
consideration has been given to the application of the quantity standard at a ward
level. This provides a more localised understanding of the adequacy of provision and
is set out in Table 7.7 (children) and Table 7.8 (young people) overleaf.
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Table 7.7 – Provision of children’s play areas by ward

7.44

There is only one ward where the level of provision for children is sufficient to meet
the needs of the local population. The greatest shortfalls exist in:
•

East Hunsbury – 0.38 hectares

•

Abington – 0.34 hectares

•

Billing – 0.34 hectares

•

Nene Valley – 0.34 hectares.
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Table 7.8 – Provision of facilities for young people by ward

7.45

7.46

It can be seen that there are only two wards where the level of provision for young
people exceeds minimum standards. The greatest shortfalls exist in:
•

Boughton Green – 0.32 hectares

•

Nene Valley – 0.28 hectares

•

Abington – 0.26 hectares

•

Headlands – 0.26 hectares.

The application of the local accessibility standard for children’s play areas and
facilities for young people is set out in Maps 7.1 and 7.2 overleaf.
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Map 7.1 – Accessibility of children’s play areas in Northampton
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Map 7.2 – Accessibility of facilities for young people in Northampton
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7.47

Map 7.1 indicates that play areas are unevenly distributed and there are large areas
of deficiency in all areas of the borough. Furthermore, some sites are located in close
proximity to one another creating overlapping catchments. Although the play areas
with overlapping catchments are generally small play areas of a low quality typically
in housing estates with one or two pieces of equipment at each site. (Following the
former Policies for play to be in easy reach 5 minutes from Homes eg on doorstep).

7.48

Similar to the findings for facilities for children, analysis of the spatial distribution of
facilities for young people indicates that there are deficiencies evident in all areas of
the borough.

7.49

While this section focuses primarily on equipped areas for children and young
people, it is also essential to consider the role that amenity green spaces (and other
open space typologies) play in providing informal play opportunities. This is
particularly important in light of new guidance on the provision of opportunities for
play from Play England, which promotes the development of natural play
environments.

7.50

Areas deficient in both amenity space and formal facilities should be a particular
priority for new provision, as this indicates that there is a lack of opportunities for
play. The provision of amenity green space in relation to facilities for children and
young people is set out overleaf in Maps 7.3 - 7.4.
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Map 7.3 – Accessibility of children’s play areas and amenity green space in
Northampton
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Map 7.4 – Accessibility of facilities for young people and amenity green space
in Northampton
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7.51

Map 7.3 illustrates that nearly all residents have access to a children’s play area or
amenity green space within a 5 minute walk time. However, areas of deficiency are
evident in the west of Analysis area 4 and north east of Analysis area 1.

7.52

Consistent with the findings for children’s play areas Map 7.4 indicates that nearly all
residents have access to a facility for young people or amenity green space.
The future delivery of children’s play areas and facilities for young people
across Northampton

7.53

The remainder of this section outlines the key priorities for the delivery of facilities for
children and young people across Northampton in terms of quality, quantity and
accessibility and then highlights specific issues for each area of the borough, which
arise as a result of the application of the local standards.

7.54

The key priorities have been derived from the main themes arising from consultation,
as well as the analysis of existing provision and the application of the standards.
Providing facilities that meet local needs

7.55

A lack of children’s play areas and facilities for young people was a key theme
throughout consultation. The majority of respondents to the household survey
considered the provision of children’s play areas (70%) and facilities for young
people (73%) to be insufficient. However, in addition to a lack of provision the quality
of facilities was also generally perceived to be poor.

7.56

In many instances, quality impacts on the perceived quantity of provision. The key
objectives of the Northampton Borough Council Play Strategy (2008) focus on
qualitative improvements to facilities, targeting the provision of facilities that:

7.57

•

extend the choice and control that children have over their own play, the
freedom they enjoy and the satisfaction they gain

•

recognise the child’s need to test boundaries and responds positively to that
need

•

manage the balance between the need to offer risk and the need to keep
children safe

•

maximise the range of play opportunities.

In addition to providing high quality facilities, the Play Strategy emphasises the need
to provide exciting and challenging play areas and this supports guidance provided
by Play England, highlighted in the recent publications Managing Risk in Play
Provision and Design For Play. The guidance moves away from the provision of
traditional swings and slides and encourages the development of more innovative
opportunities, including natural play environments. Adherence to this guidance is
therefore likely to see a greater overlap and interrelationship between natural open
spaces, informal open spaces and provision for children and young people in future
years.
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7.58

In line with the Play Strategy and Play England guidance, the provision of more
innovative play areas should be considered. This will involve the adaptation of natural
and semi natural open spaces and amenity green spaces as well as the provision of
separate play facilities. Key issues identified during consultation related to the
maintenance and misuse of facilities, with litter, vandalism and graffiti considered to
be problematic.
CYP1

7.59

The Play Strategy encourages the involvement of children and young people in the
design and delivery of facilities. Consulting with children and young people will
ensure that facilities are tailored to the needs and aspirations of local communities
and therefore increase usage of these facilities. Involvement in the design of a facility
can generate a culture of respect and given that consultation highlighted issues with
vandalism and misuse this is particularly important. Given the high demand for
additional facilities from local residents, usage of existing facilities should be
monitored in order to identify areas of priority need. This should include demand from
both younger children and older children.
CYP2

7.60

Seek to upgrade traditional facilities with challenging and
exciting play facilities for children and young people that
encourage children to test their boundaries. Improvements
should be made using the site quality assessments as a
baseline indicator.

Promote the involvement of children and young people in
the design of facilities intended for their local area.

The application of the quality benchmarking standard (set at a score of 80% on the
site assessment for provision of children) provides an indication of the desired level
of quality at each play area site and enables the comparison of sites across the
borough. As described in Appendix K, it highlights sites which currently meet the
visionary standard and those sites falling significantly below and consequently where
improvement is required. The 5 highest and 5 lowest scoring facilities for children are
highlighted in Figure 7.1 and young people’s sites are illustrated in Figure 7.2.
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and above

90%

Very good

Figure 7.1 – The highest and lowest quality children’s play areas in
Northampton

Millers Meadow Play Area (site 439) – 88%

70%
to
89%

Good

Abington Park Play Area (site 440) – 86%
Beckets Park Play Area (site 423) – 80%
Conifer Rise Open Space Play Area (site 446) – 80%

50%
to
69%

Average

Parklands Open Space Community Centre Play Area (site
443) – 80%

30%
to
49%
29% or Below

Very poor

Poor

Madellin Hill Play Area (site 487) – 35%
Blackthorn Park Play Area (site 422) - 33%
Nethermead Court Play Area (site 488) – 31%
Derwent Drive Play Area (site 450) – 20%
Southfield Park Play Area (site 458) – 20%
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and above

90%

Very good

Figure 7.2 – The highest quality and lowest quality facilities for young people in
Northampton
Burleigh Road Ball Game Area (site 539) – 95%

Kings Heath Recreation Ground Ball Game (site 541) – 75%
70%
to
89%

Good

Bellinge Fishponds Road Ball Game Area (site 531) – 83%

Parklands Open Space Devon Way Play Area (site 441) –
75%
Southfields Playing Field Ball (site 503) – 75%

Briar Hill Skate Park (site 532) – 53%
50%
to
69%

Average

Hunsbury Hill Country Park Play Area (site 453) – 55%

Rillwood court Ball Game Area (site 510) – 50%
Spencer Playground – (site 1943) 46%

Poor

30%
to
49%

Very poor

Below
30%

Boughton Green (site 438) – 40%

7.61

Seven of the 88 children’s play area sites meet the quality benchmark vision of 80%
and as such are considered to be good quality. In addition seven of the 35 facilities
for young people/teenagers meet the quality benchmark and are also considered to
be of a high quality. A full list of sites and their scores is included in Appendix L.
Appendix O illustrates the value of each site in terms of quality, quantity and
accessibility scores.

7.62

The quality of children’s play areas and facilities for young people are illustrated in
Maps 7.5 and 7.6 overleaf.
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Map 7.5 – Quality of children’s play areas in Northampton
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Map 7.6 – Quality of facilities for young people in CCNorthampton
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Meeting demand
7.63

In light of the localised nature of play provision, consideration has been given to
priorities within each area of the borough. In light of the emphasis placed on play
facilities, sites serving unique catchment areas should be protected. Almost all play
areas and facilities for young people were perceived to have usage and are therefore
valuable to communities. While on the whole these sites should therefore be
protected, in some instances, disposal of sites may provide an opportunity for the
investment in others. This will be returned to when considering provision by analysis
area. Appendix O outlines the value of each site in terms of quality, accessibility and
usage.
CYP3

Protect sites serving unique catchment areas as these
sites are of particularly high value. These sites include:
•
Abington Park Play Facilities (Site ID 440 Analysis
Area 4). This site also serves the Eastern edge of
Analysis area 1
•

Kings Heath Teenage Shelter (Site ID 1029
Analysis Area 2)

•

Victoria Park (site ID 535 Analysis area 1)

•

Beckets Park (site ID 432 Analysis area 1)

•

Hunsbury Hill Country Park Play Area (site ID 453
454).

7.64

In terms of locating priority areas for new facilities, new provision should be targeted
at those areas outside the distance thresholds where there are sufficient people to
justify new provision. This emphasises the importance of taking an accessibility led
approach when determining the priorities of new provision for children.

7.65

While in the long term, it is the intention that all residents will be within the
appropriate distance of both provision for children and young people

7.66

The key priorities in each area of the borough are discussed in the paragraphs that
follow. Where new provision is required (or improvements to existing facilities
needed), in line with recommendation CYP1, plans should embrace new thinking on
providing appropriate facilities.
Analysis area 1
Children’s play areas

7.67

The quantity of facilities for children is below the minimum standard. This is perhaps
not surprising, given that much of this area is the town centre where there is
unsurprisingly limited provision. Analysis of the spatial distribution of facilities
reinforces this deficiency, with the majority of residents outside the catchment of a
play area.

7.68

When combining the provision of play areas and amenity green space the majority of
residents have access to at least one of these typologies. However, residents in
Abington are outside the catchment of both a play area and amenity green space
(Figure 7.3).
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Figure 7.3 – Deficiencies in Abington

7.69

Within Abington there is a lack of informal open space, with a large number of
residents outside the catchment of a natural or semi open space in addition to
amenity green space.

7.70

Due to the high density of housing in Abington there is limited opportunity to increase
the provision of children’s play areas. The residents in Abington are in relatively close
proximity to high quality large sites such as Abington Park Play Area and the
Racecourse Play Area. However, opportunities to increase the provision of play
areas to provide local facilities for these residents should be considered.

7.71

The quality of play areas in the analysis area is higher than other parts of the
borough (average quality score 66%). However, the quality of sites is varied, with
scores ranging from 50% - 88%. Three of the sites achieving the suggested quality
benchmark are located in this area, specifically Millers Meadow site ID, 439 Beckets
Park site ID 423 and Victoria Park site ID 535.

7.72

Although there are quantitative deficiencies, there are also several sites with
overlapping catchments. In particular,
•

Vernon Walk Play Area (Site ID 479/ 523)

•

Elizabeth Walk Play Areas (Site ID 480 / 481)

•

Bouverie Walk Play Areas (Site ID 482 /484)

•

Melbourne Walk Play Area Site (ID 485)

•

Woodford Street Ball Game Area (Site ID 507)

•

Market Street Play Area (Site ID 522)
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7.73

Disposal of one or more of these sites may provide capital for the improvement of, or
new facilities in the identified area of deficiency. Elizabeth Walk, Vernon Walk,
Bouverie Walk and Woodford Street Ball Game Area are all relatively poor quality
play areas.
Facilities for young people

7.74

Consistent with the findings for children’s play areas, provision for young people is
below the minimum standard. Accessibility mapping illustrates this shortfall in the
town centre with the majority of residents in Abington Ward outside the catchment of
a facility for young people.

7.75

When amalgamating the provision of facilities for young people and amenity green
space deficiencies are still evident in Abington (Figure 7.4).
Figure 7.4 – Deficiencies in Abington

7.76

The Racecourse is located in close proximity to Abington and this site does provide a
wide range of facilities including facilities for young people. However, Abington Park,
located to the east of the area of deficiency, does not provide facilities for young
people. If facilities for young people were located at Abington Park then deficiencies
in Abington would be alleviated. Consideration should therefore be given to the
provision of facilities for young people in Abington Park.

7.77

Due to the low number of sites in analysis area the provision of high quality,
accessible sites will be of paramount importance. Focus should therefore be placed
on enhancing the quality of and increasing access to facilities for young people in the
area. The low number of sites also means that the existing facilities (Burleigh Road
Ball Area site ID 539) are particularly valuable to residents.
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Provision for children
Key issue
Residents in Abington are outside the
catchment of a play area and amenity
green space.

Recommendation
Consider opportunities to increase the
provision of play areas in Abington.

The quality of sites is varied, with scores
ranging from 50% - 88% and only three
sites achieved quality scores in line with
the recommended 80% level.

Seek to enhance the quality of play areas in
the analysis area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 80%. Use the
findings of the site assessments to prioritise
play areas for improvement and focus
particularly on those serving exclusive
catchments.

There are some sites containing
overlapping catchments.

Consider opportunities for the disposal of sites
with overlapping catchments, particularly
where these sites are of low quality and
therefore limited value to residents. Any
disposal should result in investment into
qualitative improvements (or a new facility) in
this area of the town.

Provision for Young People
Key issue
Residents in Abington are outside the
catchment of a facility for young people
and amenity green space.

Recommendation
Consider the provision of a facility for young
people in Abington Park.

Analysis area 2
Children’s play areas
7.78

This area contains the highest shortfall of children’s play areas (1.69 hectares).
Application of the accessibility standard reinforces this shortfall, with residents in
Duston, Delapre Estate, Kingsthorpe and Dallington outside the catchment of a play
area (Figures 7.5 and 7.6).
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Figure 7.5 – Deficiencies in Duston

Figure 7.6 – Deficiencies in Kingsthorpe and Dallington
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Figure 7.7 – Deficiencies in Delapre Estate

7.79

When considering the provision of play areas and amenity green space nearly all
residents have access to at least one of these types of open space within a 5 minute
walk time. Only a small number of residents north of Westgate Industrial Estate do
not have access to play facilities nearby.

7.80

The nature of amenity green space provides opportunities for children’s facilities
either informal or formal to be located within them, this should be considered to
alleviate existing deficiencies.

7.81

The average quality score is 57%, meaning that the quality of facilities in this study
area is poorer than most areas of the borough. No sites achieved a quality score in
line with the recommended 80% and ten sites scored below 50%. In addition to
additional provision, there is a requirement for the enhancement of existing provision.

7.82

There are several sites with overlapping catchment areas in this study area. This
means that there are opportunities to dispose of some sites in order to improve the
quality of others, or to fund play areas in areas of existing deficiency.

7.83

Sites where there are overlapping catchments include:
•

Haydown Green Play Area (Site ID 466)

•

Ryehill Mordaunt Lane Play Area (Site ID 467)

•

Ryehill Perceval Close Play Area (Site ID 468)*

•

Ryehill Montague Crescent Play (Site ID 469)

•

Ryehill Lennox Walk Play Area (Site ID 470)

•

Ryehill Godwin Walk Play area (site ID 471)*

•

Ryehill 29 to 32 Tresham Green Play Area (Site ID 472)*

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 129

SECTION 7 – PROVISION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE

7.84

•

Ryehill 59 Tresham Green Play Area (Site ID 473)

•

Ryehill Chadwick Gardens Play Area (Site ID 474)

•

Ryehill Siward View Play Area (Site ID 475)

•

Ryehill 17 Tresham Green Play Area (Site ID 519 / 537)*

Those sites marked with an asterisk are poor quality facilities and therefore are of
limited value to residents in their current form.
Facilities for young people

7.85

Consistent with the findings for children’s play areas the largest quantitative shortfall
of facilities for young people is located in Analysis area 2. Accessibility mapping
highlights this deficiency with residents in Duston, Dallington and Delapre Estate
unable to access a facility for young people.

7.86

When amalgamating the provision of facilities for young people and amenity green
space nearly all residents have access to at least one of these types of open space
within a 10 minute walk time. Only a small number of residents north of Westgate
Industrial Estate do not have access to a play facility for children or young people.

7.87

The location of amenity green space provides opportunities for facilities for young
people to be located within the sites and should be considered to alleviate existing
deficiencies.

7.88

The quality of facilities for young people is the joint lowest of the study areas in the
borough, with the average quality score of a site being 63%. Only one site (Kings
Heath Recreation Ground Ball area site ID 541) achieved a quality score in line with
the recommended 74%. In addition to new provision, there is therefore a requirement
for the enhancement of existing provision.
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Provision for children
Key issue
Residents in Duston, Delapre Estate,
Kingsthorpe and Dallington are outside
the catchment of a play area.

Recommendation
New provision is required for children in:
•
•
•
•

Duston
Kingsthorpe
Delapre Estate
Dallington

Consider locating facilities within existing
amenity spaces.
No sites achieved a quality score in line
with the recommended 80% and ten sites
scored below 50%.

Seek to enhance the quality of play areas in
the analysis area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 80%. Use the
findings of the sites assessments to identify
priorities for improvement.

There are several sites containing
overlapping catchments.

Consider the disposal of one or more of the
listed sites with overlapping catchments in
order to invest in qualitative improvements or
new facilities in the area.

The quantity of provision is below the
recommended minimum standard

New facilities will be required to meet existing
need and additional facilities will be required
as population growth occurs.

Provision for Young People
Key issue
Residents in Duston, Delapre Estate and
Dallington are outside the catchment of a
facility for young people.

Recommendation
Consider locating facilities for young people
within existing amenity green space sites in
identified areas of deficiency, specifically:
•
•
•

Duston
Delapre Estate
Dallington.

The quality of facilities for young people is
the joint lowest of all areas in the borough.
Only one site achieved a quality score in
line with the recommended 74%

Seek to enhance the quality of facilities in the
analysis area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 74%.

There is a quantitative deficiency in
provision

New provision will be required both to meet
existing shortfalls and also in the longer term
as population growth occurs.
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Analysis area 3
Children’s play areas
7.89

Only eight children’s play areas are located in the analysis area and there is a
shortfall of children’s play areas (0.94 hectares). Application of the accessibility
standard reinforces this shortfall, with the majority of residents outside the catchment
of a children’s play area. Areas of deficiency are evident in East Hunsbury,
Hardingstone and Wootton (Figures 7.8 and 7.9).
Figure 7.8 – Deficiencies in East Hunsbury

Figure 7.9 – Deficiencies in Hardingstone and Wootton
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7.90

Although the majority of residents are outside the catchment of a children’s play area,
they are often in reach of amenity green space, all residents have access to at least
a playspace or amenity green space within a 5 minute walk time.

7.91

There are a number of large amenity green spaces located in areas where residents
are devoid of a children play areas. To alleviate existing accessibility deficiencies,
consideration should be given to locating children’s play areas within these amenity
green spaces.

7.92

In light of the small number of sites and poor accessibility, enhancing the quality of
provision and increasing access to current sites is important. No sites achieved a
quality score in line with the recommended 80%, highlighting the need for qualitative
improvements in the area. Wootton Brook Park Play Area (site ID 457) is the poorest
quality site in the area. In light of deficiencies near to this site qualitative
improvements are particularly important. There are no overlapping catchments in this
area of the borough and hence all facilities are of particular value.

7.93

The green infrastructure and sustainable movement network illustrates a number of
key routes which run through the analysis area. The development of these routes will
to increasing accessibility to play areas.
Facilities for young people

7.94

Analysis of the spatial distribution of sites illustrates that sites are unevenly
distributed and many are located in close proximity to one another. This means that
residents in Wootton, Hardingstone and East Hunsbury are outside the
recommended catchment for young persons play facilities. Quantitative analysis
supports this deficiency with there being insufficient provision to meet demand.

7.95

Despite this, when combining the provision of facilities for young people and amenity
green space all residents have access to at least one of these typologies within a 10
minute walk time. This emphasises the role of amenity spaces in providing informal
play opportunities.

7.96

As with children’s play areas, there are a number of large amenity green spaces in
areas which do not contain facilities for young people. In addition to the provision of
children’s play areas within these sites, the location of facilities for young people
should be considered.

7.97

The quality of facilities for young people is the joint lowest of all areas in the borough,
with the average quality score of a site being 63%. No sites have achieved a quality
score in line with the recommended 74%. In addition to new provision, there is
therefore a need for qualitative improvements in the area. Hunsbury Hill Country Park
and Grangewood Park were considered to be the poorest quality facilities in this
study area.
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Provision for Children
Key issue
Residents in East Hunsbury, Hardingstone
and Wootton are outside the catchment of a
play area.

Recommendation
Consider locating children’s play areas within
existing amenity green space sites to meet
deficiencies in:
•
•
•

East Hunsbury
Hardingstone
Wootton.

No sites achieved a quality score in line with
the recommended 80% and ten sites scored
below 50%.

Seek to enhance the quality of play areas in the
analysis area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 80%.

There are current shortfalls in provision.

New facilities will be required as part of new
development.

Provision for Young People
Key issue
Residents in Wootton, Hardingstone and
East Hansbury are outside the catchment of
a facility for young people.

Recommendation
Consider locating facilities for young people
within existing amenity green space sites to meet
deficiencies in:
•
•
•

Wootton
Hardingstone
East Hunsbury.

The quality of facilities for young people is
the joint lowest of all areas in the borough.
No sites have achieved a quality score in line
with the recommended 74%.

Seek to enhance the quality of facilities in the
analysis area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 74%.

Access to existing facilities is particularly
important in light of the poor distribution of
facilities.

Seek to develop the green infrastructure and
sustainable movement networks to increase
access to existing facilities.

Analysis area 4
Children’s play areas
7.98

Application of the quantity standard indicates that provision is below the minimum
quantity standard. Accessibility mapping highlights a poor distribution of play areas,
with the majority of sites located in the north of the analysis area. This means that
residents in Weston Favell, Billing, Little Billing, Great Billing, Kingsley Park and
Headlands are outside the recommended 5 minute walk time catchment of a
children’s play area (Figures 7.10 and 7.11).
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Figure 7.10 – Deficiencies in Billing, Little Billing and Great Billing

Figure 7.11 – Deficiencies in Kingsley Park and Headlands

7.99

When considering the provision of children’s play areas in combination with amenity
green space, only residents in Kingsley Park are outside the catchment of either a
play area or amenity green space (Figure 7.12). Despite this, residents in Kingsley
Park have access to Bradlaugh Fields a natural and semi natural open space site
which is and can be used for informal play.
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Figure 7.12 – Deficiencies in Kingsley Park

7.100 To alleviate the remaining deficiencies in the analysis area, consideration should be
given to the location of play areas within existing amenity green spaces.
7.101 As well as meeting deficiencies in provision, qualitative improvements will also be
required in this area. The quality of play areas is the lowest of all areas in the
borough, with the average quality score of a site being 54%. Only three sites
achieved a quality score in line with the recommended 80% (Abington Park Play area
site ID 440, Parklands Open Space Community Play Area site ID 443), Conifer Rise
Open Space Play Area site ID 446) emphasising the need for the enhancement of
existing provision.
7.102 The majority of play areas scoring under 50% are located in this area. Sites in
particular need of improvement include: Southfield Park Play Area (site ID 458),
Nethermead Court Play Area (site ID 488), Blackthorn Play Area (site ID 422),
Madellin Hill Play Area (site ID 487), Ellfield Court Play Area (site ID 527) and
Mushroom Road Play Area (site ID 177).
Facilities for young people
7.103 Consistent with the findings for children’s play areas, analysis of the spatial
distribution of facilities for young people confirms that the majority of facilities for
young people are located in the north of the analysis area. This means that residents
in Weston Favell, Billing, Little Billing, Great Billing, Kingsley Park Spinney Hill and
Headlands are unable to access a facility for young people within a 10 minute walk
time (Figures 7.13 and 7.14).
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Figure 7.13 – Deficiencies in Weston Favell, Billing, Little Billing and Great
Billing

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 137

SECTION 7 – PROVISION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE
Figure 7.14 – Deficiencies in Kingsley Park, Spinney Hill and Headlands
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7.104 When amalgamating the provision of facilities for young people and amenity green
space only residents in Kingsley Park are outside the catchment of both a facility for
young people and amenity green space (Figure 7.15). This area should therefore be
prioritised for new provision.
Figure 7.15 – Deficiencies in Kingsley Park

7.105 In addition to increasing the provision of children’s play areas in this area of the
borough, the provision of facilities for young people should be a priority. To alleviate
deficiencies of facilities for young people in other locations of the analysis area
consideration should be given to locating facilities alongside children’s play areas on
existing amenity green spaces.
7.106 Only one facility for young people achieved a quality score in line with the
recommended 74% and the average quality score of a site is 69%. This suggests
that there is a need to increase the quality of facilities for young people in the area. In
addition to enhance the quality of facilities, access to existing provision should also
be improved. Sites scoring particularly poorly include: Rilwood Court Ball Game (site
ID 510, Racecourse St Georges Avenue site ID 436).
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Provision for children
Key issue
Residents in Kingsley Park are outside the
catchment of both a play area and amenity
green space.

Recommendation
Provide a play area in Kingsley Park

Residents in Weston Favell, Billing, Little Billing,
Great Billing, Kingsley Park and Spinney Hill are
outside the catchment of a play area.

Consider locating children’s play areas within
existing amenity green space sites in:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Weston Favell,
Billing,
Little Billing,
Great Billing,
Kingsley Park
Spinney Hill

The quality of play areas in this analysis area is
the lowest of all areas in the borough, with the
average quality scores of sites being 54%. Only
three sites achieved a quality score in line with
the recommended 80%.

Seek to enhance the quality of play areas in the
analysis area, striving to achieve the recommended
quality score of 80%.

Sites are predominantly located in the north
creating large accessibility deficiencies.

Seek to develop the green infrastructure and
sustainable movement network to increase access
to existing play areas, particularly until sites meeting
existing deficiencies are developed.

Quantitative shortfalls will increase as the
population grows.

New provision will be required in line with population
growth.

Provision for Young People
Key issue
Residents in Weston Favell, Billing, Little Billing,
Great Billing, Kingsley Park and Spinney Hill are
outside the catchment of a facility for young
people

Recommendation
Consider locating facilities for young people within
existing amenity green space sites in

Residents in Kingsley Park are outside the
catchment of both a play area and amenity
green space.
Only one facility for young people achieved a
quality score in line with the recommended 74%
and the average quality score of a site is 69%.

Consider opportunities to provide a facility for young
people in Kingsley Park.

Sites are predominantly located in the north
creating large accessibility deficiencies.

Seek to develop the green infrastructure and
sustainable movement network to increase access
to existing facilities for young people.

•
•
•
•
•
•

Weston Favell,
Billing,
Little Billing,
Great Billing,
Kingsley Park
Spinney Hill.

Seek to enhance the quality of facilities for young
people in the analysis area, striving to achieve the
recommended quality score of 74%.
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Summary
7.107 There are currently 88 children play areas and 35 sites with facilities for young
people within Northampton. The Council currently provides many of these play areas
in parks. The remaining sites are either owned or managed by Community Groups,
land and sites belonging to a Housing Association or developer’s sites that have not
been adopted by the Council.
7.108 Current provision for this typology is 0.02 hectares per 1,000 population. Consultation
highlights the high demand for this type of provision for both children and young
people. Existing provision is insufficient. Consequently quantity standards have been
raised considerably to 0.04 hectares per 1000 population. As a fixed asset play
equipment usually remains in place for many years (range: 10 – 15 years for wooden
facilities and 15 – 20 years for metal facilities). The provision of natural play
opportunities is now considered to be as important as traditional facilities. Applying
the standards now will ensure the level of provision is improved towards the target of
0.04 hectares per 1,000 population by 2026.
7.109 The quality benchmark has been set at 80% for children and 74% for young people;
these scores and aspirations should be met through a programme of enhancement at
sites not meeting the standard. The accessibility standard for children has been set
at a 5 minute walk, and a slightly higher standard set in terms of provision for young
people, due to the difference in (mobility of users) facilities has been set at a 10
minute walking distance.
7.110 There are numerous deficiencies across the borough across all areas. The
deficiencies appear in both the quantitative supply and through the application of the
accessibility standard. Although some sites meet the quality benchmark set, high
numbers of sites require qualitative improvements to enable them to meet the
identified standards.
7.111 A number of sites have been highlighted which are of particularly high value, or may
be considered as opportunities for disposal. Given the current position of high levels
of unmet demand, all provision is valuable and sites were perceived to be highly
utilised.
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SECTION 8 – OUTDOOR SPORTS FACILITIES

Outdoor sports facilities
Introduction and definition
8.1

This section considers the provision of outdoor sports facilities across Northampton.
Outdoor sports facilities are a wide ranging category of open space which includes
both natural and artificial surfaces for sport and recreation that are either publicly or
privately owned.

8.2

Facilities included within this category are:
•

grass pitches

•

synthetic turf pitches (STPs)

•

tennis courts

•

bowling greens

•

athletics tracks.

8.3

Outdoor sports facilities are often a focal point of a local community, functioning as a
recreational and amenity resource in addition to a formal sports facility. This is
particularly true of pitches, which often have a secondary function of a local dog
walking and ball kickabout area. This is a particularly characteristic of Northampton,
where many of the sports pitches are located within local parks and recreation
grounds.

8.4

There are many opportunities for the improvement of facilities across Northampton,
particularly capitalising on the Building Schools for the Future (BSF) programme
which will see significant improvements to the quality of some existing sites as well
as new provision.
Context

8.5

The Sport England National Strategy is set out under three headings, specifically
Grow, Sustain and Excel. The strategy aims to improve participation and
achievement in sport from grass roots to elite level. If Northampton Borough Council
is to achieve the long term ambition of excelling, it will be essential to ensure that all
facilities at all levels are of the highest quality and are fit for purpose.
Active people survey results

8.6

The Active People Survey 2006 (the Survey) was a survey of adults aged 16 and
over living in England. The Survey gathered data on the type, duration and intensity
of people's participation in different types of sport and active recreation, as well as
information about volunteering, club membership (member of a club where they play
sport), people receiving tuition from an instructor or coach, participation in
competitive sport and satisfaction with local sports provision.

8.7

The 2005/06 survey found that 20.4% of residents regularly participate in physical
activity. This figure placed Northampton in the middle 50 percent and is below both
the regional average (20.8%) and national average (21%).
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8.8

The Active People Survey was repeated during 2007 / 2008, providing an
understanding of changes in participation. The 2007/08 survey reveals that
participation in Northampton increased by 3.5%. However, club membership and
satisfaction with sports provision decreased over this time period, with satisfaction
decreasing by over 5%.

8.9

These changes are illustrated in Figure 8.1 below:
Figure 8.1 – Active people survey results
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8.10

Table 8.1 summarises the performance of Northampton Borough Council when
compared against England, East Midlands and Northamptonshire County Sports
Partnership.
Table 8.1 – Selected results for the Active People survey

Comparator

Participation
2005/06 (%)

Participation
2007/08 (%)

Competition
2005/06 (%)

Competition
2007/08 (%)

Satisfaction
2005/06 (%)

Satisfaction
2007/2008
(%)

England
East Midlands

21
20.8

21.3
21.6

15
15.3

14.6
15.1

69.5
67.7

66.6
66.2

Northamptonshire
CSP

21.1

22.2

15.5

15.8

65.9

64.3

Northampton

20.4

23.9

13.9

13.8

67.7

61
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8.11

Figure 8.1 and Table 8.1 indicate that although participation rates in Northampton are
above both national and regional levels, competition and satisfaction are below both
national and regional levels.
Market segmentation

8.12

Sport England has developed nineteen sporting segments to help us understand the
nation’s attitudes and motivations – why they play sport and why they don’t. This is
particularly important to understand in order to ensure that the facilities in
Northampton cater for the needs and expectations of local residents.

8.13

The research builds on the results of Sport England’s Active People Survey, the
Department of Culture, Media and Sport's Taking Part survey and the Mosaic tool
from Experian. It informs Sport England’s Strategy and Business Plan 2008-2011
and helps ensure that money is invested into areas that will have the greatest impact.

8.14

Residents are classified according to their key characteristics and analysis of the
dominant market segments provides an indication as to the type of facilities that may
be required if certain groups are to become active. The key characteristics of some of
the dominant population groups in Northampton are illustrated in Table 8.2 below.

8.15

Market segmentation shows that ‘Tim’ and ‘Elsie and Arnold’ are the most dominant
market segment. The ‘Jamie’ segment is the most above the national average
(1.59%).
Table 8.2 – Dominant market segments in Northampton
Label
Tim

Age
26 – 35

Status
Single/
married

(Segment 6)
May have
children
Professional

Elsie and Arnold

66+

Widowed

Characteristics
Sporty
Settling down with partner, buying a
house
Enjoys technical sports. Likely to have
private gym membership, and compete
in some sports
Health problems and disability being
major inhibitors to activity.

Retired

(Segment 19)

Those that do participate tend towards
low intensity activities, such as walking,
bowls or dancing (traditional ballroom),
safe environments would encourage this
group to walk more often
Phillip
(Segment 11)

45 - 55

Married

Sporty

Professional

Has more time for himself

Older children

Most active type within this Peer Group,
enjoys participating in a number of
activities, including team sports, racquet
games and technical sports.
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Strategic context
8.16

At national level, particularly in the run up to the 2012 Olympics, sport and active
recreation are particular priority. It is hoped that the London 2012 Olympic and
Paralympic Games can be the catalyst for increased participation and leave a legacy
of high participation and high quality facilities. Of particular relevance to this
assessment of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton are the following key factors:
•

there are national and regional targets to increase participation – these will
impact on the supply and demand for facilities

•

participation is no longer just about sport – in order to reduce health
inequalities and address issues of health decline there are moves to increase
the contribution of sport and active recreation to overall levels of physical
activity – this includes maximising the roles of parks and other open spaces
as well as building on formal sports participation

•

agencies are now working to reduce the participation gap and increase
voluntary and community sector involvement

•

the Government’s policy announcement of free swimming for the 60 plus and
subsequently the U16s

•

the national Building Schools for the Future Programme (BSF) and the
Extended Schools’ Agenda.

Regional context
8.17

The East Midlands Regional Plan for Sport recognises the value that participation in
sport can bring to the local community, including community development and
improving health and well-being. A key objective of the plan is to increase
participation in sport and active recreation.

8.18

The East Midlands Regional Plan (2009) highlights the role that open space, sport
and recreation facilities can play in sustainable development.
Local context

8.19

The Northampton Local Plan has a number of policies relating directly to outdoor
sports facilities. Policies L1 and L2 protects outdoor sports facilities from
development and Policy L4 indicates that a development of 1000 dwellings or more
will be required to provide 1.6 hectares per 1000 population of sports facilities. This
will include playing pitches (including artificial), changing and parking facilities as well
as maintenance.

8.20

Objectives of the Sports Strategy are:
•

lifelong participation – to engage people up to the age of 80 in lifelong
participation to start, stay and succeed in sport

•

increasing participation – to increase participation in sport and physical
activity for underrepresented groups, particularly addressing the needs of
women and girls, people with disabilities and minority ethnic groups

•

healthier lifestyles – to promote the health benefits of participation in physical
activity and the adoption of healthier lifestyles.
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8.21

8.22

The Northampton Playing Pitch Strategy considers the adequacy of pitch provision
for football, cricket, rugby and hockey. The key findings of the strategy at a borough
wide level were as follows:
•

there is a theoretical shortfall of 85.2 playing pitches in the borough

•

there is insufficient provision of playing pitches (overall) within six of the eight
partnership areas

•

there is a theoretical shortfall of 11.8 adult football pitches

•

there is a large theoretical shortfall of 32.5 junior football pitches

•

there is a large theoretical shortfall of 25.2 mini soccer pitches

•

there is a large theoretical surplus of 12.7 cricket pitches

•

there is a theoretical shortfall of 3.6 adult rugby union pitches

•

there is a large theoretical shortfall of 24.8 junior rugby union pitches.

Recommendations made as part of the strategy included:
•

Policy PPR1 states that the Council will oppose the loss of any playing
pitches, or any open space capable of being used as a playing pitch, unless
one or more of the specific circumstances laid down by Sport England are
met

•

Policies PPR2 and PPR3 state that the Council will actively seek community
access to school sites and synthetic turf pitches developed as part of new /
existing schools

•

Policy PPR4 states that the Council will seek to refurbish existing changing
facilities

•

Policy PPR5 outlines the Council’s commitment to maintaining a healthy
supply of pitches in terms of quality and quantity

•

PPR6 outlines that sufficient playing pitches should be provided as part of a
new development

•

PPR7 states that pitches on surplus school sites should remain as pitches
where required for pitch use. Proposals for alternative uses should include
guaranteed access to other sites.

Consultation – assessing local need
8.23

Consultation relating to the value of outdoor sports facilities highlighted that:
•

85% of respondents to the household survey consider the provision of
outdoor sports facilities to be important in Northampton

•

outdoor sports facilities are particularly valuable to young people, with
respondents at the young people’s forum indicating that outdoor sports
facilities were the open space type they use most frequently, with the primary
focus being the pitch sports of rugby and football.
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Sports facilities in Northampton
8.24

There is a range of outdoor sports facilities within the borough including provision for
football, rugby, cricket and hockey, bowling greens and tennis courts.

8.25

The role of the voluntary sector is critical to the provision of outdoor sports facilities
within Northampton and the voluntary sector provides a range of high quality sites.
Northampton Borough Council is the primary provider of outdoor sports facilities,
particularly pitches, which are used extensively daily.

8.26

There are also a significant number of outdoor sports facilities at school sites. This is
of particular significance given the outcomes of the schools review and the change
from a three to two tier system. The closure of the majority of middle schools has
resulted in a significant amount of green space at former school sites, being lost.
Community use agreements have been negotiated at some schools although there
are issues surrounding the pricing policy and a lack of standardisation.
Quantity
Current position

8.27

The quantity of outdoor sports facilities across Northampton is summarised in Table
8.3 below. Calculations exclude large sites such as golf courses which skew figures.
Consideration will be given to the specific type of facility provided during the
application of local standards.

8.28

Provision per 1000
population

Largest site
(Hectares)

Smallest site
(hectares)

Number of sites

Current provision

Analysis area

Table 8.3 – Provision of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton

Analysis area 1

22.49

14

0.16

6.12

0.80

Analysis area 2

91.61

59

0.01

7.90

1.36

Analysis area 3

40.77

23

0.11

6.84

1.38

Analysis area 4

150.98

75

0.03

19.10

1.94

Overall

305.85

171

0.01

19.10

1.51

The key issues emerging from Table 8.3 and consultations relating to the quantity of
outdoor sports facilities are as follows:
•

the current provision of outdoor sports facilities equates to 306 hectares. This
provision is spread across 173 sites. The size of sites vary significantly and
this is reflective of the different types of facility that are included within this
typology
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•

over half of the respondents to the household survey consider the provision of
outdoor sports facilities to be insufficient (54%). However, 34% of
respondents indicate that provision is sufficient

•

the general reasons stated for a lack of provision included, "few outdoor
sports facilities in my area", "lack of tennis courts" and "unable to book the
pitches/always overbooked"

•

household survey respondents highlighted particular shortages of synthetic
turf pitches STPs (42%), MUGA’s (46%) and tennis courts (40%). However,
internal consultations suggested that there were sufficient tennis courts and a
more than adequate supply of bowling facilities

•

respondents at the young people’s forum indicated that the quantity of
outdoor sports facilities is insufficient

•

however, respondents to the IT for Young People survey suggest that only
12% think there are not enough sports facilities. This was also reflected in
consultations with sports clubs, where only 20% of clubs felt there to be
insufficient facilities. Clubs felt that the quantity of outdoor sports facilities is
average to good.

Setting provision standards
8.29

The recommended local quantity standards have been derived from the local needs
consultation and audit of provision and are summarised below.

8.30

Current provision is equal to 1.51 hectares per 1000 population.
Quantity standard (Please see Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

1.51 hectares per 1000 population

1.62 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
Due to the broad nature of this typology, this standard should be applied for
planning need only. Golf courses have been removed from these figures due
to their size and subsequent tendency to skew figures. The current provision
without golf courses is 1.51 hectares per 1000 population.
Consultation indicates that the current provision is about right for the provision
of outdoor sports facilities, with 31% indicating that provision is about right and
17% suggesting not enough. This consultation was however undertaken in
2005 and sites have been lost because of the School provision changes and
loss of outdoor space. Demand for facilities indicates that provision is now
insufficient.
The standard has therefore been set at. 1.62 ha per 1,000 population. This
standard is based on the amount of provision required to meet current
demand.
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Quality
Current position
8.31

The quality of outdoor sports facilities is summarised in Table 8.4.

55 – 95

74

Percy Road Schools

St Andrew Road Rugby
Club

51 – 89

71

Mendip Tennis Club

Sixfields Leisure Complex
& Stadium

62 – 86

74

Hardingstone
Recreation Ground

Delapre Golf Complex

60 – 95

74

Rectory Farm
Playing Field

Cubleigh Bowling Green

51 – 95

73

Analysis area 1
Analysis area 2
Analysis area 3
Analysis area 4
Overall

8.32

Highest quality
sites

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Range of quality
scores (%)

Table 8.4 – Quality of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton

The key issues emerging from Table 8.4 and consultation relating to the quality of
outdoor sports facilities are as follows:
•

aspirations of respondents to the household survey in relation to outdoor
sports facilities focus on the overall cleanliness of the site (59%) well kept
grass (52%) and toilets (52%)

•

the key areas of concern for sports provision in Northampton were dog fouling
(67% of household survey respondents considered this to be a significant
problem) and litter (considered to be a minor problem by 64%). This reflects
the viewpoint that outdoor sports facilities are valuable as green space (for
walking dogs etc) as well as meeting the sporting needs of the community

•

respondents to the IT for Young People survey indicated that 46% of
respondents feel that the quality of outdoor sports facilities is either good or
very good

•

80% of sports clubs indicated that the quality of facilities was average.
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Setting provision standards
8.33

The recommended local quality standard for outdoor sports facilities is summarised
overleaf. Full justifications and consultation relating to the quality of provision for the
local standard is provided within Appendix I.

8.34

User aspirations, from the household survey, for outdoor sports facilities in
Northampton included clean and litter free, well-kept grass and toilets. Adequate
lighting and staff on site were the highest rated safety factors. These key quality
factors alongside other consultations have been the basis of the recommendation for
outdoor sports facilities.
Quality vision (Please see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A well-planned, clean, litter and dog fouling free sports facility site which is fit for
the purpose intended. The site should include sufficient good quality changing
provision, level and well-drained good quality surfaces, appropriate toilets and car
parking. The site should have appropriate management, incorporating the local
community where possible, ensuring community safety.”

8.35

Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for outdoor sports facilities, converting the key factors of
the vision into an expected score against the site assessment matrix used and
consequently providing a minimum quality benchmark. It is important to set a
benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of outdoor sports facilities
within Northampton can be assessed. This standard can also serve to guide
improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality threshold rating at each
site.

8.36

The key points that link the quality vision and site assessments are a well planned,
litter and dog free site, with good quality level and well-drained surfaces, appropriate
management and good quality ancillary facilities including changing, toilets and car
parking.

8.37

A quality vision percentage of 80% has been set, which is intended as an aspiration
benchmark for the provision of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton.
Accessibility
Setting provision standards

8.38

The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing
opportunities for people to use the site. The recommended local standard is set in the
form of a distance threshold and is derived directly from the findings of the local
consultations.

8.39

Consultation and analysis has shown that the key issues with regards accessibility
are:
•

a difference in opinion regarding the accessibility of outdoor sports facilities
was portrayed by both current and potential users. While 37% of respondents
to the household survey indicated that they prefer to drive, 44% would like to
travel on foot. 31% of current users indicate that they walk while 69% drive to
access an outdoor sports facility
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•

other consultations highlighted that local access to outdoor sports facilities is
important, although people are willing to travel to larger facilities, such as golf
courses. Access to some sports facilities is considered to be difficult, which
was considered to be due to the level of demand for the facilities

•

access to outdoor sports facilities was perceived to be good on the whole by
residents, with 63% of users satisfied with the opening times. The main area
of dissatisfaction is the access to outdoor sports facilities by public transport
(28% dissatisfied)

•

a number of junior football clubs also find accessing suitable facilities difficult
and issues of school facilities being inaccessible due to prohibitive charges
have been raised.

Accessibility standard (Please see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
15 minute walk time
Justification
There are several factors to consider in setting a standard for outdoor sports
facilities. In particular, the range of facilities that lie within this typology makes it
difficult to set a meaningful standard that can be applied to all facility types.
Consultation highlighted variations in opinion regarding the most appropriate
method of transport, with many people preferring to walk as opposed to drive.
Similarly, there are splits in opinion regarding each type of facility. Other types of
open space may also serve as informal outdoor sports facilities, including kickabout
areas. Given the fact that more people indicated that they expected to walk to
outdoor sports facilities, a walk standard has been set.
Taking into account the variety of facilities included within this standard, the
standard has been set at 15 minutes. This is slightly higher than the modal
response (10 minutes) but reflects the specialist nature of this typology.

8.40

A straight-line distance of 720m has been used rather than the pedestrian distance of
1200m. This is based on PMP’s average walking distances and uses a factoring
reduction of 40% to account for the fact that people do not walk in a straight line to
access their open space facilities. This 40% factoring is based on the Fields in Trust
Six Acre Standard, which has been worked out from a trial of 4-14 year olds and the
distance they travelled. It is recognised that this typology is not a specific facility for
children however the factoring is applied to ensure consistency with other typologies
and so that they are accessible to all.
Applying provision standards

8.41

In order to identify geographical areas of importance and those areas with local
needs we apply both the quantity and accessibility standards together. The quantity
standards identify quantitative surplus and deficiencies and the accessibility
standards will help to determine where those deficiencies are of high importance.

8.42

For sports facilities, it is more important to apply the accessibility catchments, as the
quantitative standards are set mainly for planning need and used to assess the
required level of new sports provision resulting from new housing development.
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8.43

As such, the conclusions and findings of the Playing Pitch Strategy are not superceded by this study. They remain valid as they are based on a more detailed study
specifically looking at pitch provision and the associated demand for these facilities.
Playing Pitch Strategies should be updated circa every five years to ensure that

8.44

Map 8.1 overleaf outlines the distribution of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton.
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Map 8.1 – Provision of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton
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8.45

Map 8.1 indicates that facilities are well distributed across the borough although there
are some residents outside of the appropriate catchment of a facility.
Quality benchmarking

8.46

The application of the quality benchmarking standard (set at a score of 80% for the
site assessment for outdoor sports facilities) provides an indication of the desired
level of quality at each site and enables the comparison of sites across the authority.

8.47

As described in Appendix K, it highlights sites that currently meet the visionary
standard and those sites falling significantly below and consequently where
improvement is required. A full list of site scores can be found in Appendix L. The five
highest and five lowest scoring sites are highlighted in Figure 8.2 below.

and above

90%

Very good

Figure 8.2 – The highest and lowest quality outdoor sports facilities in
Northampton
St Andrews Road Rugby Club (site 1052) – 96%
Cubleigh Bowling Green (site 706) – 95%
Bellinge Lower School (site 1702) – 91%

70%
to
89%

Good

County Cricket Ground – Kingsthorpe (site 669) – 89%
Sixfields Leisure Complex & Stadium (site 1639) – 89%

80%

Barry Road (site 663) 60%
50%
to
69%

Average

Briar Hill Playing Fields (site 279) 60%

Percy Road Schools (site 664) – 55%
Duston Secondary School (site 742) – 55%

8.48

30%
to
49%
29% or Below

Very poor

Poor

Mendip Tennis Club (site 1041) – 51%

There are 35 sites that meet the quality benchmark for outdoor sports facilities, with
numerous other sites listed in Appendix L with a score above average. There are no
sites which are considered poor.
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Value assessment
8.49

Assessing the value of sites is fundamental to the effective planning of future
provision of open space and should be based on a site specific assessment of issues
such as quality, accessibility and usage.

8.50

The usage of sites would normally be influenced by the standard of quality and
access. This is because the factors are related and interlinked. For example, most
sites that have a high level of use would normally be of good quality with a high level
of access, which encourages such a high level of usage. In contrast the limited usage
of some sites would normally be influenced by a poor quality and accessibility rating.
In Northampton, usage of sports pitches is particularly high given the high levels of
participation in pitch sports. Appendix O summarises the value of all sites in the
borough.

8.51

Those sites of high value should be seen as examples of good practice and should
be protected from development.
OSF1

8.52

Given the high levels of use of outdoor sports facilities, it is important to ensure that
all sports facilities meet a minimum standard. Sports facilities of higher quality are
able to sustain higher levels of use without deterioration and are therefore of higher
value. Sites scoring particularly low in terms of quality should be prioritised for
improvement to improve the value of the site. Mendip Tennis Club (51%) is the
lowest quality outdoor sports facility in the borough.
OSF2

8.53

Protect highly valued sites from development.

Seek to enhance the quality of outdoor sports facilities in Northampton.

The remainder of this section considers the provision of each of the different types of
facility and highlights issues for consideration. In light of the demand led nature of
each type of facility, specific studies should be carried out to provide a further basis
for informed decision making.
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Bowling greens
8.54

There are 14 bowling greens distributed across nine sites in Northampton. The
provision of bowling greens across the borough is summarised in Table 8.5 below.
Table 8.5 – Provision of bowling greens in Northampton
Number of Sites

Number of bowling
greens

Analysis area 1

2

3

Analysis area 2

3

5

Analysis area 3

1

1

Analysis area 4

3

5

Overall

9

14

Analysis area

8.55

Table 8.5 indicates that bowling greens are evenly distributed across the borough
with the exception of Analysis area 3, where there is only one bowling green.

8.56

The current provision equates to 0.07 greens per 1000 population or one green for
every 14,488 residents.

8.57

The distribution of bowling greens is illustrated in Map 8.2 overleaf.

8.58

Map 8.3 indicates that there is a poor distribution of bowling greens in Northampton,
with the majority of sites located in close proximity to one another. This creates
overlapping catchments and key areas of deficiency are located in Duston,
Kingsthorpe, Headlands, Kingsley Park, Weston Favell, Billing, Little Billing, Great
Billing, Wootton, Delapre, Collingtree and East Hunsbury.

8.59

Given that consultation did not identify any demand for additional facilities, in the
short term, focus should be placed on increasing accessibility to existing provision
and enhancing the quality bowling greens in Northampton.

8.60

In light of the large number of accessibility deficiencies new provision may be
required in the future, particularly in response to the population growth.
OSF3

Monitor the demand for bowling greens. In the event of additional
demand, new provision should be located in areas currently out of the
catchment of a green. In the short term, focus on qualitative
improvements.
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Map 8.2 – Accessibility of bowling greens in Northampton
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Tennis courts
8.61

There are 88 tennis courts in Northampton distributed across 23 sites. The provision
of tennis courts across the borough is outlined in Table 8.6 below.
Table 8.6 – Provision of tennis courts in Northampton
Analysis area

Number of Sites

Number of tennis
courts

Analysis area 1

3

14

Analysis area 2

5

15

Analysis area 3

2

5

Analysis area 4

13

54

Overall

23

88

8.62

Table 8.6 illustrates the poor distribution of tennis courts across the borough, with
61% of courts located in Analysis area 4. Only five tennis courts can be found in
Analysis area 3.

8.63

The current provision of tennis courts equates to 0.43 courts per 1000 population or
one court for every 2,305 residents.

8.64

The spatial distribution of tennis courts is illustrated in Map 8.3 overleaf. Map 8.3
indicates that there is a poor distribution of tennis courts in Northampton, with the
majority of sites, particularly in Analysis area 4, located in close proximity to one
another. This creates overlapping catchments and key areas of deficiency are
located in Duston, Kingsthorpe, Headlands, Kingsley Park, Weston Favell, Billing,
Little Billing, Great Billing, Wootton, Delapre, Collingtree and East Hunsbury.

8.65

In the short term, focus should be placed on increasing accessibility to existing
provision and enhancing the quality tennis courts in Northampton. Increasing access
to school facilities will be particularly important in areas where this is the only
available facility.

8.66

In light of the large number of accessibility deficiencies new provision may be
required in the future. Any new provision should be located in areas where there is
limited public access to tennis courts.
OSF4

Monitor the demand for tennis courts. In the event of additional
demand, new provision should be located in areas currently out of the
catchment of a green. In the short term, focus on qualitative
improvements and increasing access to school sites for the local
community.
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Map 8.3 – Accessibility of tennis courts in Northampton
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Athletics tracks
8.67

Sixfields Community Stadium Athletics Track is the only athletics track in the
borough. The track is located in Analysis area 2 and is an 8 lane, 400m, synthetic,
floodlit athletics track.

8.68

The athletics track was built in 1994 and provides changing facilities and seating for
200 spectators. The track allows play and pay access and is regularly used by clubs,
including Rugby and Northampton Athletic Club.

8.69

The current provision of athletics tracks equates to 0.04 lanes per 1000 population.
This is slightly less than the national and regional averages (0.05 lanes per 1000).

8.70

Due to the importance of this facility in the borough, focus should be placed on
increasing public access to Sixfields Community Stadium Athletics Track. Any plans
to enhance the quality of the athletics track should be encouraged and supported.
Golf courses

8.71

Four golf courses are located within Northampton. These facilities are as follows:
•

Delapre Golf Complex (Analysis areas 2 and 3)

•

Kingsthorpe Golf Course (Analysis area 2)

•

Collingtree Park Golf Club (Analysis area 3)

•

St Andrews Golf Course (Analysis area 4).

8.72

Four of the five golf courses offer pay and play access, St Andrews Golf Course
allows registered membership access only.

8.73

Although few in number, golf courses offer a valuable resource, are perceived to be
well used and should be protected. Given that all provision is predominantly located
to the south of the borough, any new provision should be located to the north of the
town centre.
OSF5

Although excluded from local standards, golf courses provide an
important and different resource and should be protected.
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Synthetic turf pitches
8.74

There are nine full size STPs in Northampton. In addition to this, there is a 5 a side
football centre at Goals Soccer Centre and a half size STP at Rectory Farm Primary
School. The distribution of STPs in the borough is outlined in Table 8.7 overleaf.
Table 8.7 – Provision of STPs in Northampton
Analysis area

Number of STPs

Analysis area 1

0

Analysis area 2

4

Analysis area 3

2

Analysis area 4

5

Overall

11

8.75

Table 8.7 indicates that there is a poor distribution of STPs in Northampton, with the
majority of sites located in Analysis areas 2 and 4. No STPs can be found in Analysis
area 1.

8.76

The current provision of STPs equates to 0.05 STPs per 1000 population or one
court for every 18,439 residents. Table 8.8 illustrates provision in Northampton in
comparison to national and regional averages.
Table 8.8 – STP provision in the region

Geographical area

STPs/1000
population
(pitches)

National

0.03

East Midlands

0.04

Northampton

0.05

8.77

The provision of STPs across the borough is illustrated in Map 8.4 overleaf. In light of
the role that multi use games areas (MUGAs) can play in offsetting demand for STPs
(for example for football training), these sites have been included on the map. These
MUGAs have not been included within the facilities for young people as they serve a
different purpose. These MUGAs are specifically used for sport and are located on
school sites.

8.78

Map 8.4 indicates that there are a number of residents outside the recommended 15
minute walk time catchment of an STP. Key areas of deficiency are located in East
Hunsbury, Delapre, Duston, Whitehills, Lumbertubs, Headlands and Kingsley Park.

8.79

Although a number of residents are outside the catchment of a STP the current
provision of STPs is above both national and regional averages. Furthermore, there
have been the five STPs built since 2007, four of which are 3G pitches.
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8.80

Policies PPR2 and PPR3 of the Playing Pitch Strategy (2005) state that the Council
will actively seek community access to school sites and synthetic turf pitches
developed as part of new / existing schools. These policies should continue to be
implemented and encouraged by the Council.
OSF6

Continue to implement policies PPR2 and PPR3 of the Playing Pitch
Strategy seeking community access to synthetic pitches developed as
part of new / existing schools.
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Map 8.4 – Accessibility of STPs in Northampton
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Grass pitches
8.81

There are 110 grass pitch sites in Northampton. The quantity and distribution of
grass pitches across the borough is illustrated in Table 8.9 below.
Table 8.9 – Provision of grass pitches in Northampton
Analysis area

Number of grass
pitch sites

Analysis area 1

9

Analysis area 2

40

Analysis area 3

15

Analysis area 4

46

Overall

110

8.82

Table 8.9 indicates that grass pitches are unevenly distributed across the borough,
with the majority of sites located in Analysis areas 4 and 2.

8.83

The distribution of grass pitches across the borough is illustrated in Map 8.4 overleaf.

8.84

Map 8.5 indicates that there is a good distribution of grass pitches across
Northampton. All residents have access to a grass pitch within a 15 minute walk time.

8.85

As previously highlighted, the Playing Pitch Strategy (2005) indicates that the
provision of playing pitches is insufficient to meet demand. There are a number of
policies of particular importance:

8.86

•

Policy PPR1 states that the Council will oppose the loss of any playing
pitches, or any open space capable of being used as a playing pitch, unless
one or more of the specific circumstances laid down by Sport England are
met

•

Policy PPR4 states that the Council will seek to refurbish existing changing
facilities

•

Policy PPR5 outlines the Council’s commitment to maintaining a healthy
supply of pitches in terms of quality and quantity

•

PPR6 indicates that sufficient playing pitches should be provided as part of a
new development

•

PPR7 states that pitches on surplus school sites should remain as pitches
where required for pitch use. Proposals for alternative uses should include
guaranteed access to other sites.

The findings and conclusions of the playing pitch strategy are based on a more
detailed study specifically looking at pitch provision and the associated demand for
these facilities.
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8.87

The findings of this outdoor sports facility section do not supersede this strategy.
However, Sport England recommends that playing pitch strategies are updated every
four years. The current playing pitch strategy was completed in 2005 is therefore in
need of updating.
OSF7

Use the findings of the Playing Pitch Strategy 2005 to guide
decision making on playing pitches. Ensure that the Borough
Council Playing Pitch Strategy is updated frequently.
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Map 8.5 – Grass Pitches in Northampton Borough
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Summary and recommendations
8.88

Across the study area there are 178 outdoor sports facilities of various types
including provision for football, rugby, cricket, tennis, bowls and golf. The total
provision equates to 508.84 hectares, of which 202.89 hectares is taken up by golf
courses.

8.89

Existing provision equates to 2.51 hectares per 1,000 population across the study
area, or 1.62 hectares excluding golf courses.

8.90

Following the local needs assessments a quantity standard of 1.62 hectares per
1,000 population has been set, in line with the current provision.

8.91

A quality vision has been set for outdoor sports facilities that takes account of the
consultation and the findings of the Playing Pitch Strategy. A quality benchmark
standard of 80% has been set, which allows a comparison of sites across the study
area.

8.92

Based on community need, a 15 minute walking distance standard (720m) has been
set. The establishment of a walking standard enables the promoting healthier
lifestyles and sustainable transport.

8.93

The application of the standard highlights that all residents have access to a grass
pitch. However, a number of residents are outside the catchment of more specialised
facilities, such as tennis courts and bowling greens.

8.94

The increased dual use of schools’ sports facilities within the community should be
encouraged. Current agreements enable community use on many sites. However, it
is thought that agreements are frequently prohibitive in price and sites are
inaccessible to clubs. The reform of the education system as well as the Building
Schools for the Future programme offers the opportunity to enhance the provision of
outdoor sports in Northampton in addition to meeting deficiencies in other typologies
where appropriate.
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Indoor sports facilities
Introduction and definition
9.1

PPG17 states that it is essential to consider the role that indoor sports facilities play
in meeting the needs of local residents.

9.2

The methodology for the assessment of sport indoor facilities is slightly different to
other PPG17 typologies in that specific demand modelling can be undertaken in line
with Sport England parameters and using Sport England tools. Nevertheless, while
these national standards are taken into account, the emphasis and focus remains on
understanding local needs and expectations and ensuring that facilities are sufficient
to meet need.

9.3

Facilities included within this category are:

9.4

•

sports halls

•

swimming pools

•

health and fitness studios.

There are many opportunities for the improvement of facilities across Northampton,
particularly capitalising upon the Building Schools for the Future (BSF) programme.
In addition, other sources of funding (such as National Governing Bodies) may offer
further avenues for improvement, although it is recognised that funding opportunities
for the majority of sports are currently limited.
Strategic context

9.5

The Sport England National Strategy is set out under three headings, specifically
Grow, Sustain and Excel. The strategy aims to improve participation and
achievement in sport from grass roots to elite level. If Northampton Borough Council
is to achieve the long term ambition of excelling, it will be essential to ensure that all
facilities at all levels are of the highest quality and are fit for purpose.

9.6

According to the ‘Change 4 Sport’ in England’s East Midlands ‘A Regional Plan for
Sport 2004 to 2008 document’, the priorities are:
•

to build a more efficient and effective sporting system within the East
Midlands

•

to increase participation in Sport and Active Recreation to meet National
Government Targets in line with Game Plan

•

to make the East Midlands the most successful sporting region in England
and to maximise its’ Contribution Towards National (England and UK/GB)
success

•

to tackle inequality by increasing participation in Sport & Active Recreation by
under-represented groups and communities

•

to reduce health inequalities and improve the health and well being of the
inhabitants of the East Midlands
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9.7

•

through sport and active recreation make communities in the East Midlands
stronger and safer

•

maximise the contribution of sport and active recreation to and from
Education and Lifelong Learning

•

to benefit the local economy and realise the potential sport and active
recreation has to contribute to the development of the Regional and Local
Economy, ‘the East Midlands Development Agency has produced a regional
economic strategy ‘Destination 2010’ which sits under the Integrated Regional
Strategy (IRS)

•

the strategy has two high-level aspirations of equal weight – to deliver a
Competitive Region and at the same time to ensure that the region has
Sustainable Communities.

Northampton Borough Council and Northamptonshire County Council and are
currently in the process of developing a sport and leisure strategy. The findings of
this strategy will supersede this assessment and audit.
Consultation

9.8

Key findings from the consultation to help develop the original audit relating to indoor
facilities suggested that:
•

91% respondents to the household survey consider indoor sports facilities to
be important and 54% of respondents to the IT for young people survey have
visited indoor sports facilities during the last year

•

respondents to the household survey felt there to be insufficient provision of
all types of facility, with the exception of health and fitness. Internal
consultations suggest that programming and access to indoor sports facilities
may actually be the issue as opposed to a lack of facilities, as there are high
pressures on facilities and limited access to school sports halls. Users
responding to the survey indicated that there is sufficient provision

•

the overall quality of provision was highlighted as average by respondents to
the household survey (39%). Users of Danes Camp and Lings Forum
highlighted that facilities were of a high quality, with 79% of users rating
Danes Camp as good or very good and 74.6% of users considering Lings
Forum to be good or very good. There were no ratings of poor or very poor for
either Lings Forum or Danes Camp and only 0.8% of respondents considered
Mounts Baths to be poor

•

the key features of a good quality indoor facilities were perceived to include
accessible routes to leisure facilities, range of activities, cleanliness of
changing rooms, maintenance of facility/equipment, ease and security of
parking. These views were also echoed by users of leisure centres, who
indicated that cleanliness and maintenance is of particular importance.
Welcoming staff is also perceived to be important, and users of Lings Forum
felt a range of facilities were critical. Cleanliness and maintenance is
perceived to be lacking at some of the public facilities on some occasions due
to pressures on budgetary restrictions. The overall quality of swimming pools
was also suggested to be inadequate
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•

although marketing of leisure centres is undertaken, it was highlighted that
many people are unaware both of the facilities available and the activities and
opportunities at these facilities. Raising awareness will be integral to the
achievement of increased participation and healthy living.

Current position
Quantity
9.9

A broad review of indoor sport and recreation facilities has been undertaken to guide
future planning within Northampton. We have used a range of complementary
methods to ensure a comprehensive audit of provision, including a review of the
online national database of sports facilities, Active Places, supporting desk research
and Internet research.

9.10

It must be noted that this review provides a baseline assessment of indoor sports
facilities and informs the Leisure Strategy (Knight Kavanagh & Page 2009) which is
currently being produced.

9.11

A full listing of facilities and supporting data is shown in Appendix M. Sports halls and
swimming pools have been considered in terms of quality, quantity and accessibility.
Provision of health and fitness facilities and community halls has also been
assessed. An overarching quality standard has been set for indoor facilities. Local
standards for quantity and accessibility are specific to each type of facility and are
detailed in the sections that follow. Full justification for standards can be found in
Appendix N.
Quality

9.12

The PPG17 Companion Guide reinforces that design and management are integral
to the successful delivery of a network of high quality sport and recreation, stating
that:
“Quality depends on two things: the needs and expectations of users,
on the one hand, and design, management and maintenance on the
other.”
Local community need

9.13

Overall, the quality of indoor sports facilities in Northampton was perceived to be
good. The results from the user surveys are illustrated in Table 9.1.
Table 9.1 – Leisure centre user survey results (2005/06)
Leisure Centre

Very
Good

Good

Average

Very
Poor

Poor

Danes Camp

26.6%

48.9%

20.7%

0

0

Mounts Baths

19.7%

53%

20.5%

0.8%

0

Lings Forum

22%

45.8%

25.4%

0.8%

0
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9.14

As can be seen above, users of all three leisure centres rated leisure facilities in
Northampton as above average.

9.15

The highest rated aspirations from the user survey regarding indoor leisure facilities
were (in majority order):

9.16

9.17

•

cleanliness of changing facilities

•

welcoming staff

•

range of activities

•

maintenance of facility and equipment

•

ease of security and parking.

Similarly the highest rated aspirations taken from the household survey for indoor
sports facilities were (in majority order):
•

cleanliness of changing rooms

•

range of activities

•

maintenance of facility / equipment

•

ease / security of parking

•

accessible routes

•

welcoming staff.

The quality vision should reflect the views and aspirations of the local community and
should be linked to the national benchmark and design criteria. The suggested
quality vision for indoor sports is therefore:
A clean and welcoming indoor sports facility and changing rooms that is well
maintained and provides a wide range of indoor sports facilities and activities. Indoor
sports facilities should provide adequate secure car-parking facilities, ease of booking
and welcoming staff and should be easily accessible to the local community.

Benchmarking and design specifications
9.18

In line with PPG17 recommendations, in addition to establishing a quality vision for
local sports facilities based on local community needs, a quality standard for the
design and management of indoor sport and recreation facilities has been set using
national benchmarks, Sport England Technical Design Guidance Notes and Quest
Best Practice Standards. Key objectives underpinning this quality standard are:
•

to provide clear guidance relating to facility specifications, ensuring suitability
of design for the targeted range of sports and standards of play as well as
individual requirements for specialist sports
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•

9.19

9.20

to ensure high standards of management and customer service are attained,
which meet or exceed customer expectation and lead to a quality leisure
experience for all users of facilities.

The quality standard is therefore split into two components:
•

QS1 – design and technical

•

QS2 – Management and operational.

It can be seen that some elements of the quality vision derived from local needs and
aspirations are linked to the specifications detailed in QS1 and QS2.
QS1: Quality standard (design and technical)
QS1: All new build and refurbishment schemes to be designed in accordance
with Sport England Guidance Notes, which provide detailed technical advice
and standards for the design and development of sports facilities.

9.21

A full list of Sport England Design Guidance Notes can be found on and are available
to download free from the Sport England website.
http://www.sportengland.org/index/get_resources/resource_downloads/facilities_guid
ance.htm

9.22

The space requirement for most sports depends on the standard of play – generally
the higher the standard, the larger the area required. Although the playing area is
usually of the same dimensions, there is a need to build in provision for increased
safety margins, increased clearance height, spectator seating, etc. Similarly, design
specification varies according to level of competition with respect to flooring type and
lighting lux levels, for example.

9.23

Sport England Design Guidance Notes are based on eight standards of play.
Consideration should be given to the desired specification of the facility in question at
the outset.
QS2: Quality standard (facility operation and management)
QS2: All leisure providers to follow industry best practice principles in relation
to a) Facilities Operation, b) Customer Relations, c) Staffing and d) Service
Development and Review. The detail of internal systems, policies and
practices underpinning implementation of these principles will correlate
directly to the scale of facility, varying according to the position of the facility
within the levels of the established hierarchy.
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Supply and demand analysis
Developing a quality standard
9.24

The level of supply is compared to an estimated demand for each type of facility.
The foundations of all demand assessments are the analysis of the demographic
nature of the resident population within an accurate catchment area of the site.
Demand models are also used in the development of provision standards, set out
later in this section. The application of these provision standards will be critical in
meeting the needs of the local community in light of the significant anticipated
population growth.

9.25

A 3 kilometre buffer around the boundary of Northampton Borough has been applied
to more accurately take into account the impact of facilities on the periphery of the
boundaries and consider immediate cross boundary movement. It is however
assumed that the number of people travelling out will roughly equal those travelling in
and the main analysis is undertaken on the authority area only.

9.26

For each type of provision, the current facilities are illustrated in the maps and tables
that follow. Local standards for quantity and accessibility are then set and applied to
enable conclusions to be drawn about future developments within Northampton.
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Sports halls
Supply
9.27

There are currently 14 sports hall sites within Northampton containing four courts or
more. In addition to these sites there are also a number of smaller sites distributed
across the borough. The provision of sports halls is illustrated in Table 9.2. A full list
of facilities is found at Appendix M.
Table 9.2 – Provision of sports halls in Northampton
Site name
Abbeyfields School

4

Access

Analysis
area

Sports club / community
association

2

10

Pay and play

4

Danes Camp Leisure Centre

4

Pay and play

3

Kingsthorpe College

4

Sports club / community
association

2

Lings Forum Leisure Centre

6

Pay and play

4

Northampton Academy

4

Sports club / community
association

4

Northampton High School

4

Sports club / community
association

3

Northampton School for Boys

4

Sports club / community
association

4

The Duston School

4

Sports club / community
association

2

The Northampton School for
Girls

6

Sports club / community
association

4

The University of Northampton

4

Sports club / community
association

2

Thomas Beckett School

4

Pay and play

4

Unity College

4

Sports club / community
association

4

Weston Favell Upper School

4

Sports club / community
association

4

Benham Sports Arena

9.28

Number
of courts

Facility size and accessibility for public use are key factors taken into consideration
when assessing the current level of supply. Small sized facilities with fewer
badminton courts are not included within the audit due to the restrictions this puts on
the mix of sports that can be played in the hall.
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9.29

Only four of the 14 sports halls have pay and play access. This equates to 36% of
the total supply of sports halls in Northampton. The remaining sports hall sites only
allow sports club or community association access.
Analysis of supply and demand

9.30

Supply and demand analysis can be conducted using Active Places Power (APP).
Table 9.3 below outlines the supply and demand of sports halls in Northampton. This
table has been taken from the Northampton Borough Council and Northamptonshire
County Council Sport and Leisure Strategy Stage 1 Evaluation Report (April 2009)
which was developed by Knight Kavanagh & Page (KKP).
Table 9.3 – Active Places Power supply and demand analysis
Current position

Future position (2026)

Capacity

8,284

8,284

Demand

9,256

13,226

Balance

-972

-4,942.82

% Northampton demand met

89.5

62.6

% England demand met

131.97

-

% East Midlands Region demand
met

137.49

-

9.31

Table 9.3 indicates that 89.5% of demand is currently met. Based on future
population projections this shortfall is expected to increase, with only 62.6% of
demand being met in the future. This indicates that new provision may be required.

9.32

The Sport England Facility Calculator enables the
evaluation of the impact of a new population on the
demand for sports halls. For Northampton, the facility
calculator suggests that an additional 1000 residents will
generate the need for 0.29 courts. This should be used
as a guideline quantity standard.

LOCAL
QUANTITY
STANDARD
0.29 courts per
1000

Accessibility
9.33

9.34

With regards to accessibility, Sport England research indicates that all residents
should be within a 15 minute drive time of a sports hall.
LOCAL
In urban areas, it may expected that facilities are within
ACCESSIBILITY
closer proximity to the home.
STANDARD
Respondents from the household survey indicated that
15 minute drive
a drive time of 15 minutes is reasonable. Although the
modal response was slightly lower at 10 minutes,
time
current users travel for 15 minutes to access a sports
hall. This directly accords with the national guidance of
15 minutes and should help to identify any localised
deficiencies in accessibility.
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9.35

The application of the accessibility standard is illustrated in Map 9.1 overleaf and
indicates that all residents have access to a sports hall. However, three of the four
pay and play facilities are located in Analysis area 4, which means that the majority
of residents in the borough have to travel to access a public sports hall within the
recommended distance threshold.
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Map 9.1 – Accessibility of sports halls in Northampton
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Summary
9.36

Active Places Power supply and demand analysis indicates that there are insufficient
sports halls to meet current and future demand.

9.37

Only four of the 14 sports hall sites allow pay and play access. This equates to 36%
of the total supply of sports halls in Northampton. Increasing community access to
sports halls is therefore important.

9.38

Village halls, community centres and provision at schools are a particularly important
resource and can help to meet localised unmet demand.

9.39

All residents are within a 15 minute drive time of a sports hall. However, three of the
four pay and play facilities are located in Analysis area 4, which means that the
majority of residents in the borough have to travel to access a public sports hall.
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Swimming pools
Supply
9.40

There are currently 17 swimming pools located within Northampton. The provision of
swimming pools is illustrated in Table 9.4 below. A full list of facilities is found at
Appendix M.
Table 9.4 – Provision of swimming pools in Northampton
Site name

Access

Dimensions

Barry Primary School

Analysis
area

Sports club / community association

1

Cripps Recreation Centre

10m x 25m

Registered membership

1

Danes Camp Leisure Centre

8m x 25m

Pay and play

3

Esporta Health and Fitness

8m x 20m

Registered membership

3

JJB Fitness

8m x 20m

Registered membership

1

Lings Forum Leisure Centre

10m x 25m

Pay and play

4

Livingwell Health Club

9m x 18m

Registered membership

3

Mounts Baths Leisure Centre

12.2 m x 30m
& 7.5m x 20m

Pay and play

1

Northampton High School

10m x 25m

Sports club / community association

3

Northampton School for Boys

9.1m x 23m

Sports club / community association

4

Nuffield Health Fitness &
Wellbeing

8m x 20m

Registered membership

2

The Duston School

10m x 25m

Sports club / community association

2

The Northampton School for
Girls

10m x 25m

Pay and play

4

Topnotch Health Club

6m x 15m

Registered membership

1

Unity College

8m x 20m

Sports club / community association

4

Virgin Active Club

10m x 25m

Registered membership

4

Weston Favell Upper School

10m x 20m

Registered membership

4

9.41

Facility size and accessibility for public use are key factors taken into consideration
when assessing the current level of supply.

9.42

Only four of the 17 swimming pools in Northampton allow pay and play swim?
access. Access to other pools is only permitted for sports clubs/associations and
registered members.
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9.43

There are a number of swimming pools close to the boundaries of Northampton that
also serve residents in the authority. These are located at private health clubs at
Sedgebrook Hall and Overstone Park.
Analysis of supply and demand

9.44

Table 9.5 outlines the supply and demand of sports halls in Northampton. This table
has been taken from the Northampton Borough Council and Northamptonshire
County Council Sport and Leisure Strategy Stage 1 Evaluation Report (April 2009)
which was developed by Knight Kavanagh & Page (KKP).
Table 9.5 – Active Places Power supply and demand analysis

Capacity

Current position
21,516

Future position (2026)
21,516

Demand

11,532

16,479

Balance

9,985

5,037

% Northampton demand met

186.58

130.57

% England demand met

173.56

-

% East Midlands Region demand
met

179.45

-

9.45

Table 9.5 indicates that the supply of swimming pools is sufficient to meet demand,
with 186.58% of demand being met in Northampton. The percentage of demand
being met in the borough is also above both national and regional averages.

9.46

The Sport England Facility Calculator enables the
evaluation of the impact of a new population on the
demand for swimming pools. For Northampton, the facility
calculator suggests that an additional 1000 residents will
generate the need for 10.51m2 of pools. This should be
used as a guideline quantity standard.

LOCAL
QUANTITY
STANDARD
10.51 m2 per 1000

Accessibility
9.47

9.48

9.49

With regards to accessibility, Sport England research
indicates that all residents should be within a 20 minute
drive time of a swimming pool. In urban authorities,
facilities may be expected in closer proximity to the home.

LOCAL
ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD

15 minute drive
Over half of the respondents (53%) to the household
time
survey indicate that they expect to drive to a swimming
pool. The most common travel time indicated by residents
was 10 minutes. However, current users of swimming
pools travel for 15 minutes to access a pool. In light of the specialist nature of these
facilities it is recommended that a 15 minute drive time standard is set.
The application of the accessibility standard for swimming pools is illustrated in Map
9.2 overleaf. This indicates that all residents have access to a swimming pool within
the recommended 15 minute drive time.
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Map 9.2 – Accessibility of swimming pools in Northampton
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Summary
9.50

APP supply and demand analysis indicates that the provision of swimming pools is
sufficient to meet demand. The percentage of demand being met in the borough is
also above both national and regional averages. This suggests additional provision is
not required. Provision is still projected to meet demand in the event of population
growth.

9.51

Only four of the 17 swimming pools in Northampton allow pay and play swim access.
Access to other pools is only permitted for sports clubs/associations and registered
members. Increasing community access to school pools will therefore be important.
While there are sufficient pools to meet demand, if these are not accessible then
participation in swimming will be reduced.

9.52

All residents are within a 15 minute drive time of a swimming pool.
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Health and fitness
Supply
9.53

There are currently 24 health and fitness facilities in Northampton. These are
summarised in Table 9.5.
Table 9.5 – Provision of health and fitness facilities in Northampton
Site name

Number
of
stations

Access
Analysis area

Abbeyfields School

20

Private Use

2

Better Bodies Gym

50

Pay and Play

4

Cripps Recreation Centre

13

Private Use

1

Danes Camp Leisure Centre

68

Pay and Play

3

120

Pay and Play

1

Derngate Gym
Energies Ladies Fitness Club

34

Registered Membership
use

1

Esporta Health and Fitness

70

Registered Membership
use

3

Fitness First Health Club

112

Registered Membership
use

2

Image and Unique Fitness
Centre

130

Registered Membership
use

3

18

Registered Membership
use

1

174

Registered Membership
use

1

Private Use

2

Inn Action Health and Fitness

JJB Fitness Club

Kingsthorpe College

9

Lings Forum Leisure Centre

55

Pay and Play

4

Livingwell Health Club

25

Registered Membership
use

3

Marriot Leisure Club

16

Registered Membership
use

2

Mounts Bath Leisure Centre

60

Pay and Play

1

Northampton Academy

24

Private Use

4

Northampton School for Boys

30

Private Use

4

Nuffield Health Fitness &
Wellbeing

98

Registered Membership
use

2
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Site name

Number
of
stations

Access
Analysis area

The University of Northampton

20

Private Use

2

Topnotch Health Club

70

Registered Membership
use

1

Unity College

11

Private Use

4

220

Registered Membership
use

4

39

Registered Membership
use

4

Virgin Active Club

Weston Favell Upper School

9.54

Only 24% of health and fitness stations offer pay and play access. All other stations
allow only private use or registered membership use. This highlights a poor balance
between private and public provision in Northampton.

9.55

Facility size and accessibility for public use are key factors to be taken into
consideration when assessing the current level of supply. Supply is measured
according to the number of stations provided within the health and fitness facility.

9.56

Supply at both public and private facilities is included within the demand model, as
both types of facilities require an induction prior to use of the equipment. Research
by Mintel highlights that a 50:50 split between public and private provision provides
the optimum balance of provision in an area.

9.57

The total supply of facilities within Northampton is equivalent to 1486 stations. There
are also five facilities lying on the periphery, public and private, which may be used
by residents of Northampton.
Setting and applying standards
Quantity

9.58

There are no specific guidelines for the quantitative supply of health and fitness
facilities, however the current level of provision and access to these facilities (3 public
health and fitness facilities) would suggest that provision is reasonable.

9.59

The household survey 2005/6 states that 45% of residents felt there was sufficient
health and fitness provision. 33% of residents indicate that provision is insufficient.
Qualitative comments from those people that suggest provision is poor include
mainly access reasons predominantly”too expensive”. A number of comments were
made regarding high levels of private sector provision.
LOCAL
Accessibility
ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD
With regards to accessibility of health and fitness facilities,
industry guidelines highlight that people will travel between
20 minute walk
eight and twelve minutes to reach a health and fitness
time
facility.

9.60
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9.61

The accessibility standard will highlight if there are any areas of deficiency. The key
problem area in terms of access does not appear to be a geographical issue, but
relates to the cost of facilities being prohibitive. This highlights the need for
accessible and affordable public facilities.

9.62

Map 9.3 overleaf illustrates the application of the accessibility standard for health and
fitness facilities. Map 9.3 highlights a number of areas of deficiency, particularly in
Duston, Wooton and Headlands. Only a small number of residents are within the
catchment of a pay and play facility (green catchment).
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Map 9.3 – Accessibility of health and fitness facilities in Northampton
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Summary
9.63

There is no quantitative standard set for health and fitness facilities. Consultation
through the household questionnaire suggests that provision is about right, although
access may be an issue for some residents in terms of cost, rather than geographical
distance.

9.64

There are three public health and fitness facilities at Mounts Baths, Lings Forum and
Danes Camp, branded as Trilogy. These have a critical role to play in the face of
issues highlighted during consultations regarding costs of joining private facilities.

9.65

Only 24% of all health and fitness stations allow play and pay access and only a
small number of residents are within a 20 minute walk of these facilities.

9.66

The geographical spread of facilities is generally good. However, key areas of
deficiency are evident in Duston, Wooton and Headlands. The level of cross
boundary usage should also be accounted for, as many people are likely to travel
into Northampton for work and use facilities in the area.
Summary and recommendations

9.67

An analysis of the provision of sports halls, health and fitness and swimming pool
provision within Northampton Borough has been undertaken and current provision
has been measured against identified demand, enabling an understanding of any
additional provision required.

9.68

Consultation highlights that the quality of current facilities within Northampton is
good. An overarching quality vision has been set in line with local community need,
Quest and Best Value principles.
A clean and welcoming indoor sports facility and changing rooms that is
well-maintained and provides a wide range of indoor sports facilities and
activities. Indoor sports facilities should provide adequate secure carparking facilities, ease of booking and welcoming staff and should be easily
accessible to the local community.

9.69

Supply and demand analysis indicates that the provision of sports halls is insufficient
to meet demand. This indicates that new provision may be required in the future or
improvement expansion of current facilities.

9.70

Supply and demand analysis indicates that the provision of swimming pools is
sufficient to meet demand. Increasing access to school swimming pools will be
important in meeting future demands.

9.71

Consultation suggests that the provision of health and fitness facilities is about right
although no quantitative standard has been set. The balance between public and
private facilities is essential, with many residents highlighting that they are unable to
afford membership fees at private clubs.
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Allotments
Introduction and definition
10.1

This typology includes all forms of allotments. The primary purpose of allotments is to
provide opportunities for people to grow their own produce as part of the long-term
promotion of sustainability, health and social inclusion. This type of open space may
also include urban farms.

10.2

Like other open space types, allotments can provide a number of wider benefits to
the community in addition to their primary purpose. These include:
•

bringing together different cultural backgrounds

•

improving physical and mental health

•

providing a source of recreation

•

making a wider contribution to the green and open space network.

10.3

Allotments are becoming increasingly popular nationally, following the recognition of
the role that they can play in encouraging all sectors of the community to participate
in active recreation. Allotments offer an alternative active pastime to participation in
formal sport, particularly for older residents.

10.4

The Northampton Allotments Strategy (2004) states that the borough provides
allotments to maintain a healthy activity and green environment with the urban setting
and has a commitment to provide allotments with these being seen as a vital element
of the Council’s Community Strategy.

10.5

The Council’s Allotment Strategy highlights a number of key aims including:

10.6

•

to develop allotments to contribute to a safer, greener, cleaner and healthier
Northampton

•

to improve the quality of the service

•

to review the management potential of allotments by direct field management

•

to review allotment provision in the long-term financial context of the authority

•

that the Council reviews allotment provision in line with the future
development of the town and the likely demand for allotments that will be
generated as a result

•

that the Council reviews the current and predicted level of allotment provision
and where surplus lend exists consider alternative usage.

This section considers the quality, quantity and accessibility of allotments across
Northampton. Analysis of the current provision of allotments across the borough is
set out overleaf.

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 188

SECTION 10 – ALLOTMENTS
Quantity
Current position
10.7

There are 23 allotments sites within Northampton. A large proportion of the allotment
sites are under the management of the Council. The remainder are privately owned
and managed. 59% of respondents to the household survey consider the provision of
allotments to be important.

10.8

Since the initial audit and assessment carried out in 2006 demand for allotments has
increased and this is reflected in the presence of waiting lists at sites across the
borough. The total amount of people on the waiting list for Borough Council owned
sites is 349.

10.9

The quantity of allotments across the borough is summarised in Table 10.1 below.

Provision per 1000
population

Largest site
(Hectares)

Smallest site
(hectares)

Number of sites

Current provision

Analysis area

Table 10.1 – Provision of allotments across Northampton

Analysis area 1

0.00

0

-

-

0.00

Analysis area 2

53.45

13

1.31

14.32

0.79

Analysis area 3

0.93

2

0.33

0.60

0.03

Analysis area 4

30.84

8

0.63

8.86

0.40

Overall

85.22

23

0.33

14.32

0.42

10.10 The key issues emerging from Table 10.1 and consultations relating to the quantity of
provision of allotments include:
•

allotments are unevenly distributed across the borough with the majority of
sites located in Analysis areas 2 and 4

•

although few people had opinions on the quantity of allotment provision, the
main concerns centred around demand outnumbering supply and the loss of
allotments to residential development

•

internal consultations indicated that demand is perceived to be localised. This
is supported by the presence of waiting lists at some sites, primarily the
smaller sites. It was considered by internal officers that several sites are too
large, in particular Easton Avenue and Weston Avenue Allotments and that a
site of 60 plots is an optimum size – this size of site is known to deter
vandalism and ensures the popularity of the site

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 189

SECTION 10 – ALLOTMENTS
•

the importance of ensuring that there are sufficient allotment sites in areas
accessible by residents in new developments was also highlighted. It was
conceded that there may be some allotment sites in the present stock that are
surplus to requirements.

Setting provision standards
10.11 The recommended local quantity standard for allotments has been derived from the
local needs consultation and audit of provision and is summarised below. Full
justification for the local standard is provided within Appendix H.
10.12 Allotment sites are very much a demand-led typology and need to be quantified in
the context of existing provision, waiting lists and local demand. Consultation from
the household survey 2005/06 suggests that the majority of people rate the
importance of allotments as high. The recommended standard takes into account the
quantity of people on the waiting list and the number of additional plots that would be
required to accommodate these residents.
Quantity Standard (see Appendices H1 and H2)
Existing level of provision

Recommended standard

0.42 hectares per 1000 population

0.42 hectares per 1000 population

Justification
The household consultation suggests that there is a shortfall of allotments, with
31% indicating that provision is about right and 37% stating that there are not
enough allotments. There is no provision in Analysis area 1 and only a small
amount of provision in Analysis area 3.
There is significant demand for allotments in the borough, with 349 people on
the waiting list for an allotment plot (2009). In light of the dissatisfaction with
current provision and a waiting list, the local quantity standard has been set at
the existing level of provision. Setting the standard at this level takes account
of the uneven distribution of allotments and that there are some sites in the
present stock that are surplus to requirements and could potentially meet the
waiting list demands. This standard meets modern day demands and will
enable the identification of deficiencies in distribution or underused allotment
sites in the borough.
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Quality
Current position
10.13 The quality of allotments in Northampton is summarised in Table 10.2 below.

Highest quality
sites

Lowest quality
sites

Average quality
scores (%)

Analysis area

Range of quality
scores (%)

Table 10.2 – Quality of allotments in Northampton

Analysis area 1

-

-

-

-

Analysis area 2

60 – 86

76

Harlestone Road

Berrywood Road

Analysis area 3

76 – 82

79

Watering Lane

Back Lane

Analysis area 4

66 – 80

78

Racecourse Allotments

Southfield Allotments

Overall

60 – 86

76

10.14 The key issues arising from consultation 2005/06 with regards to the quality of
allotments are as follows:
•

the quality of allotments was generally perceived to be adequate by residents.
However, vandalism and graffiti (38%) were identified as significant problems
by users of allotments

•

site assessments indicate that the quality of allotments is good, with the
average quality score of a site being 76%

•

although the quality of allotments is generally good, site scores do range from
60% - 80%

•

the Northampton Allotment Society (NAS) suggested that best practice
allotments would provide plots accessible for disabled users and essential
facilities like toilets, a water supply and fences. Both the NAS and residents
from the drop-in sessions considered security to be of paramount importance

•

allotments where community groups are integral to the management of the
site have been particularly successful and encourage use of the sites.
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Setting provision standards
10.15 The recommended local quality standard for allotments is summarised below. Full
justifications and consultation for the local standard is provided within Appendix I.
10.16 The quality vision has been derived directly from the aspirations of local residents
identified during consultation. User aspirations, from the household survey, for
allotments in Northampton were good quality soils, good access to and within the
sites and on site security. The highest rated safety factors included sufficient
boundaries, adequate lighting and CCTV. Key quality factors alongside consultation
is the basis of the recommendation for allotments in Northampton.
Quality vision (Please see Appendix I)
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A clean and well-kept site with good quality soils which encourages sustainable
development, biodiversity, healthy living and education objectives. The site
should be easily accessible to and within sites, include appropriate
ancillary facilities to meet local needs and clearly marked pathways. The
site should be spacious providing appropriate boundaries, lighting and
security. Management of local sites should involve the community where
possible.”

10.17 Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for allotments, converting the key factors of the vision into
an expected score against the site assessment matrix used and consequently
providing a minimum quality benchmark.
10.18 It is important to set a benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of
allotments within Northampton can be assessed. This standard can also serve to
guide improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality threshold rating at
each site.
10.19 The quality vision percentage calculated for allotment sites in Northampton is
determined from site assessments and users aspirations,and is set at 76%. This will
ensure that the current quality level is maintained for allotments in Northampton.
Setting provision standards – accessibility
10.20 The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing
opportunities for all people to use the sites. The recommended local accessibility
standard is set in the form of a distance threshold and is derived directly from the
findings of the local consultations.
10.21 Consultation and analysis highlights that 52% of residents expect to walk to their
local allotment while 38% prefer to travel by car. This indicates that allotments are
expected to be local to the home.
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10.22 The recommended local accessibility standard for allotments is summarised below.
Full justification for the local standard is provided within Appendix J. A straight-line
distance of 720m has been used rather than the pedestrian distance of 1200m. This
is based on PMP’s average walking distances and uses a factoring reduction of 40%
to account for the fact that people do not walk in a straight line to access their open
space facilities. This 40% factoring is based on the Fields in Trust (formerly NPFA)
Six Acre Standard which has been worked out from a trial of 4-14 year olds and the
distance they travelled. It is recognised that this typology is not a specific facility for
children however the factoring is applied to ensure consistency with other typologies
and so that they are accessible to all.
Accessibility standard (Please also see Appendix J)
Recommended standard
15 minute walk time (720m)
Justification
The provision of allotments is very much a demand led typology which should be
reflected in the application of the accessibility and quantity standards. As such any
deficiencies that are highlighted through the application of the study should be
assessed further to indicate if there is any demand in that area. However, as a
guide a standard has been set at 15 minutes walk time. This standard reflects the
expectation of sites to be provided locally and will enable the identification of areas
of deficiency in the borough.

Applying provision standards
10.23 The application of the recommended quality, quantity and accessibility standards
provides an understanding of the existing distribution of allotments. In light of the
demand led nature of allotments, this should be treated as an indication only. Table
10.3 summarises the application of the quantity standard.

(0.42 hectares per
1000 population)

Future balanced
against local
standard

(0.42 hectares per
1000 population)

Current balanced
against local
standard

Analysis area

Table 10.3 – Application of quantity standard

Analysis area 1

-11.77

-15.16

Analysis area 2

25.06

16.87

Analysis area 3

-11.46

-15.03

Analysis area 4

-1.80

-11.21

0.03

-24.53

Overall
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10.24 Table 10.3 indicates the following:
•

that the current quantity of allotments is sufficient to meet demand (if sites
were located in the appropriate place and were appropriate managed).
Based on future population projections up to 2026 there will be an expected
shortfall of 24.53 hectares in the borough

•

only within Analysis area 2 is the provision of allotments sufficient to meet
demand and is in fact shown as a surplus in quantity

•

the greatest shortfall of allotments is found in Analysis area 1 (11.77
hectares).

10.25 The application of the local accessibility and quality standards for allotments is set
out overleaf in Map 10.1.
10.26 Map 10.1 indicates that there are some significant areas of the borough, which fall
outside of the appropriate catchment for allotments. This means that areas of
deficiency are evident in all areas of the borough, particularly in Analysis areas 1 and
4.
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Map 10.1 – Accessibility of allotments in Northampton
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Quality benchmarking
10.27 The application of the quality benchmarking standard (set at a score of 76% on the
site assessment for provision of allotments) provides an indication of the desired
level of quality at each site and enables the comparison of sites across the authority.
10.28 As described in Appendix K, it highlights sites which currently meet the visionary
standard and those sites falling significantly below and consequently where
improvement is required. A full list of site scores can be found in Appendix L. The 5
highest and 5 lowest scoring sites are highlighted in Figure 10.1 below

and above

90%

Very good

Figure 10.1 – The highest and lowest quality allotments in Northampton

Berrywood Road (site 234) – 86%
Back Lane (site 228) – 82%

70%
to
89%

Good

Rothersthorpe Road Allotments (site 230) – 82%
Southfields Allotments (site 215) – 80%
Bants Lane (site 233) – 80%
Eastern Avenue North (site 219) – 76%

76%

Bush Hill (site 225) – 71%

Poor

30%
to
49%
29%
or below

50%
to
69%

Racecourse Allotments (site 675) – 66%

Very poor

Average

Kingsthorpe Park (site 217) – 71%

Harlestone Road 1 (site 236) – 60%

10.29 82% of allotments sites meet the quality benchmark and are therefore considered
good quality sites. Only two sites achieved scores rated as average and there are no
sites considered poor or very poor.
10.30 The quality of allotments is illustrated in Map 10.2 overleaf.
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Map 10.2 - Quality of allotments in Northampton
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Future priorities for the provision of allotments across Northampton
10.31 The remainder of this section summarises the key priorities for allotments and then
highlights specific issues for each area of the borough which arise as a result of the
application of the local standards.
10.32 Specifically, the key priorities relate to:
•

the protection of existing provision

•

meeting additional demand

•

increasing accessibility to allotments.

Protecting existing provision
10.33 Application of the quantity standard indicates by 2026, provision will be insufficient to
meet demand. No sites are located in Analysis area 1 and only two sites are located
in Analysis area 3. In addition to this insufficient provision there are a total of 349
people on waiting lists at allotment sites across the borough.
10.34 Although few residents had an opinion on the quantity of allotment provision, the
main concerns centred on demand outnumbering supply and developments on
existing plots. Furthermore, 59% of residents in Northampton indicated that
allotments are an important type of open space in the borough.
10.35 In consideration of the importance of allotments highlighted throughout consultation,
the Council should protect all sites from development (unless it can be proven that
there is no demand in the catchment area of the allotment or that the allotment would
be better located elsewhere). Plots that are lost to development should be replaced
in areas of deficit when possible.

ALL1

In light of the importance of allotments, allocate all sites as
protected open space through the Local Development
Framework.

Meeting existing and future demand
10.36 As previously identified, quantitative analysis indicates that there is insufficient
provision of allotments to meet demand. Accessibility mapping reinforces this
shortfall, with areas of deficiency evident in each analysis area.
10.37 Although some residents do have access to an allotment within a 15 minute walk
time, existing sites do not have capacity to accommodate demand. 349 people are
currently on the waiting list for an allotment plot and application of the quantity
standard identifies the following requirements:
•

Analysis area 1 – there will be an expected shortfall of 15.16 hectares by
2026

•

Analysis area 2 – current provision is sufficient

•

Analysis area 3 – there will be an expected shortfall of 15.03 hectares by
2026, equating to over 300 plots
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•

Analysis area 4 – there will be an expected shortfall of 11.21 hectares by
2026
ALL2

In light of unmet and latent demand for allotments, new
provision will be required across Northampton. In order to
best meet the needs of the population, it is suggested that
sites which are accessible to as many residents as
possible are provided. These should meet with the
suggested quality vision. Sites should be allocated in the
LDF for this purpose. Consultation demonstrated that sites
containing circa 60 plots had been proven most effective.
In order to maximise accessibility to the majority of
residents new provision should be strategically located in
Billing, Lumbertubs, Wootton and East Hunsbury.
It may be necessary to consider alternative locations for
new sites, including the development of allotments on low
value amenity green spaces.

10.38 Although there is a large shortfall in Analysis area 1, due to the majority of this area
laying in the town centre, it is unrealistic to expect allotments to be provided in this
area of the borough.
10.39 While new provision should be sourced where possible, in the short term,
consideration should also be given to a change in management practice to maximise
the number of residents that can use an allotment. In particular the following options
should be considered:
•

provide half plots to ensure that the site can accommodate a higher number
of residents/users

•

ensure that residents have only one allotment plot at any one time

ALL3

Consideration should be given to the implementation of
appropriate policies to promote effective usage of
allotment sites including:
•

Providing half plots as opposed to full plots to ensure
that sites can accommodate a higher number of
residents

•

Ensuring that residents only have one allotment plot
at any one time

•

Promoting appropriate use of allotments

Increasing accessibility to allotments
10.40 Application of the accessibility standard indicates that a large number of residents
are unable to access an allotment within the recommended 15 minute walk time.
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10.41 Areas of deficiency are evident in all areas of the borough. However, key areas of
deficiency are evident in Analysis area 1, the east of Analysis area 4 and south of
Analysis area 3.
10.42 Focus should therefore be placed on increasing access to existing provision in
Northampton. Increasing access to Lyncroft Way Allotments and the Racecourse
Allotments will be particularly important in light of the fact that these sites are located
on the border of Analysis area 1, where there is currently no provision.
ALL4

Seek to increase access to allotments in Northampton.
Increasing access to Lyncroft Way Allotments and the
Racecourse Allotments will be particularly important due to
their location near Analysis area 1.

10.43 The value of specific allotments in terms of quality, accessibility and usage is
considered in Appendix L. In light of the high levels of usage, all sites are currently
valuable to local residents.
Summary and recommendations
10.44 Across the study area there are 27 allotments. The total provision equates to 91.91
hectares.
10.45 Existing provision equates to 0.47 hectares per 1,000 population across the borough.
10.46 A quality vision has been set for allotments that takes account of the consultation
findings. A quality benchmark standard of 76% has been set, which allows a
comparison of sites across the borough. 22 (out of 27) allotment sites met the quality
benchmark score.
10.47 Based on community need and the findings of the household survey, a 15 minute
walking distance standard (720m) has been set. The establishment of a walking
standard enables the promoting healthier lifestyles and sustainable transport.
10.48 The application of the quantity and accessibility standard highlights that there are
many parts of the borough which fall outside of a catchment, in particular Analysis
areas 1 and 3 and the east of analysis area 4. There is scope to meet some of these
shortfalls with allotment development on surplus or low value amenity greenspace
sites.
10.49 The Council’s vision is to provide a good distribution of smaller allotment sites
ensuring an even distribution across the borough.
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Cemeteries and churchyards
Definition
11.1

Churchyards are encompassed within the walled boundary of a church and
cemeteries are burial grounds outside the confines of a church. These include private
burial grounds, local authority burial grounds and disused churchyards. The primary
purpose of this type of open space is for burial and quiet contemplation but also for
the promotion of wildlife conservation and biodiversity.
Strategic context and consultation

11.2

Cemeteries and churchyards can be a significant open space provider in some areas
particularly in urban areas. In other areas they can represent a relatively minor
resource in terms of the land, but are able to provide areas of nature conservation
importance and areas for local residents to visit.

11.3

When considering churchyards the PPG 17 Annex states "many historic churchyards
provide important places for quiet contemplation, especially in busy urban areas, and
often support biodiversity and interesting geological features. As such many can also
be viewed as amenity greenspaces. Unfortunately, many are also run-down and
therefore it may be desirable to enhance them”.

11.4

Cemeteries and churchyards are an important asset. As well as the value placed
upon them by families of the deceased they offer many other benefits, for example
they provide sanctuary for wildlife and places for people to reflect undisturbed. They
are cherished for the historic value they provide, often respected for their part in
creating a historic landscape.

11.5

Such values were recognised within the local consultations and a number of sites
were highlighted as examples of good practice including Billing Road Cemetery, Holy
Sepulchre Churchyard and St Giles Churchyards. In some instances, cemeteries or
churchyards are the only green space in an urban area, further enhancing their value
to both the local community and wildlife.

11.6

The cleanliness of local cemeteries and churchyards emerged as being particularly
important to residents attending the drop-in sessions. There were worries about the
standard of care and an evident lack of respect for some locations.

11.7

As with other open space sites, security of cemeteries was also raised. Respondents
to the household survey suggested that ‘staff on site’ (54%) and ‘adequate lighting’
(38%) would ensure that users felt safe when visiting cemeteries.
Current position
Churchyards

11.8

There are 35 churchyards in the Borough. These vary in size and character
enormously. There are churchyards located across Northampton Borough and these
sites are relatively evenly distributed.
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11.9

In addition there are nine cemeteries and a crematorium (the Counties Crematorium).
Northampton Borough Council is responsible for seven cemeteries in the Borough,
specifically:
•

Kingsthorpe – a new area has opened at this site recently which has capacity
for another eight years. Additionally, there is an adjacent field at this site
(currently leased) which will provide capacity for a further six years. The site
also contains a garden of rest for cremations and a section for child burials. A
specific area of this cemetery has been dedicated to green burials

•

Dallington – a new section has recently opened providing approximately 300
graves which will equate to circa eight year usage. Also contains a garden of
rest for cremations

•

Duston contains a garden of rest for cremations and also a specific section for
child burials

•

Towcester Road – contains a garden of rest for cremations and a section for
child burials. There are also dedicated sections for the Hebrew and Muslim
Community, traveller community and the Chinese Community at this site. It is
anticipated that in all these areas there is circa 20 years capacity

•

Great Houghton – cemetery is now closed (at capacity)

•

Weston Favell - cemetery is now closed (at capacity)

•

Billing Road - cemetery is now closed (at capacity).

Setting provision standards
Quantity standards
Churchyards
11.10 Generally Quantity Standards are not set for Cemeteries and Churchyards. In
relation to Churchyards, the PPG 17 Annex states: “As churchyards can only exist
where there is a church, the only form of provision standard which will be required is
a qualitative one."
Cemeteries
11.11 In relation to Cemeteries, the PPG 17 Annex states "every individual cemetery has a
finite capacity and therefore there is steady need for more of them. Indeed, many
areas face a shortage of ground for burials. The need for graves, for all religious
faiths, can be calculated from population estimates, coupled with details of the
average proportion of deaths which result in a burial, and converted into a
quantitative population-based provision standard."
11.12 ”Many local authority areas face a future shortage of ground for burials; this is
potentially the case for Northampton in light of the growth agenda. Proactive planning
for additional cemeteries will therefore be of particular importance across the Local
Development Framework growth period.
11.13 There are a number of factors that influence setting standards e.g. how to meet the
burial needs for the different religious faiths in Northampton, forecasting against a
trend that favours cremation in place of burial.
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11.14 The West Northamptonshire Development Corporation does not write formal policy,
but has drafted guidance on the collection of planning obligations from developers.
This includes standards for the provision of cemeteries. Annex B, the Provisional
Cost Infrastructure guidance makes the following assumptions for cemeteries:
•

Annual death rate 9.9 per 1000

•

Burials account for 30% of deaths

•

1730 grave plots per ha

•

2.5 burials per grave

11.15 These figures are based on research undertaken as part of “The Cost & Funding of
Growth in South East England” Roger Tym & Partners for South East Counties (June
2005).
11.16 This method of calculation is also used by other authorities as a means of
determining the future requirement for burial space.
11.17 Calculations based on parameters above would suggest that there are circa 600
burials in Northampton per annum. In reality, recent records indicate that there are
650 burials per annum. This therefore suggests that that the death rate is marginally
above the assumed 9.9 per 1000 or that the proportion of burials is higher.
11.18 Assuming that there are 600 burials per annum, and 2.5 burials per grave, it can
therefore be suggested that circa 0.138 hectares is required per annum. Given that
current requirements are 8% higher than this, it is suggested that 0.15 hectares is set
aside per annum. This equates to 0.00074 hectares per 1000 population. As the
population grows, this figure should be used to measure the subsequent additional
demand for provision.
11.19 There are however other issues that should also be considered as part of the
proactive planning for new burial space:
•

the proportion of burials which result in new graves (as opposed to those
already purchased) in Northampton 450 burials per annum are in new graves.

•

the proportion of space required for specific purposes, eg children and
residents of specific religions. Of the overall space set aside per annum,

•

2.1% should be dedicated to muslim burials

•

1.1 % should be dedicated to Jewish burials

•

1% should be dedicated to Chinese burials.

11.20 These figures are derived from the proportion of the overall population in
Northampton that each group represents based on the 2001 census. This is the most
accurate up to date figure.

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 203

SECTION 11 – CEMETERIES AND CHURCHYARDS

Recommended standard – CEMETERIES AND CHURCHYARDS
Based on current population figures, death rates, the proportion of burials carried out
each year and the number of new graves required, it is suggested that 0.15 hectares
is set aside per annum. As the population grows, additional provision will be required
and the impact of population growth should be measured using a standard of
0.00074 hectares per 1000). In order to accommodate unanticipated additional
demand (i.e. through an emergency) a strategic reserve should also be included.
Burial trends and death rates should be reviewed as a minimum on a five year cycle
to ensure that sufficient provision is maintained. This should be used as an indication
only and figures should be regularly revised.

Quality standard – Cemeteries and Churchyards
11.21 There are no national or existing standards for the quality aspect of churchyards and
cemeteries. There is a national scheme, the Living Churchyard & Cemetery Project
(LCCP), this promotes the principles and practices of nature conservation in all types
of burial grounds throughout the country. The protection and enhancement of
biodiversity is an integral theme of the East Midlands Regional Plan (2009), as well
as Making the Connection: the Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure Strategic
Framework (2009). Sympathetic management of cemeteries will contribute to the
overall achievement of these objectives.
11.22 In addition to their primary purpose churchyards and cemeteries provide a
fundamental ‘open space’ resource for people and wildlife. The Borough Council
recognises this and is keen to set a challenging quality standard which can reflect
their commitment to continually improve the quality of sites in the Borough.
11.23 Respondents to the household survey indicated that cleanliness, well kept grass and
the provision of toilets, seating and litterbins in cemeteries were of particular
importance to them. Some cemeteries are perceived to experience problems with
vandalism, graffiti and anti social behaviour, wherever possible measures should be
taken to eradicate such misuse. The recommended quality standard for churchyards
and cemeteries is drawn from the local consultation and takes account of key quality
issues noted here
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“Sites should provide a clean, well-maintained and tranquil environment.
Appropriate provision for ancillary accommodation (seating, litter bins and toilets)
should be made. Sites should be easily accessible and, wherever possible,
provision should be made for users to arrive by bicycle and public transport. Sites
should provide appropriate planting schemes (trees, flowers, shrubs) and be a
sanctuary for wildlife in areas devoid of greenspace. There must be appropriate
security measures in place with a well-defined boundary to discourage misuse”

11.24 Appendix K highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments
that have been undertaken for churchyards and cemeteries, converting the key
factors of the vision into an expected score against the site assessment matrix used
and consequently providing a minimum quality benchmark. It is important to set a
benchmark indicator against which the comparative quality of churchyards and
cemeteries within Northampton can be assessed. This standard can also serve to
guide improvement programmes by striving to attain the quality threshold rating at
each site.
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11.25 The quality site assessments are divided into sub categories and an expected score
is assigned to each (see below). The full methodology of this process is explained in
Appendix K. In the case of churchyards and cemeteries the score translates into
quality vision percentage of 70%. This is the realistic benchmark for the provision in
Northampton.
•
•
•
•

cleanliness and maintenance (4)
safety and security (4)
vegetation (3)
ancillary accommodation (3).

Accessibility
11.26 With regards to accessibility there are no definitive national or local standards for
cemeteries and churchyards. If an accessibility standard was to be recommended,
this would be based on a 20 minute walk time catchment, as per the findings from the
household survey.
11.27 It is recommended that a formal accessibility standard is not set for cemeteries and
churchyards. PPG17 states that the only form of provision standard required for
cemeteries and churchyards is a qualitative one. This reflects the nature of supply led
facilities i.e. there may be few realistic opportunities for additional provision. Despite
this, planning policy can influence and facilitate the location and provision of
additional cemeteries and churchyards. Decisions on any new facilities should
consider both the recommended quality standard and the above accessibility
catchment.
Cemeteries and Churchyards - Accessibility
No local standard set

Applying provision standards – identifying geographical areas
11.28 Given that it is not appropriate to set any local quantity or accessibility standards it is
also not appropriate to examine the spatial distribution of these sites in relation to
access. However, the distribution of cemeteries and churchyards in Northampton is
illustrated in Map 11.1 overleaf.
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Map 11.1 – Distribution of cemeteries and churchyards in Northampton
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11.29 It is however important to consider the capacity of existing sites to meet future needs.
It is apparent that existing cemeteries have a finite capacity and that new provision
will therefore be required when sites become full.
11.30 Current information suggests that at the three open burial grounds in Northampton
there is capacity for 14 years (Kingsthorpe – 2100 plots left), 8 years (Dallington –
1200 plots left) and 20 years (Towcester Road 3000 plots left). This equates to circa
6300 plots remaining.
11.31 As the choice of burial grounds becomes smaller (eg when the Dallington site is full),
pressure on other sites will increase, as all burials will be targeted at these areas.
Assuming that the number of burials and proportion of new graves will remain
constant and based on the capacity above, if new space is not provided, all
cemeteries will be full within 14 years.
11.32 Proactive planning is therefore required now in order to ensure that burial space does
not run out. This suggests that a new site will be required over the LDF period and
should be considered within the allocations Development Plan Document.
CC1

Monitor the ongoing demand for new provision assuming
that 2.2ha will be required per annum (or 0.013 ha per
1000 population).

11.33 Since local quantity and accessibility standards have not been set for this typology it
is not possible to state areas of deficiency or need. However, as indicated above, the
quality of cemetery and churchyard provision is important. The Quality Standard
provides the vision that helps assess the value of sites. In addition it provides an
aspirational basis to improve the condition of some of the poorer sites.
Quality benchmarking
11.34 The application of the quality benchmarking standard provides an indication of the
desired level of quality at each site and enables the comparison of sites across the
authority. As described in Appendix K, it highlights sites that currently meet the vision
standard, and those sites falling significantly below and consequently where
improvement is required.
11.35 A full list of site scores can be found in Appendix L. The 5 highest and 5 lowest
scoring sites are highlighted in Figure 11.1.
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and above

90%

Very good

Figure 11.1 – The highest quality and lowest quality cemeteries and
churchyards in Northampton

Great Houghton Churchyard (site 252) – 86%

70%
to
89%

Good

St Andrews Church (site 1710) – 86%
Holy Sepulchre Church (site 247) – 80%
Dallington Cemetery (site 260) – 80%

Notre Dame RC Burial Ground (site 254) – 53%
50%
to
69%

Average

Towcester Road Cemetery (site 258) – 80%

Sacred Heart Church (site 1685) – 51%

70%

30%
to
49%
29% or
below

Very poor

Poor

St Margaret RC Church (site 795) – 46%
St John the Baptist Church Cemetery (site 1001) – 44%
Church (site 751) – 26%

11.36 Eighteen of the cemetery and churchyard sites meet the quality benchmark, with the
highest score being 85.5%, Great Houghton Churchyard (site ID 252). There are
three sites which are considered to be in higher need of improvement with scores
below 46%.
11.37 Assessing quality and value is fundamental to effective planning. The wider benefits
of churchyards are key and it is wrong to place a value on churchyards and
cemeteries focusing solely on quality and accessibility. In addition to offering a
functional value, many cemeteries and churchyards have wider benefits including
heritage, cultural and biodiversity values.
11.38 In areas of limited open space provision (or where churchyards are the only open
space type), churchyard and cemetery sites are of particular importance. In these
areas, qualitative enhancement is crucial to ensure local residents value this type of
open space. Community involvement in the management and maintenance of such
sites should be encouraged. Sites scoring well in terms of quality should be
considered examples of good practice.
11.39 Of the 45 churchyards and cemeteries within the Borough, the majority of the sites
were considered to be of both good quality and accessibility.
11.40 Particular examples of good practice include:
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•

Towcester Road Cemetery (site ID 258)

•

Dallington Cemetery (site ID 260)

•

Christ Church (site ID 648)

•

Duston Cemetery (site ID 255)

•

All Saints Church (site ID 243)

•

Kingsthorpe Cemetery (site ID 259).

11.41 In light of the important role that cemeteries ad churchyards play, all sites should be
protected from development and qualitative enhancements should be prioritised
where possible.
CC2

The Council should work in partnership with other key
providers to improve and maintain the quality of cemeteries
and churchyards in line with the quality vision and
benchmark.

11.42 The value of cemeteries and churchyards in the promotion of biodiversity and
provision of habitats should be reinforced and publicised. This links with targets set
out in the Biodiversity Partnership Action Plan. Additionally, providing closed
cemeteries and churchyards are made safe, these sites have significant potential to
widen biodiversity and to provide opportunities for residents to experience nature.
CC3

Stakeholders should recognise and promote the nature
conservation value of closed cemeteries and churchyards
and develop a greater awareness of ecological
management and maintenance of cemeteries and
churchyards.

Summary and recommendations
11.43 Cemeteries and churchyards can be a significant open space provider in some
areas. In the urban area they are able to provide areas of nature conservation and
are often among the few areas of greenspace which can be accessed by the local
community.
11.44 In general the quality and accessibility of the 45 cemeteries and churchyard sites is
good, although quality tends to have scored higher. However 18 churchyards and
cemeteries across the Borough meet or exceed the quality benchmark (set at 76%).
Despite this, there are minor concerns linked to the ancillary accommodation, which
for this typology links to a perceived lack of seating.
11.45 While no quantity standard has been set for churchyards, an indicative standard has
been set to enable the proactive planning of burial space across the Borough. This
standard means that circa 0.15 hectares of burial space is required per annum,
dependent on growth.
11.46 New burial space will be required over the LDF period.
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Green Corridors and Green Infrastructure
Definition
12.1

Green Corridors are an open space type includes towpaths along canals and
riverbanks, cycleways, rights of way and disused railway lines with the primary
purpose to provide opportunities for walking, cycling and horse riding whether for
leisure purposes or travel and opportunities for wildlife migration.
Green corridors and green infrastructure

12.2

‘Green infrastructure’ (GI) is a network of multi-functional greenspace, stretching
across the sub-region as well as locally within Northampton. It is set within and
contributes to a high quality natural and built environment. GI consists of public and
private assets, with and without public access and can be situated in urban and rural
locations. With the exception of indoor and some outdoor sports facilities all the
PPG17 typologies, including green corridors, are considered to be GI ‘assets’. High
quality and easily accessible green corridors provide free passage from one place to
another for people and wildlife.
Strategic context and consultation
Strategic context

12.3

12.4

The East Midlands Regional Plan (2009) highlights the importance of green
infrastructure (GI) as an essential element of delivering sustainable communities.
Policy 1 recognises the role of green infrastructure in achieving sustainable
development. Some of the key objectives of the policy are to:
•

protect and enhance the environmental quality of urban and rural settlements

•

achieve a step change in biodiversity

•

reduce the impact of climate change

•

minimise environmental impact of new development.

Policy 28 reinforces this, stating that green infrastructure should be protected and
enhanced and that development should not increase pressure on sensitive sites. Key
priorities set out in policy 28 include:
•

protect nationally designated sites

•

avoid damage to natural and historic assets or their settings should be
avoided

•

unavoidable damage must be minimised and clearly justified by a need for
development in that location which outweighs the damage that would result

•

unavoidable damage which cannot be mitigated should be compensated for

•

there should be a net increase in the quality and active management of
natural and historic assets across the Region in ways that promote adaptation
to climate change, and an increase in the quantity of environmental assets
generally.
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12.5

Reflecting the importance of green infrastructure, Making the Connection: Green
Infrastructure in Northamptonshire – A Strategic Framework Study for West
Northamptonshire (2006) sets out the strategic networks and provides a masterplan
for West Northamptonshire.

12.6

It promotes the following principles:
•

Sustainability

•

Partnership working and delivery

•

Provision of attractive and functional corridors

•

Enhancement of local character and diversity

•

Promotion of health

•

Connecting people to places

•

Promotion of biodiversity.

12.7

The West Northamptonshire Landscape Sensitivity and Green Infrastructure (2009)
provides a localised understanding of green infrastructure in Northampton. As well as
understanding the local green infrastructure network, the study also evaluates the
sensitivity of the local landscape.

12.8

In addition to improving sustainability and linking urban areas with nearby rural
countryside, green corridors represent an important chance to promote transport by
cycle and walking. Green Infrastructure offers opportunities for informal recreation
that help towards keeping the public active and improving health within local areas.
Provision and use of green corridors and Green Infrastructure will be a key
determinant in the achievement of increased participation targets.

12.9

“Walking and Cycling: an action plan” (Department of Transport) states:
“Walking and cycling are good for our health, good for getting us around, good for our
public spaces and good for our society, for all these reasons we need to persuade
more people to choose to walk and cycle more often”

12.10 This reinforces the value placed on green corridors, which facilitate achievement of
the above objective. The health agenda reports on health in the UK show high levels
of obesity. Activities in GI and Green Corridors promote exercise and are therefore
key in addressing health agenda priorities and especially obesity reduction priorities.
12.11 Planning Policy Statement: Planning and Climate Change (Supplement to PPS1)
states that:
“In deciding which areas and sites are suitable, and for what type and intensity of
development, planning authorities…should take into account…the contribution to be
made from existing and new opportunities for open space and green infrastructure to
urban cooling, sustainable drainage systems, and conserving and enhancing
biodiversity.”
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12.12 Correctly located, well designed, and sustainably managed green infrastructure can
provide vital corridors that will allow native species of flora and fauna to move freely
through the urban environment of Northampton. The provision of movement corridors
for wildlife will allow our biodiversity to adapt to inevitable changes in climate,
increase the viability of existing areas of natural/semi-natural habitat and reduce the
risk of local extinctions. Green Infrastructure can also play a valuable role in reducing
flood risk by retaining water after heavy or prolonged rainfall, and assists in
maintaining other ecosystem services such as clean air and water.
Consultation (2005/06)
12.12 Consultation relating to the value of green corridors concluded that:
•

90% of people responding to the household survey felt that green corridors
were important. Green corridors in Northampton are also well used, with a
total of 26% of residents using them on a daily basis and in total 65% of
people stated they used them once a month or more frequently

•

the high value placed on green corridors was emphasised across all
consultations, with English Partnerships, the Wildlife Trust, the County
Council and a number of internal consultees all highlighting both the value of
green corridors and the opportunities to further develop the systems and
linkages. The Wildlife Trust particularly emphasised the importance of the
creation of wildlife corridors

•

residents consider the River Nene to be a key recreational resource and like
other green infrastructure corridors, this is a well used amenity. Improving
access adjacent to and on to the river will provide users with opportunities for
safer access and consequently increased use

•

consultations showed recognition of the benefits that green corridors can
bring and the opportunities to work in partnership to increase physical activity,
develop linkages and promote the use of green corridors. A number of
consultees suggested that there is a lack of awareness of the green corridors
(green infrastructure routes) in Northampton, and a series of promotional
activities may be beneficial in increasing usage.

Current provision
12.13 Northampton Borough Council contains a network of open space, sport and
recreation facilities including large open spaces such as parks, natural areas and
sports facilities.
12.14 These are linked by a variety of corridors including:
•

Waterways – rivers and canals

•

Public Rights of Way

•

Cycle paths and footpaths – including a regional cycle route and many local
cycle routes within the town

•

Disused railway lines.
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12.15 Sections 4 – 11 have highlighted the importance of linkages between open spaces.
In many instances, linkages between sites for both people and wildlife are as
important as the quality of sites themselves. Many sites also contain paths and
walkways and therefore continue the linkages through them.
12.16 Northampton Borough Council work with the County Council to help increase the
access of public rights of way and recognise the importance of these recreational
routes. Northamptonshire has over 3,000 kilometres of Public Rights of Way, forming
over 4,300 separate routes varying in length from just a few meters, to routes forming
County Paths. These include The Nene Valley Way. Regional green infrastructure
documents (2006 and 2009) state that Northampton has a high number of rights of
way.
12.17 Northampton Borough Council work with other partners to promote and develop
green corridors and green infrastructure. An agreement has been signed (May 2009)
between charity Sustrans and Northamptonshire County Council for the creation of
4km of routes for cycling and walking along Northampton's canals and the River
Nene, and the replacement of two bridges. It is hoped the bridges will be replaced
next year, while the path is currently under construction. The project will be finished
by 2011 and will include seating, artwork and lighting.
12.18 Convenient footpaths in Northampton cater for long distance walking along the river
and canal, which provide attractive routes into the countryside. Improvements have
been initiated by the Council, including the surfacing of paths and the construction of
several river footbridges. These have helped establish the Nene Way, a long
distance footpath route, 11 kilometres of which runs through the town along the Nene
Valley.
12.19 Redundant railway lines provide an opportunity for attractive paths into the
countryside. A former line (Brampton Valley route) from Northampton to Market
Harborough provides a footpath/bridleway north of the Borough boundary. The
Council has also encouraged the improvement of the canal towpath, in support of the
initiative by British Waterways to promote opportunities for long distance walking
along the entire length of Grand Union Canal.
Quality
12.20 In light of the nature of green corridors, no site assessments were undertaken.
12.21 Key issues arising with regards the quality of green corridors in Northampton
included:
•

litter problems, dog fouling and vandalism and graffiti. Additionally a number
of people commented that pathways frequently become overgrown and are
badly drained, making navigation of paths difficult. County Council research
identified a varying quality of provision across the borough.

•

consultations undertaken by the county council as part of the development of
the rights of way network strategy highlighted a number of issues, including:
-

a lack of signage, both to and within green corridors

-

poor access to green corridors at some points

-

lack of bridleways

-

overgrown pathways and burnt out cars.
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•

people attending drop-in sessions commented on the high quality of some
green corridors in the borough, in particular the canal infrastructure around
Hunsbury is perceived to be very well maintained. Comments were also made
regarding the need to introduce more cycle ways, in order to allow people to
move around the town more easily without the use of cars or public transport.
A number of horseriders also attended drop in sessions, commenting that
developments of the network of bridleways were required. Consultations with
the County Council indicated that there are sufficient green corridors within
Northampton, but it is important to maintain this level in light of planned
population growth.

Setting provision standards
12.22 In setting local standards for green corridors there is a need to take into account any
national or local standards, current provision, other Local Authority standards for
appropriate comparison, site assessments and consultation on local needs. Full
indication of consultation and justifications for the recommended local standards are
provided within Appendices H, I and J. The recommended local standards have been
summarised below in context with the green infrastructure corridors in Northampton.
Quantity standards
12.23 The Annex A of PPG17 – Open Space Typology states:
“the need for Green Corridors arises from the need to promote environmentally
sustainable forms of transport such as walking and cycling within urban areas. This
means that there is no sensible way of stating a provision standard, just as there
is no way of having a standard for the proportion of land in an area which it will be
desirable to allocate for roads”.
Green Corridors - Quantity
No local standard set.

12.24 It is therefore recommended that no provision standard should be set. PPG17 does
state that:
“instead planning policies should promote the use of green corridors to link housing
areas to the Sustrans national cycle network, town and city centres, places of
employment and community facilities such as schools, shops, community centres
and sports facilities. In this sense green corridors are demand-led. However,
planning authorities should also take opportunities to use established linear routes,
such as disused railway lines, roads or canal and river banks, as green corridors, and
supplement them by proposals to ‘plug in’ access to them from as wide an area as
possible”.
Quality standard
12.25 Natural England (formerly Countryside Agency) have issued guidance on what the
user should expect to find in terms of quality on green corridor sites, including, a path
provided by the protection and reinforcement of existing vegetation; ground not soft
enough to allow a horse or cycle to sink into it and a path on un-vegetated natural
surfaces. There are currently no local standards for this typology.
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12.26 User aspirations for green corridors in Northampton include clean and litter free, clear
footpaths and rivers, well kept grass and provision of toilets and seating. These key
quality factors alongside other consultations have been the basis of the
recommendation for green corridors.
LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD
“A clean, well-maintained, safe and secure natural corridor reinforced by well kept
and controlled natural vegetation with defined, level and well drained pathways,
along with improved access to the river environment, that links major open
spaces together and provides ancillary facilities such as bins and seating in
appropriate places. Major green corridor routes should be appropriately signed
both to and within the sites.”
12.27 Green corridor sites in Northampton have not been assessed through the sites
assessments due to the nature of them being made up of a number of different green
space typology. Therefore there is no set recommended minimum quality benchmark
as these are set for the each type of greenspace that make up green infrastructure.
12.28 Is it possible to have a quality standard relating to the continuity of natural/seminatural habitat along green corridors? Breaks in the network make it almost useless
to some species.
Accessibility standard
12.29 There isn’t a requirement to set catchments for green infrastructure typology as they
cannot be easily influenced through planning policy and implementation and are very
much led by policies coming out of the Regional green infrastructure documents
(2006 and 2009) rather than demand-led criteria.
Green Corridors - Accessibility
No local standard set

Applying Standards – Future Priorities
12.30 It is noted above that setting quantity or accessibility standards is not appropriate for
green corridors/infrastructure from an application of standards perspective.
12.31 Making the Connection: Strategic Green Infrastructure Framework Study (2006) and
the West Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure and Landscape Sensitivity Study
(2009) however explore the green infrastructure of Northamptonshire in more detail
and identify key priorities for Northampton Borough. These have been referenced
throughout sections 4 – 11 of this document and are explored in more detail below.
12.32 Making the Connection: Strategic Green Infrastructure Framework Study (2006)
outlines the key green infrastructure routes across Northampton. These have been
derived from analysis of the existing open spaces. The key routes identified are:
•

The Nene Valley

•

The Brampton Valley

•

Brampton Valley – Althorp Park via Dallington Heath
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•

Northampton town centre- Salcey Forest.

12.33 Local green infrastructure routes are also identified including the Northampton –
Daventry and Wellingborough to Northampton Corridors. The study identifies several
key opportunities for enhancing the green infrastructure and the local and sub
regional routes, specifically:
•

maintaining quality and access to existing open spaces

•

maximising biodiversity

•

increasing the quantity of open spaces in areas currently deficient in
provision.

12.34 The Green Infrastructure Network is summarised in Figure 12.1 overleaf. Both sub
regional and local green corridors are illustrated. This map has been sourced from
RNRP Environmental Character and Green Infrastructure Suite and is the work of
Fiona Fyfe at Living Landscapes Consultancy.
GC 1

Work with other partners to maximise the benefits of the
key green infrastructure routes as well as local routes
identified. Ensure that the role of the open space within the
green infrastructure network is considered within any
decisions relating to open space.
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Figure 12.1 – Green Infrastructure Network (sourced from RNRP Environmental Character and Green Infrastructure Suite, work of
Fiona Fyfe at Living Landscapes Consultancy)
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12.35 The Strategic Green Infrastructure Study proposes a Sustainable Movement Network. This
is a hierarchy of routes designed specifically for West Northamptonshire and locally within
Northampton.
12.36 It is people focused and is derived from patterns of human activity and sustainable
movement through the landscape. It is principally concerned with connectivity so has a
natural affinity with green corridors. It seeks to propose routes that will encourage
sustainable people movement. It builds on existing public rights of way and provides
physical connectivity between known environmental assets like parklands, accessible
woodlands and outdoor sports facilities.
12.37 A hierarchy of routes is proposed, specifically:
•

Primary Network Greenway – Public Rights of Way and Cycleways

•

Primary Network Blueway – Water, River, canals

•

Secondary Network Countryside Connectors – between settlements and hamlets.

12.38 Figure 12.2a illustrates the Strategic Sustainable Movement Network for Northamptonshire
and Figure 12.2b shows the Primary and Secondary Movement Network for Northampton.
12.39 The study identifies several key routes including Brampton Valley (north), Wootton Salcey
(South), Nene Valley (West). The Primary Network of Blue Ways around Northampton
comprise the Nene Valley Blue Way, which links with the Grand Union Canal Blue Way
between Blisworth and Gayton.
12.40 The Forest Green Way circles the town to the south-east, and the Wellingborough,
Kettering and Brixworth Green Way runs to the north-east of the town. Between these
Primary Ways is a more dense secondary network of links with the countryside.
12.41 There is also a proposed Sustrans Connect 2 Route and link between the Grand Union
canal and Northampton Town Centre.
.GC 2

Work with other partners to improve and develop linkages
for people movement as proposed in the sustainable
movement network. Work should take into account both
primary and secondary movement networks and should
include all identified linkages.
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Figure 12.2a The Strategic Sustainable Movement Network for Northamptonshire (sourced from RNRP Environmental
Character and Green Infrastructure Suite)
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Figure 12.2b Primary and Secondary Movement Network for Northampton

Northampton Borough Council – Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Needs Assessment and Audit

Page 220

SECTION 12 – GREEN CORRIDORS AND GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
12.42 The overall aim is to provide an integrated network of high quality green corridors
across the borough. These should link open spaces together and provide
opportunities for informal recreation and alternative means of transport. They should
also be appropriately managed to attract and support wildlife. They should enable
free movement around the borough.
GC 3

Promote the opportunities available to increase usage of green
corridors. As well as increasing awareness, partnership working with
the PCT and other key organisations to deliver organised
opportunities should be considered. Green corridors should link
neighbourhoods with community facilities and different open spaces.

Summary
12.43 Green corridors provide opportunities for informal recreation, particularly walking and
cycling, as part of every day routines, for example, getting to school, work or local
shops. Developing the green infrastructure network will enhance such opportunities,
encourage increased levels of usage and contribute to improving the health and well
being of the local communities.
12.44 There are already a large number of footpaths and green corridor/infrastructure
networks within the study area and consultation indicated that they are well used.
Further promotion of these networks was highlighted during consultation as essential.
The Green Infrastructure work highlights the importance of sustainable people
movement and linkages of routes and this is also reflected in Sections 3 – 11.
12.45 Future development needs to encompass linkage provision between large areas of
open space, create opportunities to develop the green corridor/infrastructure network
and utilise potential development sites such as dismantled railway lines and cross
country nature trails that already exist across local authority areas. Development
should consider both the needs of wildlife and humans and should be based on the
identified primary and secondary routes.
12.46 A network of multi-functional greenspace will contribute to the high quality natural
and built environment required for existing and new sustainable communities in the
future. An integrated network of high quality green corridors will link open spaces
together to help alleviate other open space deficiencies and provide opportunities for
informal recreation and alternative means of transport.
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Northampton Central Area
Introduction and key characteristics
13.1

Northampton Central Area is characterised by four Conservation Areas and a mixture
of retail, leisure and commercial land uses. A number of residential areas are
situated on the outskirts of the Central Area and a swathe of green infrastructure runs
along the south east boundary and beyond towards the Billing Aquadrome.

13.2

The study area roughly concurs with the Castle and St Crispin electoral wards and
dips slightly into the Delapre Ward. Based on the Super Output Areas situated within
these wards the study area contains approximately 3.5% of the total population of the
borough.

13.3

The Central Area is principally located in Analysis Area 1 taking up the majority of the
Area. As with most built up areas there is a lack of well-planned open space.
Therefore, the strategic placement of open space in this area is of the utmost
importance. Map 13.1 overleaf illustrates the proposed Central Area boundary in the
context of the analysis area.

13.4

The built environment of the Central Area means that the opportunity to create new
spaces is limited. Therefore, applying the open space standards within this area must
be done with caution; it is likely that development will result in small onsite provision
with a greater share of off site contributions being required to enhance existing open
spaces in Northampton. This section will specifically consider the implications of the
open space standards for the Central Area.
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Map 13.1 – Northampton Central Area
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Strategic context
13.5

13.6

13.7

The Central Area Action Plan will guide the regeneration of the Central Area. The
vision of the plan is that by 2026, the central area of Northampton will:
•

Become a dynamic city of regional importance

•

Be a destination of choice for cultural, sporting and leisure activities

•

Provide an unrivalled shopping experience

•

Deliver a new inter-city railway facility

•

Bring a mixture of new office accommodation and public services

•

Ensure a complementary mix of homes, leisure, arts and cultural facilities.

Strategic objectives of the plan are to deliver:
•

Regeneration

•

A quality city centre

•

A destination of choice

•

A walkable city

•

Improved public transport and cycling opportunities

•

Quality places

•

A Better Market Square

•

Sustainability.

The key findings of this open space assessment will inform the development of the
Central Area Action Plan.
Open space, sport and recreation provision across the Central Area

13.8

Open space, sport and recreation facilities located in the Central Area are as follows:
•

one park - Beckets Park

•

four natural open spaces – Barnes Meadow, Foot Meadow, Island between
River Nene and Nene Valley Way and St Andrews Road NSN

•

15 amenity green spaces

•

one children’s play areas – Beckets Park

•

four outdoor sports facilities – Beckets Park Tennis Courts, Beckets Park
OSF, Spring Lane Primary School and St Georges Middle School

•

five churchyards - Holy Sepulchre Churchyard, St Giles Churchyard, St
Katherines Memorial Square, St Peters Churchyard Marefair and Unitarian
Church
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•
13.9

five civic spaces – Abington Street, All Saints Civic Space, Church Street
Mews, Guidhall Square and Market Square.

In addition to the above, two green infrastructure routes run through the Central Area.
These are the Nene Valley (Northampton to Wansford) and the Brampton Arm
(Northampton to Market Harborough).

13.10 Table 13.1 summarises the provision of open space, sport and recreation facilities in
Northampton Central Area.
Table 13.1 – Open space, sport and recreation facilities in Northampton Central
Area
Open space type

Number of sites

Hectares
(total)

Parks and gardens

1

7.32

Natural and semi natural open space

4

15.66

Amenity green space

15

12.13

Children’s play areas

1

0.18

Outdoor sports facilities

4

3.67

Cemeteries and churchyards

5

2.88

Civic spaces

5

1.38

Overall

35

43.22

13.11 Map 13.2 outlines the distribution of open space, sport and recreation facilities in
Northampton Central Area.
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Map 13.2 – Provision of open space, sport and recreation facilities in Northampton Central Area
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The adequacy of provision in Northampton Central Area
13.12 As discussed in Section 2, standards have been set for all types of open space. The
application of the recommended quantity, quality and accessibility standards is
essential in understanding the existing distribution of open space sport and
recreation facilities and identifying areas where provision is insufficient to meet local
needs.
13.13 Table 13.2 evaluates the adequacy of the quantity of open space in Northampton
Central Area measuring the existing provision against the local standards. It must be
noted that this should be treated as an indication only, as it will be important to take
into account the impact that visitors and workers have on the demand for open
spaces.
Table 13.2 – Application of the quantity standards in Northampton Central Area
Type of open space

Parks and gardens

Current
Provision
(hectares)

Shortfall / surplus against
local standard (hectares)

7.32

-0.21

Natural and semi natural

15.66

4.72

Amenity green space

12.13

2.79

Children’s play areas

0.18

-0.10

Provision for young people

-0.21

Outdoor sports facilities

3.67

Standard set for broad
planning need only

Allotments

0.00

-2.93

Civic spaces

1.38

No standard set

Cemeteries and
churchyards

2.88

No standard set

13.14 As expected, due to the urbanisation of the Central Area, only the provision of
amenity green space and natural and semi natural open space is sufficient to meet
the recommended borough wide quantity standards.
13.15 However it is important to look at the relationship between open spaces and how
they can function together. In the case of the Central Area it is useful to look at how
civic spaces relate to amenity green space, parks and natural semi natural open
space. By applying the accessibility standards it can be seen that the strategic
distribution of open space is good. A resident or visitor in the Central Area is able to
reach an area of open space by foot where ever they might be in the town.
13.16 It should be borne in mind that whilst a resident or visitor can make their way to an
open space in a relatively short space of time the quality of that space may not be
high. As such it is important that wherever possible funding should be secured
through new developments or other sources to enhance the existing spaces.
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13.17 A principle concern in terms of deficit is in the provision for children and young
people. Making additional provision is likely to be difficult but wherever appropriate,
through new developments and open space improvements, serious consideration to
improving provision should be made.
Civic spaces
13.18 Civic spaces include civic and market squares and other hard surfaced community
areas designed for pedestrians. The primary purpose of civic spaces is the provision
of a setting for civic buildings, public demonstrations and community events. Civic
spaces often define the character of urban environments such as Northampton.
13.19 Five civic spaces have been identified in the audit, these are as follows:
•

Abington Street (Site ID 1961)

•

All Saints Civic Space (Site ID 1878)

•

Church Street Mews (Site ID 1962)

•

Guildhall Square (Site ID 1960)

•

Market Square (Site ID 1877).

13.20 All of these sites are located in Northampton Central Area and due to the lack of
green space in the area, civic spaces are a valuable source of open space in the
Central Area.
13.21 PPG17 suggests that it is not realistic to set a quantity and accessibility standards for
civic spaces in light of their specialist nature. The provision of civic spaces will not be
appropriate in every environment and they cannot be easily influenced through
planning policy and implementation.
13.22 Therefore no provision standard has been set. However, PPG17 adds that it is
desirable for planning authorities to promote urban design frameworks for their town
and city centres.
13.23 The design and planning of new neighbourhoods in Northampton should take into
account the demand for new civic spaces from local residents and ensure that such
spaces are incorporated within master plans. The Central Area Action Plan will
evidence and recognise the role of civic spaces in Northampton. It will be essential to
balance the provision of civic spaces with access to green space.
13.24 Appropriate access to sites is however paramount in maximising usage.
13.25 Map 13.3 overleaf illustrates the location of civic spaces in the context of amenity
green space. As the map shows, civic spaces are located in the Central Area and
provide a valuable resource for local residents and visitors alike. Increasing access to
civic spaces will be important in providing residents and visitors with access to open
space in the Central Area.
13.26 Enhancing the quality of civic spaces will also be important to improve the value of
these sites to residents and visitors.
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Map 13.3 – Civic spaces and amenity green space in Northampton Central Area
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Key priorities
13.27 In light of the lower levels of green space than in other areas, existing provision
should be protected from development.
13.28 Application of the accessibility standards indicates that the key deficiencies in the
Central Area are allotments, provision for children and young people and natural and
semi natural open space. The key issues for future consideration in this area are
therefore:
•

Beckets Park provides a key resource to residents and visitors to the Central
Area. There is also a good distribution of amenity green space in the area and
this can be better utilised. Due to the importance of sites, increasing access
to and enhancing the quality of existing provision should be a priority

•

increasing the provision of natural and semi natural open space in the Central
Area is unrealistic due to the nature of the area and therefore focus should be
placed on improving access to the two existing sites in the Central Area and
those sites located in close proximity to the Central Area

•

opportunities to increase the provision of children’s play areas and facilities
for young people should be considered. This is likely to be achieved through
locating provision within new developments or civic space improvement
schemes (water features/art features provide play opportunities for many
cities in the UK e.g. Sheffield)

•

there is currently a lack of garden space associated with residential areas in
the Central Area and if significant new housing development occurs in the
Central Area, this will become a more significant issue that may mean
demand for open spaces increases

•

the provision of allotments is an alternative solution to increase the amount of
green space in the Central Area. In light of the lack of garden space and
shortfall of allotments, opportunities to increase the provision of allotments in
the Central Area should be considered as an option.

Summary
13.29 Due to the nature of the Central Area, there is less open space than in other areas.
The effective provision of open space in this area of the borough is therefore of the
utmost importance.
13.30 There is 23.52 hectares of open space in Northampton Central Area distributed
across 36 sites. This includes a park, amenity green space, natural open space and
outdoor sports facilities.
13.31 Application of the quantity standards indicates that there is a shortfall of all types of
open space in the Central Area. Application of the accessibility standards indicates
that the key deficiencies are allotments, provision for children and young people and
natural and semi natural open space.
13.32 Civic spaces provide a valuable resource to residents and visitors in the Central
Area. Increasing access to and enhancing the quality of these sites should be a
priority. The interrelationship with civic spaces means that overall, the quantity of
open space is good and should be protected.
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13.33 Increasing access to existing provision in the Central Area will be important due to
the lack of provision.
13.34 Opportunities to increase the provision of children’s play areas, facilities for young
people and allotments should be considered.
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APPENDIX A
BENEFITS OF OPEN SPACE

BENEFITS OF OPEN SPACE – APPENDIX A

Wider Benefits of Open Space
•
•

Social

•
•
•
•

Recreational

•
•

Environmental

•
•
•
•
•
•

Educational

•
•

Economic

•
•
•
•

providing safe outdoor areas that are available to all ages
of the local population to mix and socialise
social cohesion - potential to engender a sense of
community ownership and pride
providing opportunities for community events, voluntary
activities and charitable fund raising
providing opportunities to improve health and take part in a
wide range of outdoor sports and activities.
providing easily accessible recreation areas as an
alternative to other more chargeable leisure pursuits
offers wide range of leisure opportunities from informal
leisure and play to formal events, activities and games.
open spaces, particularly parks, are the first areas where
children come into contact with the natural world
play opportunities are a vital factor in the development of
children.
reducing motor car dependence to access specific facilities
providing habitats for wildlife as an aid to local biodiversity
helping to stabilise urban temperatures and humidity
providing opportunities for the recycling of organic
materials
providing opportunities to reduce transport use through the
provision of local facilities.
valuable educational role in promoting an understanding of
nature and the opportunity to learn about the environment
open spaces can be used to demonstrate virtues of
sustainable development and health awareness.
adding value to surrounding property, both commercial and
residential, thus increasing local tax revenues
contribution to urban regeneration and renewal projects
contributing to attracting visitors and tourism, including
using the parks as venues for major events
encouraging employment and inward investment
complementing new development with a landscape that
enhances its value.
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OPEN SPACE TYPES AND DESCRIPTIONS – APPENDIX B

Type

Parks and Gardens

Natural and Semi-Natural
Greenspaces

Amenity Greenspace

Provision for Children
and Young People

Definition

Primary Purpose/Examples

Includes urban parks, formal
gardens and country parks

•
•

informal recreation
community events.

Includes publicly accessible
woodlands, urban forestry, scrub,
grasslands (e.g. downlands,
commons, meadows), wetlands,
open and running water and
wastelands.
Most commonly but not
exclusively found in housing
areas. Includes informal
recreation green spaces and
village greens.

•
•
•

wildlife conservation,
biodiversity
environmental education and
awareness.

•

informal activities close to
home or work
enhancement of the
appearance of residential or
other areas

Areas designed primarily for play
and social interaction involving
children and young people.

•
•
•

•

•
•

Outdoor Sports Facilities

Natural or artificial surfaces either
publicly or privately owned used
for sport and recreation. Includes
school playing fields.

•
•
•
•
•
•

equipped play areas
ball courts
outdoor basketball hoop
areas
skateboard areas
teenage shelters and
‘hangouts’
outdoor sports pitches
tennis and bowls
golf courses
athletics
playing fields (including
school playing fields)
water sports

Opportunities for those people
who wish to do so to grow their
own produce as part of the longterm promotion of sustainability,
health and social inclusion. May
also include urban farms.

•

Cemeteries &
Churchyards

Cemeteries and churchyards
including disused churchyards
and other burial grounds.

•
•
•
•

quiet contemplation
burial of the dead
wildlife conservation
promotion of biodiversity

Includes towpaths along canals
and riverbanks, cycle ways, rights
of way and disused railway lines.

•

Green Corridors and
Green Infrastructure

Accessible Countryside
in Urban Fringe Areas

Countryside around towns and
urban areas

Indoor Sport and
Recreation

Opportunities for participation in
indoor sport and recreation

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

walking, cycling or horse
riding
leisure purposes or travel
opportunities for wildlife
migration.
sport and recreation facilities
country parks
community forests
agricultural showgrounds
sports halls
swimming pools
health and fitness facilities

Allotments

growing vegetables and
other root crops

N.B. does not include private
gardens

•
•

OPEN SPACE TYPES AND DESCRIPTIONS – APPENDIX B

There are a number of types of land use that have not been included in this assessment
of open space in conjunction with PPG17, namely:
•

grass verges on the side of roads

•

small insignificant areas of grassland or trees – for example on the corner of the
junction of 2 roads

•

SLOAP (space left over after planning ie in and around a block of flats)

•

farmland and farm tracks

•

private roads and private gardens.

As a result of the multifunctionality of open spaces there is a requirement to classify
each open space by its ‘primary purpose’ as recommended in PPG17 so that it is
counted only once in the audit.
This should be taken into account when considering additional provision. For example in areas of deficiency of amenity greenspace, playing pitches may exist that provide the
function of required amenity greenspace but its primary purpose is as an outdoor sports
facility.
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HOUSEHOLD SURVEY

APPENDIX D
SITE ASSESSMENT MATRIX

QUALITY SCORING ASSESSMENT (Definitions)

Very Good (5)

Good (4)

Average (3)

Poor (2)

Very Poor (1)

No evidence of vandalism or graffiti

Limited evidence of vandalism or graffiti

Some evidence of vandalism or graffiti but doesn't really
detract from the cleanliness or attraction of the area

Increasing evidence of vandalism and graffiti which
would probably deter some users

Clear evidence of vandalism and graffiti which would
probably deter any usage of the open space site

No evidence of litter

Limited evidence of litter

Some evidence of litter but doesn't really detract from
the cleanliness or attraction of the area

Increasing evidence of litter which would probably deter
some users

Clear evidence of litter which would probably deter any
usage of the open space site

No evidence of dog fouling; specific dog fouling wastage
bins provided where appropriate; with appropriate
signage

Limited evidence of dog fouling; bins provided where
appropriate

Some evidence of dog fouling but doesn't really detract Increasing evidence of dog fouling which would probably
Clear evidence of dog fouling which would probably
from the cleanliness or attraction of the area; bins
deter some users; no specific bins provided in
deter any usage of the open space site; no bins provided
provided
appropriate areas

Very quiet and peaceful site; no intrusion by any noise

Limited intrusion by noise; i.e. site located away from
roads, railways, works sites etc

Little intrusion by noise (e.g. busy road, railway nearby)
but wouldn't really deter usage of the site

Noise intrusion apparent; may have some affect on
potential usage

Noise intrusion clearly apparent by a number of sources
and would probably deter some usage

Equipment in excellent condition and provides an
attraction for users;

Equipment in good condition

Equipment in reasonable condition; some potential
improvements but not a necessity at this stage

Some equipment in poor condition and obvious that
improvements could be made

Majority of equipment in poor condition and in a state of
disrepair; no signs of the issue being addressed

No unattractive smells

Limited unattractive smells

Little unattractive smells or some smells that would be a
one-off; shouldn't deter any usage

Some unattractive more permanent smells; may deter
some users

Clearly apparent unattractive permanent smells; would
deter some potential users

Clean and tidy; well-maintained site that is inviting to
users; possibly an example of good practice

Clean and tidy site; good maintenance

Reasonably clean and tidy site; some potential
improvements

Some questions regarding the cleanliness of the site;
some obvious improvements could be made

Poor cleanliness; clear evidence of a lack of
maintenance

Lighting

Appropriate lighting that promotes the safety of the open
space; well-maintained

Appropriate lighting; well-maintained

Some lighting; some general improvements could be
made

Limited lighting; or appropriate lighting in poor condition

Limited lighting in poor condition; or no lighting in places
required

Equipment (e.g. protection of equipment
and appropriate flooring and surfaces)

Equipment in excellent condition; excellent surfaces
provided throughout the site; appropriate fencing of site
to protect equipment and/or ensure safety of users

Boundaries (including hedges, fencing,
gates, trees, shrubs and mixed vegetative
cover)

Clearly defined and well-maintained to a high standard;
vegetation and trees pruned appropriately

Clearly defined and maintained to a reasonable
standard; vegetation and trees pruned appropriately

Mostly clearly defined, vegetation trim and low hanging
branches removed, but possibly improvements to be
made to the standard and condition

Poorly defined and some questions regarding the
standard and condition; overgrown vegetation, trees
present safety hazard

Poorly defined and in a state of disrepair; overgrown
vegetation, trees present safety hazard

Numerous planting, with appropriate mix of plants,
installed and maintained to a very high standard; no
weeds

Numerous planting, with appropriate mix of plants,
installed and maintained to a reasonable standard; very
few weeds

Appropriate range of vegetation and plants but with
some patchy maintenance

Limited range of vegetation and plants but reasonable
maintenance

Limited range of vegetation and plants; poor
maintenance with some areas clearly suffering

Vandalism and Graffiti

Cleanliness and Maintenance

Litter problems (including broken glass)

Dog Fouling

Noise

Equipment (e.g. condition and maintenance
of equipment in play areas or recreation
provision)

Smells (unattractive)

Ancillary Accommodation

Vegetation

Security and Safety

Maintenance and Management

Planted areas

Equipment in good condition; appropriate and suitable Equipment in reasonable condition; appropriate surfaces Equipment in poor condition; some questions regarding safety of
surfaces provided throughout the majority of the site;
provided but some potential improvements; some
use; appropriate surfaces provided but in poor condition or some
sufficient measures provided to protect equipment
measures provided to protect equipment and/or ensure clear concerns regarding surfaces; limited measures to protect
equipment of users
and/or ensure safety of users
safety of users

Equipment in very poor condition; clear questions
regarding safety of use; inappropriate surfaces; no
measures to protect equipment of users

Grass areas

General grass cover but some significant areas thins,
General grass cover but with some serious wear and
Grass cover throughout but with some thin patches or
Full grass cover throughout; cleanly cut and in excellent Full grass cover throughout and cleanly cut; few weeds
excessive growth in some areas; some bald areas and a saturated and/or poorly maintained; cut infrequently with tear and/or limited grass cover in many areas; little or no
colour and condition
but generally in good condition
few weeds; but generally in good condition
obvious clippings still in existence
serious attempt to correct the problem

Toilets

Provided where appropriate; easy to access; signed and
well-maintained

Provided where appropriate; easy to access; some
minor improvements could be made (e.g. cleanliness)

Provided where appropriate; reasonable access;
generally not very well maintained;

Parking (related to open spaces)

On-site parking provided; adequate number; clean and
in good condition; well signposted

On-site or appropriate off-site parking provided;
adequate number; generally clean but some
improvements could be made;

Appropriate off-site parking provided; some limit in
terms of spaces; generally clean

No on-site and limited off-site parking provided; or
adequate number of spaces but in poor condition

Parking provision limited and in poor condition

Provision of bins for rubbish/litter

Numerous bins provided and in good condition; in right
locations and clearly labeled for appropriate purpose

Numerous bins provided and in average condition;
clearly visible and in appropriate locations

Adequate number provided and in average condition;
some signs of overuse/ damage etc

Insufficient number provided but in average/good
condition; or appropriate number but with significant
signs of damage or limited maintenance

Insufficient number provided and in poor condition;

Numerous for the size of site and in good condition

Numerous for the size of site and in average condition

Adequate number for the size of site and in good
condition

Insufficient number but in good condition; or adequate
number but in poor condition

Insufficient number and in poor condition

Seats / Benches

Pathways (within the open space sites)

Suitable materials, level for safe use, edges well defined; Suitable materials, level for safe use, edges well defined;
surfaces clean, debris and weed free and in excellent
little debris and/or weeds but overall in good condition;
condition;
good disabled access in most areas

Insufficient toilets provided; or those provided are in poor No toilets in a place that should be provided; or some
condition and likely to be generally avoided by open provided but in a state of disrepair that are unlikely to be
space users; uninviting
used

Suitable materials, level for safe use, edges reasonably
Suitable materials but some faults; some difficultly with Inappropriate materials and/or significant faults; edges
well defined; some debris and/or weeds but doesn't
defined edges; debris and/or weeds detract slightly from
not clearly defined; significant debris and/or weeds;
detract too much from overall appearance; disabled
appearance; some difficulties with disabled access
limited disabled access or very restricted
access in some areas

SITE ACCESS SCORING ASSESSMENT (Definitions)

Entrance to the sites (i.e. are the entrances

Information &
Signage

Transport

General

to sites easily seen, easily accessible etc)

Very Good (5)

Good (4)

Easy to find, with a welcoming sign;
appropriate size, clean and inviting and
easily accessible for all users including less
able bodied people.

Clear entrance and well-maintained,
appropriate size and clean.

Average (3)

Poor (2)

Apparent as an entrance but no clear
Fairly obvious entrance that is maintained to
signage; not as well-maintained as it could
a reasonable level and which is clean and
be; some users may have difficulty with
accessible to most potential users
access

Very Poor (1)

Poor or limited entrance; no signage;
difficulty with access and not maintained
appropriately

Roads, pathways, cycleways and/or
accesses

Suitable materials and overall in good
Suitable materials, level for safe use and in
Suitable materials; reasonable access for
condition; some cycle stands provided
excellent condition; cycle stands provided
pedestrians and cycles etc but no real
where appropriate and easy and safe
and separate clearly marked routes for
access within the site for cycles, pedestrians separate defined areas where appropriate
cycles, pedestrians and other traffic etc
and other traffic etc

Some potential improvements to some
surfaces; some difficultly with general
access within the site

Inappropriate surfaces and/or significant
faults; limited restrictions of access for
pedestrians and cycles; usage would be
clearly affected

Disabled Access

Good disabled access throughout; specific
facilities and pathways provided

Some difficulties with disabled access

Limited disabled access or very restricted

Accessible by public transport

Reasonable public transport links but would
Excellent public transport links provided
Limited public transport links; bus stop
Good public transport links; bus stop located
not be first choice of accessible transport;
where appropriate; bus stop located at the
located a significant walking distance away
nearby; and/or train station within
bus stop located within reasonable walking
site and/or train station in very close
(more than 10-15minutes);
reasonable walking distance
distance;
proximity

Good disabled access in most areas

Disabled access in some areas; some
improvements could be made

Limited access for cyclists; not really
encouraged by design and/or location of
site; no cycle stands provided but some
areas to lock cycles

No public transport links within any
reasonable walking distance of the site

No real access for cyclists; not really
encouraged by design and/or location of
site; access via busy dangerous roads; no
cycle stands provided and/or no clearly
evident areas to lock cycles

Accessible by cycleways

Easy access for cyclists although no specific
Clear separated cycle routes to and within Some cycle routes to and/or within the site;
routes provided; local roads fairly quiet and
the site; cycle stands provided in appropriate local roads quiet and safe for cyclists; cycle
safe; cycle stands provided or suitable areas
stands provided in some places
places
to lock cycles are evident

Accessible by walking

Limited pathways / walkways provided to
Pathways / walkways provided to and within
No clear pathways / walkways provided to
Some pathways / walkways provided to
and/or within the open space site or
Clearly defined pathways / walkways to and the open space site; some crossing of roads
and/or within the open space site; significant
and/or within the open space site; some
pathways provided not clearly defined; some
required without assistance but no real
within the open space site; pedestrian
safety issues regarding access for
crossing of roads required without
safety issues regarding access for
safety issues regarding access for
crossings provided where appropriate
assistance; some potential for improvements
pedestrians
pedestrians
pedestrians

Information & Signage (i.e. is the signage to
the open spaces appropriate where required and
clear to see and easy to follow)

Site clearly signposted outside the site;
signage in good condition; signage within
site easy to follow and understand;
information clearly displayed in various
formats (e.g. noticeboards, leaflets etc);

Site is signposted with signage in good
condition; some signage within the site;
information mostly clear and displayed in
appropriate format; signage in relatively
good condition

Signage provided within or outside the site;
some improvements could be made;
condition of signage reasonable

Site not signposted and/or signage that is
provided in poor condition and uninviting;
limited information displayed;

No information displayed in appropriate
areas; no signage / No information displayed
in appropriate areas; no signage;

WIDER BENEFITS SCORING ASSESSMENT (Definitions) - APPENDIX D

Structural and landscape
benefits

Ecological benefits

Wider Benefits

Education benefits

Social inclusion and
health benefits

Cultural and heritage
benefits

Amenity benefits and a
"sense of place"

Economic benefits

Definition

Yes

No

Yes

No

The landscape framework of open spaces can contribute to the study of environmental
buffer between roads and houses
quality. Well-located, high quality greenspaces help to define the identity and character of greenbelt land
an area, and separate it from other areas nearby.
edge of settlement forming local landscape

No

Greenspaces support local biodiversity and some provide habitats for local wildlife and
may exhibit some geological features. Some may help to alleviate the extremes of urban
climates such as noise and water pollution.

designations - e.g. SSSI's, LNR's
diverse and rich habitats
site includes rivers, ponds, lakes that encourage local wildlife habitats
local biodiversity studies

No

Seen as 'outdoor classrooms' ; some greenspaces offer educational opportunities in
science, history, ecological and environmental activities.

nature walks
interpretational material provided
opportunities for volunteers in practical conservation
outdoor educational facilities

No

range of age groups
use by community groups
Greenspaces , including sport and recreation facilities can promote some civic pride,
organised community activities
community ownership and a sense of belonging; they are also one of the very few publicly
social, cultural or community facilities
accessible facilities equally available to everyone irrespective of personal circumstances
specific walking/jogging trails and/or sports facilities
central location to be accessed by majority

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Factors

No

Some greenspaces have a historical value and some provided a setting listed buildings;
also can be high profile symbols of towns and cities

historic buildings
historic gardens
symbol of the area
conservation area
monuments and/or memorials

No

The network of greenspaces can contribute to the visual amenity of an urban landscape
and make them a more attractive place to live, work and play. They can be appreciated
both visually and passively - not just through the active use of facilities provided.

helps to create specific neighbourhood
provides important landmark
clearly visible from most areas
softens urban texture

greenspaces can promote economic development and regeneration; can also help to
enhance property values

local tourist site
income from sports facilities
enhancing or devaluing housing within estates
potential hosting of major events
offers employment opportunities
regeneration

No
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STEP 3 & 4: SETTING AND APPLYING PROVISION STANDARDS – APPENDIX E
Quantity
PPG17 advocates that planning policies for open space, including playing fields, should
be based upon local standards derived from a robust assessment of local need.
The quantity of provision provided by the audit of open space has assisted in the setting
of such local provision standards for the Borough. These are included for each type of
open space in the separate sections and, as recommended by PPG17, is undertaken by
population to calculate the quantity of provision per person.
The quantitative analysis has also taken into account key issues raised from previous
consultations with the public. This provides a more objective view rather than relying
solely on statistical calculations. A comparison with the community’s view on the existing
level of facilities required and the current level of provision needs to be undertaken to
help establish a reasonable level of provision.
Provision standards are then applied to determine whether there is a surplus of
provision, the provision was about right or there is a deficiency.
The standards are based on population data provided by Northampton Borough Council.
Future Projections
This report aims to provide guidance in relation to the Borough's current and future
needs for open space, sport and recreation. To calculate future quantity needs
projections are provided. These have been based on applying the quantity standard to
estimated population growth (28.7% of growth from 2001 to 2021).
Under the heading of Balance the projections show how many hectares are required for
each typology and within each Analysis Area if Northampton is to meet the provision
standards. It should be noted that the figures relating to the Analysis Areas are for
general information only. A 28.7% population increase has been applied, pro rata, to
each Analysis Area. The projections are NOT a true representation geographically for
population growth as development will not be spread uniformly across the Borough.
Under the heading of Balance the projections show how many hectares are required for
each typology and within each Analysis Area if Northampton is to meet the provision
standards. It should be noted that the figures relating to the Analysis Areas are for
general information only. A 28.7% population increase has been applied, pro rata, to
each Analysis Area. The projections are NOT a true representation geographically for
population growth as development will not be spread uniformly across the Borough.
The overall aim of the quantity assessment is to:
•

establish areas of the Borough suffering from deficiency of provision within each
type of open space

•

areas of significant surplus where it may be possible to investigate changing the
type of open space to types that are deficient in that area.
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Quality
Quality and value of open space are fundamentally different and can sometimes be
completely unrelated. An example of this could be:
•

a high quality open space is provided but is completely inaccessible. Its usage is
therefore restricted and its value to the public limited; or

•

a low quality open space may be used every day by the public or have some
significant wider benefit such as biodiversity or educational use and therefore has
a relatively high value to the public.

The needs assessment therefore analyses quality and value separately within each type
of open space.
A quality vision is devised based on the consultations with the community, other national
and local design guidelines and standards set for other authorities. This provides a
benchmark for the existing provision and the basis in which new provision should aspire.
The quality vision is linked to the site assessments of quality by setting a percentage
score for each typology. This score reflects the key points from the local quality vision.
This score can then be applied to the existing level of provision to identify any key areas
for improvements and to identify those sites that currently meet this standard.
The overall aim of a quality assessment should be to identify deficiencies in quality and
key quality factors that need to be improved within:
•

the geographical areas of the Borough

•

specific types of open space

•

specific quality factors that ensure a high quality open space

This enables resources to be concentrated on areas that need to be improved.
Accessibility
Accessibility is a key assessment of open space sites. Without accessibility for the public
the provision of good quality or good quantity of open space sites would be of very
limited value. The overall aim of an accessibility assessment should be to identify:
•

how accessible sites are

•

how far are people are willing to travel to reach open space

•

areas of the Borough deficient in provision

•

areas of the Borough suffering in accessibility and therefore of priority
importance

•

key accessibility factors that need to be improved
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Setting accessibility standards for open space should be derived from an analysis of the
accessibility issues within the audit and in light of community views.
Distance thresholds (i.e. the maximum distance that typical users can reasonably be
expected to travel to each type of provision using different modes of transport) are a very
useful planning tool especially when used in association with a Geographical Information
System (GIS).
PPG17 encourages any new open space sites or enhancement of existing sites to be
accessible by environmentally friendly forms of transport such as walking, cycling and
public transport. There is a real desire to move away from reliability on the car.
Level of usage and value
The value of an open space site is entirely different to quality and relates mainly to three
key factors as described in PPG17 companion guide:
•

Context – a site that is inaccessible is irrelevant to potential users and therefore
is of little value irrespective of its quality. Also, in areas where there is a large
amount of high quality open space or more than is actually required, some of it
may be of little value. In contrast to this, a site of low quality but in an area of low
provision maybe of extremely high value to the public.

•

Level and type of use – poorly used open space sites may be of little value while
highly used sites may be of high value

•

Wider benefits – there are many wider benefits of open space sites that should
be taken into account when analysing the results of particular sites e.g. visual
impact, benefits for biodiversity, education, cultural, economy etc. These benefits
are difficult to assess in a systematic way and would require detailed site visits.

Evaluating value therefore involves attempting to assess these factors, in particular
relating the context of the open space site (quality and accessibility) against the level of
use of each site.
From the assessment of the value of sites, we are able to start to determine policy
options in terms of feeding into a specific action plan. This is fundamental to effective
planning:
The figure overleaf provides a simple means of determining the most appropriate policy
approach to each existing open space site.
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QUALITY

High
Actions:
• enhance value in its primary
purpose
• re-designate to other
purposes to increase value
• change of use

Actions:
• protect all open space sites
• Vision : for all open spaces to
be within this category

Low

High

Actions:
• enhance quality & value
• re-designate to other
purpose to increase value
• if not possible, may be
surplus to requirements in
terms of primary purpose

Actions:
• enhance quality where
possible
• protect open space site

Low

VALUE
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DLTR
Green Spaces, Better Places - The Final Report of the Urban
Green Spaces Taskforce, DTLR (2002)
The main messages to emerge from Green Spaces, Better
Places are:
•

urban parks and open spaces remain popular, despite a
decline in the quality as well as quantitative elements

•

open spaces make an important contribution to the
quality of life in many areas and help to deliver wider
social, economic and environmental benefits

•

planners and planning mechanisms need to take better
account of the need for parks and open spaces including related management
and maintenance issues

•

parks and open spaces should be central to any vision of sustainable modern
towns and cities

•

strong civic and local pride and responsibility are necessary to achieve the vision
reinforced by a successful green spaces strategy

•

there is a need for a more co-ordinated approach at the national level to guide
local strategies.

Living Places: Cleaner, Safer, Greener ODPM (October 2002)
The Government stated that parks and green spaces need more
visible champions and clearer structures for co-ordinating policy and
action better at all levels.
Several existing national bodies have responsibilities or programmes
with impact on various aspects of urban green spaces including
English Heritage, Sport England, Groundwork, English Nature, the
Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment (CABE), the
Countryside Agency and the Forestry Commission.
Instead of setting up a new body, the Government stated it would take
action on three levels to improve co-ordination of policy and action for urban parks and
green spaces. It will:
•
•
•

provide a clearer national policy framework
invite CABE to set up a new unit for urban spaces (CABE Space)
encourage a strategic partnership to support the work of the new unit and inform
national policy and local delivery.
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Improving urban parks, play areas and green space, DTLR
(May 2002)
In May 2002 the DTLR produced this linked research report to
Green Spaces, Better Places which looked at patterns of use,
barriers to open space and the wider role of open space in
urban regeneration.
The vital importance of parks and other urban green spaces in
enhancing the urban environment and the quality of city life has
been recognised in both the Urban Taskforce report and the
Urban White Paper.
Wider Value of Open Space
There are clear links demonstrating how parks and other green spaces meet wider
council policy objectives linked to other agendas, like education, diversity, health, safety,
environment, jobs and regeneration can help raise the political profile and commitment
of an authority to green space issues. In particular they:
•

contribute significantly to social inclusion because they are free and accessible to
all

•

can become a centre of community spirit

•

contribute to child development through scope for outdoor, energetic and
imaginative play

•

offer numerous educational opportunities

•

provide a range of health, environmental and economic benefits.

The report also highlights major issues in the management, funding and integration of
open spaces into the wider context of urban renewal and planning:
Community Involvement - Community involvement in local parks can lead to increased
use, enhancement of quality and richness of experience and, in particular, can ensure
that the facilities are suited to local needs.
Resources - The acknowledged decline in the quality of care of the urban green space
resource in England can be linked to declining local authority green space budgets but in
terms of different external sources for capital development, the Heritage Lottery Fund
and Section 106 Agreements are seen as the most valuable.
Partnerships - between a local authority and community groups, funding agencies and
business can result in significant added value, both in terms of finances and quality of
green space.
Urban Renewal - Four levels of integration of urban green space into urban renewal can
be identified, characterised by an increasing strategic synergy between environment,
economy and community. They are:
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•

attracting inward economic investment through the provision of attractive urban
landscapes

•

unforeseen spin-offs from grassroots green space initiatives

•

parks as flagships in neighbourhood renewal

•

strategic, multi-agency area based regeneration, linking environment and
economy.

Sport England
Planning for Open Space, Sport England (Sept 2002)
The main messages from Sport England within this document are:
•

Sport England’s policy on planning applications for
development of playing fields (A Sporting Future for the
Playing Fields of England) provides 5 exceptions to its
normal stance of opposing any loss of all or part of such
facilities and are reflected in PPG 17 (paragraphs 10-15)

•

Sport England must be consulted on development proposals affecting playing
fields at any time in the previous 5 years or is identified as a playing field in a
development plan

•

it is highly likely that planning inspectors will no longer accept a Six Acre Standard
approach in emerging development plans and therefore increasing the importance
of setting local standards

•

in undertaking a playing pitch assessment as part of an overall open space
assessment, local authorities will need to consider the revised advice and
methodology ‘Towards a Level Playing Field: A manual for the production of
Playing Pitch Strategies’.

A Sporting Future for the Playing Fields of England / Playing
Fields for Sport Revisited, Sport England (2000)
These documents provide Sport England’s planning policy
statement on playing fields. It acknowledges that playing fields:
•

are one of the most important resources for sport in
England as they provide the space which is required for the
playing of team sports on outdoor pitches

•

as open space particularly in urban areas are becoming an
increasingly scarce resource

•

can provide an important landscape function, perform the function of a strategic
gap or provide a resource for other community activities and informal recreation.
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CABE Space
CABE Space is part of the Commission for the Architecture and the
Built Environment (CABE) and is publicly funded by the Office of the
Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM). CABE Space aims :
“to bring excellence to the design, management and maintenance of
parks and public space in towns and cities.”
Through their work, they encourage people to think holistically about green space, and
what it means for the health and well being of communities, routes to school and work,
and recreation through play and sport. Their ultimate goal is to ensure that people in
England have easy access to well designed and well looked after public space.
Lessons learnt for some of CABE Space’s case studies include:
•

strategic vision is essential

•

political commitment is essential

•

think long-term

•

start by making the case for high quality green spaces in-house (persuading other
departments is key – high priority)

•

a need to market parks and green spaces

•

a need to manage resources more efficiently

•

work with others - projects are partnerships

•

keep good records: monitor investments and outcomes

•

consult widely and get public support for your work

Green Space Strategies – a good practice guide CABE Space (May
2004)
The guidance draws on the principles of the Government’s Planning
Policy Guidance Note 17 and will help contribute to national objectives
for better public spaces, focusing on three broad stages in producing a
green space strategy.
•

Stage 1: Preliminary activities
- provides the foundation of a successful strategy

•

Stage 2: Information gathering and analysis
- provides the objective and subjective data necessary
make informed judgements

•

to

Stage 3: Strategy production
- preparing g consultation draft and final strategy drawing on consultation
responses
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The document demonstrates why a green space strategy is important and the potential
opportunity and benefits that it can provide, including:
•

reinforcing local identity and enhancing the physical character of an area, so
shaping existing and future development

•

maintaining the visual amenity and increasing the attractiveness of a locality to
create a sense of civic pride

•

securing external funding and focusing capital and revenue expenditure costeffectively

•

improving physical and social inclusion including accessibility, particularly for
young, disabled and older people

•

protecting and enhancing levels of biodiversity and ecological habitats

Is the grass greener…? Learning from the international innovations in
urban green space management, CABE Space (July 2004)
This is an international perspective using examples of good and bad
practice that demonstrate the many issues common to English local
authorities that international cities also face and providing practical
solutions that have combat the problems overseas.
The guide focuses in particular on aspects of management and
maintenance practice, providing a series of challenging and inspiring
solutions to common issues that are not dissimilar to current English
practice.
The problem in England!
The document describes the problems faced by green space and
how English towns and cities are often criticised for:
•

being poorly maintained – uncoordinated development and maintenance
activities

•

being insecure – the hostile nature of many green spaces

•

lacking a coherent approach to their management – conflicting interventions
by a multitude of agencies, without clear overall responsibility

•

offering little to their users – lacking in facilities and amenities and being a
haven for anti-social behaviour

•

being poorly designed – unwelcoming to people, created with poor quality
materials

Manifesto for better public spaces, CABE Space (2003)
There is huge national demand for better quality parks and public
spaces. Surveys repeatedly show how much the public values them,
while research reveals how closely the quality of public spaces links
to levels of health, crime and the quality of life in every
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neighbourhood. CABE Space ‘manifesto for better public spaces’ explains the 10 things
we must do to achieve this:
1)

ensure that creating and caring for well-designed parks, streets and other public
spaces is a national and local political priority

2)

encourage people of all ages – including children, young people and retired
people – to play and active role in deciding what our parks and public spaces
should be like and how they should be looked after

3)

ensure that everyone understands the importance of good design to the vitality of
our cities, towns and suburbs and that designers, planners and managers all
have the right skills to create high quality public spaces

4)

ensure that the care of parks and public spaces is acknowledged to be an
essential service

5)

work to increase public debate about the issue of risk in outside spaces, and will
encourage people to make decisions that give more weight to the benefits of
interesting spaces, rather than to the perceived risks

6)

work to ensure that national and local health policy recognises the role of high
quality parks and public space in helping people to become physically active, to
recover from illness, and to increase their general health and well-being

7)

work to ensure that good paths and seating, play opportunities, signs in local
languages, cultural events and art are understood to be essential elements of
great places – not optional extras that can be cut from the budget

8)

encourage people who are designing and managing parks and public spaces to
protect and enhance biodiversity and to promote its enjoyment to local people

9)

seek to ensure that public spaces feel safe to use by encouraging councils to
adopt a positive approach to crime prevention through investment in good design
and management of the whole network or urban green spaces

10)

encourage people from all sectors of the community to give time to improving
their local environment. If we work together we can transform our public spaces
and help to improve everyone’s quality of life.

The Value of Public Space, CABE Space (March 2004)
CABE Space market how high quality parks and public spaces create economic, social
and environmental value, as well as being beneficial to physical and mental health,
children and young people and a variety of other external issues.
Specific examples are used to illustrate the benefits and highlight
the issues arising on the value of public space :
(a)

The economic value of public spaces - A high quality public
environment is an essential part of any regeneration
strategy and can impact positively on the local economy.
For example - property prices

(b)

The impact on physical and mental health - Research has
shown that well maintained public spaces can help to

NATIONAL STRATEGIC CONTEXT – APPENDIX F
improve physical and mental health encouraging more people to become active.
(c)

Benefits and children and young people - Good quality public spaces encourage
children to play freely outdoors and experience the natural environment,
providing children with opportunities for fun, exercise and learning.

(d)

Reducing crime and fear of crime - Better management of public spaces can help
to reduce crime rates and help to allay fears of crime, especially in open spaces.

(e)

Social dimension of public space - Well-designed and maintained open spaces
can help bring communities together, providing meeting places in the right
context and fostering social ties.

(f)

Movement in and between spaces - One of the fundamental functions of public
space is to allow people to move around with the challenge of reconciling the
needs of different modes of transport.

(g)

Value from biodiversity and nature - Public spaces and gardens helps to bring
important environmental benefits to urban areas, as well as providing an
opportunity for people to be close to nature.

A Guide to Producing Park and Green Space
Management Plans, CABE Space (May 2004)
A primary intention of the guide is to encourage wider use of
management plans by dispelling the myth that the creation of a site
management plan is an exceptionally difficult task that can be
undertaken only by an expert.
The guide presents ideas on benefits of management plans identifying
steps to be taken to writing the plan. It also provides a list of subject
areas that need to be addressed in any comprehensive management
plan. The document has been split into two sections, providing a
logical explanation of the management process:
Part 1: Planning the plan
•

the who, what, when, where and how questions that may arise in the preparation of
a park and green space management plan.

Part 2: Content and structure of the plan
•

what information needs to be contained in the final management plan and how
should that information be presented?
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Decent parks? Decent behaviour? – The link between
the quality of parks and user behaviour, CABE
space (May 2005)
Based on research that supports public consultation that poor
maintenance of parks, in turn, attracts anti-social behaviour.
Encouragingly it provides examples of places where a combination of
good design, management and maintenance has transformed no-go
areas back into popular community spaces.
There are nine case studies explored in the report. Below are some of
the key elements that have made these parks a better place to be:
•

take advantage of the potential for buildings within parks for natural surveillance
e.g. from cafes, flats offices

•

involve the community early in the process and continually

•

involve ‘problem’ groups as part of the solution where possible and work hard to
avoid single group dominance in the park

•

provide activities and facilities to ensure young people feel a sense of ownership.
Address young peoples fear of crime as well as that if adults

The evidence in this report suggests that parks were in decline and failing to meet
customer expectations long before anti-social behaviour started to become the dominant
characteristic, however by investing and creating good-quality parks and green spaces,
which are staffed and provide a range of attractive facilities for the local community, can
be an effective use of resource.
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EXTERNAL AGENCIES
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External agencies
There are a number of external agencies that impact on the provision of open space within
Northampton Borough.
Nature England
Natural England is the government’s advisor on the natural environment. We provide
practical advice, grounded in science, on how best to safeguard England’s natural wealth for
the benefit of everyone.
The work of Natural England includes:
•

managing England’s green farming schemes, paying over £300million/year to
over 55,000 agreement holders

•

increasing opportunities for everyone to enjoy the wonders of the natural world

•

reducing the decline of biodiversity and licensing of protected species across
England

•

designating National Parks and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty

•

managing most National Nature Reserves and notifying Sites of Special Scientific
Interest

The outcomes Natural England are trying to deliver are:
•

a healthy natural environment

•

sustainable use of the natural environment

•

a secure environmental future

•

people are inspired to value and conserve the natural environment.

The Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) require:
•

that no person should live more than 300m from their nearest area of natural
greenspace of at least 2ha in size

•

provision of at least 1ha of Local Nature Reserve per 1,000 population

•

that there should be at least one accessible 20ha site within 2km from home

•

that there should be one accessible 100ha site within 5km

•

that there should be one 500ha site within 20 km.

The standards were justified in the following ways:
•

everyday contact with nature is important for well-being and quality of life

•

everyone should be able to enjoy this contact, in safety, without having to make any
special effort or journey to do so
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•

natural greenspace in towns and cities can play an important role in helping
safeguard our national treasure of wildlife and geological features

•

accessible natural greenspaces give everyone an excellent chance to learn about
nature and help to protect it in practical ways

•

adequate provision of vegetated areas helps to ensure that urban areas continue to
function ecologically.

In 2001 a review of the standards was commenced as there were concerns that the
accessible natural green space standards seemed to be little used.
The key recommendations of the review include:
•

that English Nature should provide additional support to the model by providing
practical guidance, implementing an outreach strategy to raise the profile of the
model

•

that local authorities should develop green space strategies as a means of
ensuring balanced green space planning, and should set locally appropriated green
space standards

•

that central government should work towards the development of a single
framework for integrated green space planning.

The Environment Agency
The Environment Agency is the leading public body for protecting and improving the
environment in England and Wales. Its remit covers air, land and water.

Wildlife Trust
The Wildlife Trust is the leading conservation charity dedicated exclusively to wildlife. There
are 47 county/local Wildlife Trusts, with the Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire, Northamptonshire
and Peterborough Trust covering the Northamptonshire area. The Wildlife Trust campaigns
for the sensitive and sustainable management of wildlife in the countryside and the urban
landscape and manages areas for wildlife and people.
Play England
Play England aims for all children and young people in England to have regular access to
and opportunity for free, inclusive, local play provision and play space. It is a Government
National Delivery Partner.
Play England's objectives are to:
•

promote local play strategies

•

build partnerships for play

•

research and demonstrate the benefits of play

•

promote equality and diversity in play provision

•

raise awareness and promote standards.
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Play England offers expert advice and support to all those involved in the strategic
development of children's play. Services include:
•

resources and information

•

training, conferences and seminars

•

networking and referrals

•

advocacy and campaigning support.

West Northamptonshire Development Corporation
The West Northamptonshire Development Corporation (WNDC) was set up by the
government in December 2004. The corporatation aims to promote and deliver sustainable
housing growth and regeneration in Northampton, Daventry and Towcester.
It is the planning authority for all strategic planning decisions in Northampton, Daventry and
Towcester

River Nene Regional Park (RNRP)
RNRP is now a Community Interest Company which means that it is an independent not for
profit organisation that is able to hold assets on behalf of the community
It has the vision of ensuring that by 2016;
“ the River Nene Regional Park will be an independent, inclusive, reciprocal and beneficial
partnership of public, private and third sector members. It will be nationally and
internationally recognised as the centre of excellence for the piloting, co-ordination and
delivery of regional sustainable development. It will address strategic issues such as climate
change, the enhancement of local biodiversity and the innovative development of the
environment as an asset for social development, education, leisure & recreation, heritage &
cultural activity, and as a primary vehicle of economic regeneration”.
Northamptonshire County Council
Northamptonshire County Council are responsible for the management and running of
education, transport and children and young people’s services (amongst others) across
Northamptonshire. They work in partnership with Northampton Borough Council.

APPENDIX H1
QUANTITY STANDARDS WORKSHEET

Northampton Borough Council - Open Space Calculations (Quantity)
Revised provision (some sites removed) measured against suggested standards
Category

Populations

Parks & Gardens

Nat & Semi Nat Open
Space

Amenity
Greenspace

Provision for
Children

Provision for Young
People

Allotments

Total Provision - Existing Open Space (ha)
Analysis Area 1
Analysis Area 2
Analysis Area 3
Analysis Area 4
Overall

Outdoor Sports Facilities

with golf
courses

without golf
courses

28,012
67,603
29,498
77,715
202,828

20.61
22.36
62.4
106.2
211.57

17.94
59.59
72.18
166.34
316.05

18.17
62.28
91.13
109.38
280.96

0.593
1.016
0.238
1.488
3.335

0.080
0.670
0.171
1.042
1.963

0
54.34
0.93
30.84
85.22

19.12
181.32
130.08
166.97
497.49

19.12
87.99
40.77
147.02
294.90

28,012
67,603
29,498
77,715
202,828

0.74
0.33
2.12
1.37
1.04

0.64
0.88
2.45
2.14
1.56

0.65
0.92
3.09
1.41
1.39

0.021
0.015
0.008
0.019
0.016

0.003
0.010
0.006
0.013
0.010

0.00
0.80
0.03
0.40
0.42

0.68
2.68
4.41
2.15
2.45

0.68
1.30
1.38
1.89
1.45

36,087
87,092
38,002
100,119
261,300

0.57

0.50

0.50

0.016

0.002

0.00

0.22

0.53

0.26

0.68

0.72

0.012

0.008

0.62

2.08

1.01

1.64

1.90

2.40

0.006

0.004

0.02

3.42

1.07

1.06

1.66

1.09

0.015

0.010

0.31

1.67

1.47

0.81

1.21

1.08

0.013

0.008

0.33

1.90

1.13

Existing Open Space (ha per 1000 Population)
Analysis Area 1
Analysis Area 2
Analysis Area 3
Analysis Area 4
Overall
Future Open Space (ha per 1000 Population) 2026
Analysis Area 1

Quantity Calculations

Analysis Area 2
Analysis Area 3
Analysis Area 4
Overall

Consultation (%)
More than Enough
About Right
Nearly Enough
Not Enough
No Opinion

RECOMMENDED PROVISION STANDARD

2
66
13
17
1

2
44
18
32
5

3
35
20
33
10

2
20
23
47
9

3
5
9
64
18

3
31
17
37
11

3
31
11
17
37

1.05

1.57

1.37

0.04

0.03

0.42

1.62

Current Balance (ha)
Analysis Area 1
Analysis Area 2
Analysis Area 3
Analysis Area 4
Overall

28,012
67,603
29,498
77,715
202,828

-8.80

-26.04

-20.21

-0.53

-0.76

-11.77

-48.62

-46.55

-30.34

-1.69

-1.36

25.95

31.43

25.87

50.72

-0.94

-0.71

-11.46

24.60

44.33

2.91

-1.62

-1.29

-1.80

-1.40

-2.39

3.09

-4.78

-4.12

0.92

-17.28

-38.72

-31.27

0.59

-1.08

-15.16

-69.09

-77.14

-57.04

-2.47

-2.60

17.76

22.50

12.52

39.07

-1.28

-1.13

-15.03

1.08

9.15

-27.78

-2.52

-2.99

-11.21

-62.80

-94.19

-77.02

-5.67

-7.81

-23.64

Standard set for broad
planning need only application for sur/def
would be meaningless

Projected Future Balance 2026 (ha)
Analysis Area 1
Analysis Area 2
Analysis Area 3
Analysis Area 4
Overall

36,087
87,092
38,002
100,119
261,300

the fields which would need amending should there be a change in population projections.

Standard set for broad
planning need only application for sur/def
would be meaningless

Northampton Borough Council - Quantity v Local Needs (by area and typology)
Outdoor Sports Facilities

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

More than
Enough

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

About Right

About Right

Allotments

(without golf courses)

More than
Enough

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

About Right

Provision for Children &
Young People 7 years +

More than
Enough

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

About Right

More than
Enough

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

About Right

More than
Enough

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

About Right

Provision for Children up to
6 years

Amenity Greenspace

AREA

Area Name

1

Analysis Area 1

4%

74% 15% 7% 0%

2%

44% 16% 34% 4%

4%

25% 16% 35% 20%

0%

22% 29% 39% 11%

4%

2% 4% 63% 27%

4%

32% 23% 34% 7%

4%

27% 15% 19% 35%

2

Analysis Area 2

2%

63% 13% 21% 2%

1%

46% 16% 33% 4%

3%

31% 24% 34% 8%

2%

21% 24% 27% 7%

2%

7% 11% 63% 17%

3%

31% 19% 37% 10%

5%

40% 10% 17% 28%

3

Analysis Area 3

2%

63% 17% 18% 0%

0%

41% 28% 28% 4%

1%

43% 32% 33% 2%

1%

20% 28% 44% 7%

1%

5% 13% 66% 16%

2%

28% 18% 37% 15%

3%

21% 11% 9% 55%

4

Analysis Area 4

3%

69% 11% 17% 1%

3%

43% 14% 33% 5%

4%

35% 16% 32% 13%

1%

18% 20% 50% 11%

5%

6% 8% 65% 17%

3%

33% 14% 38% 12%

2%

28% 11% 20% 39%

ALL AREAS

2%

66% 13% 17% 1%

2%

44% 18% 32% 5%

3%

35% 20% 33% 10%

2%

20% 23% 47% 9%

3%

5% 9% 64% 18%

3%

31% 17% 37% 11%

3%

31`% 11% 17% 37%

ALL

More than
Enough

No Opinion

Not Enough

Nearly Enough

Natural & Semi Natural

More than
Enough

About Right

Parks & Gardens

APPENDIX H2
QUANTITY STANDARDS

FUTURE PROJECTIONS
This report aims to provide guidance in relation to the Borough's current and future needs for open space,
sport and recreation. To calculate future quantity needs projections are provided. These have been based
on applying the quantity stangard to estimated population growth (28.7% of growth from 2001 to 2021).
Under the heading of Balance the projections show how many hectares are required for each typology and
within each Analysis Area if Northampton is to meet the provision standards. It should be noted that the
figures relating to the Analysis Areas are for general information only. A 28.7% population increase has
been applied, pro rata, to each Analysis Area. The projections are NOT a true representation geographically
for population growth as development will not be spread uniformly across the Borough.
At the time of writing Northampton was in the process of drafting their Core Strategy. This document, when
complete, will provide clear direction in relation to the geographical location of growth. It will then be
possible to revise the open space projected needs so they become representative in relation to the
geography of settlement for Northampton.

Northampton Borough Council - Setting Quantity Standards
Typology

Parks & Gardens

National Standards

No national standards

Current Provision per
1,000 population

Existing Local Standards

1.05 ha per 1000
population

No existing standards

LA Name

Provision per 1,000 pop

Halton BC (118,208)
St Helens BC (176,843)

1.24
1.11

Knowsley BC (150,495)
South Northants (79,293)

8.37
1.45 (urban) 1.07 (rural) (INC.
AMENITY GREENSPACE)

Corby BC (53,174)
East Northants (76,550)
W'borough (72,519)
Natural & SemiNatural

English Nature Accessible Natural Greenspace Standard (ANGSt) recommends at
least 2 ha of accessible natural greenspace per 1,000 people based on no-one living
more than: 300m from nearest natural greenspace / 2km from a site of 20ha / 5km
from a site of 100ha / 10km from a site of 500ha

1.57 ha per 1000
population

No existing standards

English Nature Accessible Natural Greenspace Standard (ANGSt) recommends 1 ha
of LNR per 1,000 population
Rethinking Open Space Report - Average of all LA applicable standards = 2 ha per
1,000 population - areas that promote biodiversity and nature conservation

Amenity Greenspace Rethinking Open Space Report - Average of all LA applicable standards = 2 ha per
1,000 population - areas that provide informal recreation and visual amenity or land
provided for environmental or safety reasons

1.37 ha per 1000
population

NPFA - 6 acre standard (2.43ha) per 1,000 population for 'playing space' consisting
of 2 acres (ie 0.81 ha per 1,000 population) for children's playing space - includes
areas designated for children and young people and casual or informal playing
space within housing areas
NPFA - in the past some LA's have added 1 acre (0.4ha) arbitrary to cover 'amenity
areas' and 'leisure areas' or something similar that mat not be covered within the
NPFA standard. In almost all cases, this additional requirement are intended for
residential areas and do not cover open spaces such as parks or allotments

2.17 (urban)

8.86ha (rural)
0.58
0.7

Consultation
Consultation Comments
(quantity)
(too much / about right /
not enough)
1.25
More than enough -2%
The responses from the household questionnaire suggest that the majority of respondents (68%)
1.1
About Right - 66%
feel that provision is 'about right'/'more than enough' for this type of open space, an opinion that is
consistent across all four analysis areas. It appears that existing parks are appreciated and
comments included good examples of parks including Abington Park, Delapre Park, Hunsbury Park .
0.8
Nearly Enough - 13%
Other comments relating directly to the quantity of provision included "not enough formal parks",
1.55 (urban) 1.07 (rural) (INC. Not enough -17%
"less park areas once outside of the city centre". Council officer views that there is plentiful supply of
AMENITY GREENSPACE)
parks across the Borough. There are a number of parks which are considered to be of national or at
least regional significance these include Abington, Delapre, Hunsbury and Kingsthorpe Parks. There
are numerous local parks which are considered well used and provide valuable open space for the
local community.
2 (urban) 1 pocket park per No Opinion - 1%
For the 17% of respondents stating that provision was 'not enough', concerns surrounded the
village (rural)
amount of new housing development and land being lost, "due to new housing". 60% of
0.6
respondents to the IT Young People Survey stated that Parks were the type of open space they used
0.7
the most highlighting the importance of parks and gardens to this group.

Halton BC (118,208)

4.97

2.75

St Helens BC (176,843)

2.67

2

Knowsley BC (150,495)

1.19

1.2

1.04 (urban) 0.4 (rural)

1.15 (urban) 0.45 (rural)

Not enough - 32%

1.59 (urban) 4.09 (rural)
1.30 (urban)
1.93

1.6 (urban) 4.10 (rural)
1.3 (urban) 8.79 (rural)
1.8 urban / 0.38 rural

No Opinion - 5%

0.98
0.92

1
1

East Northants (76,550)

1.28

1.2
see parks and gardens

Not enough - 33%

1.51 (urban) 0.37 (rural)

1.51 (urban) 0.37ha (rural)

No Opinion - 10%

0.72

0.8

1.2

1.6 urban / 0.5 rural

0.07
0.03
0.11

0.2
0.1
0.2

(1) LAPs - aged 4-6 ; 1 min walk or 100m (60m in a straight line) ; min area size
100msq ; LAPs typically have no play equipment and therefore could be considered
as amenity greenspace
(2) LEAPs - aged min 5 ; min area size 400msq ; should be located 400 metres or 5
minutes walking time along pedestrian routes (240 metres in a straight line)
(3) NEAPs aged min 8 ; min area size 1000msq ; should be located 1,000 metres or
15 minutes walking time along pedestrian routes (600 metres in a straight line),

South Northants (79,293)
Corby BC (53,174)
East Northants (76,550)

0.85 (children) 0.13 (young
people) (number)
0.77 (children) 0.29 (young
0.07 (urban) 0.13 (rural)

0.95 (children) 0.2 (young
people) (number)
0.8 (children) 0.35 (young
0.1 (urban) 0.14 (rural)

W'borough (72,519)

0.55 play areas

NPFA - 6 acre standard (2.43ha) per 1,000 population for 'playing space' consisting
of 4 acres (ie 1.62 per 1,000 population) for outdoor sport - includes pitches,
athletics tracks, bowling greens, tennis courts training areas and croquet lawns
'NPFA - in the past some LA's have added 1 acre (0.4ha) arbitrary to cover 'amenity
areas' and 'leisure areas' or something similar that mat not be covered within the
NPFA standard. In almost all cases, this additional requirement are intended for
residential areas and do not cover open spaces such as parks or allotments

Halton BC (118,208)
Northampton Borough Council's
2.51 ha per 1000
population. Removing golf Local Plan (following a review by St Helens BC (176,843)
Knowsley BC (150,495)
local sports organisations in
courses and bearing in
South Northants (79,293)
conjunction with the NPFA)
mind NPFA = 1.62 ha per
recommends a standard for
1000 population
outdoor playing space of 1.2ha
Corby BC (53,174)
per 1000 population. However
the Plan goes to state any new East Northants (76,550)
W'borough (72,519)
sports provision in major
residential areas should be a
minimum of 1.6ha per 1000
population.

Allotments

National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners - 20 allotment plots per 1,000
households (ie 20 allotments plots per 2,200 people (2.2 people per house) or 1
allotment plot per 200 people. With an average allotment plot of 250 sq/m this
equates to 0.125 ha per 1,000 population.
1970 Thorpe Report suggested 0.2 ha per 1,000 population

Cemeteries /
Churchyards
Green Corridors
Civic Spaces

No national standards

Halton BC (118,208)
Northampton Borough Council's
St Helens BC (176,843)
Local Plan states quantity
standards for both statutory sites Knowsley BC (150,495)
(0.2ha per 1000 population) and South Northants (79,293)
Corby BC (53,174)
based on all sites (0.4ha per
East Northants (76,550)
1000 population). The 2004
W'borough
(72,519)
Allotment Strategy states a
Quantity Standard has now been set

Outdoor Sports
Facilities

No national standards
No national standards

0.02 ha per 1000
population for children's
play areas. 0.01 ha per
1000 population for
provision for young
people.

0.42 ha per 1000
population

No existing standards

More than enough - 3%
About Right - 35%

see parks and gardens

W'borough (72,519)
NPFA - 6 acre standard (2.43ha) per 1,000 population for 'playing space' consisting
of 2 acres (ie 0.81 ha per 1,000 population) for children's playing space - includes
areas designated for children and young people and casual or informal playing
space within housing areas

Nearly Enough - 18%

Corby BC (53,174)
East Northants (76,550)
W'borough (72,519)

Halton BC (118,208)
St Helens BC (176,843)
Knowsley BC (150,495)

Provision for
Children & Young
People

More than enough - 2
About Right - 44%

South Northants (79,293)

Halton BC (118,208)
Northampton Borough Council's
Local Plan, policy L3, states that St Helens BC (176,843)
any open space of less than 0.4
ha, must be protected for their
potential informal leisure value Knowsley BC (150,495)
and amenity value. There are
however no quantity standards South Northants (79,293)
per 1000 population.
Corby BC (53,174)

Other Comments (summary)

PMP Recommendation
(per 1,000 population)

PMP Justification

AGREED LOCAL
QUANTITY STANDARD

There is a perception that there are ample formal parks/ historic parks/historic gardens, which were
considered of importance through consultation with Officers, these included Delapre Abbey,
Kingsthorpe Hall and Eastfield Park. However some internal Officers commented that there is a need
for more informal parks in some areas. It was felt that despite the projected increase in population
the parks would meet the local needs in the future. In particular it must be noted the developments of
larger country parks in the Borough eg Upton Park being developed by English Partnerships. The
drop in sessions reinforced the value of parks with residents feeling they were well served in terms of
the quantity of parks and gardens. The household survey indicated that parks were used on a daily
basis by 18% of residents and on a weekly basis by 42% of respondents. Sites of value flagged by
residents included the linear parks, Lings Park, Abington Park, Beckets Park. Residents in
Kingsthorpe and Hunsbury felt well provided for, whilst residents in Duston felt there were limited
parks.

1.05 ha per 1000
population

A high level of satisfaction with the provision of parks and gardens is evident throughout consultation.
88% of respondents to the household survey consider the provision of parks and gardens to be
sufficient and this high level of satisfaction is reinforced by drop in session attendees.
In light of the significant level of satisfaction it is recommended that the quantity standard is set at the
existing level of provision. Setting a standard at this level will enable the Council to protect existing
parks and gardens and focus on the qualitative enhancement of existing provision.

1.05 ha per 1000
population

Just under half of all respondents stated that provision was 'about right' / 'more than enough'. A third
of respondents (32%) said that they felt provision was 'not enough', this was particularly true of all
analysis areas except Analysis Area 3 where slightly less people thought there was a lack of
provision of natural and semi-natural areas. Reasons given for perceiving there to be insufficient
provision included the development of new housing estates reducing the the green open spaces and
the need for protection of wildlife and encouraging bio-diversity.

Northampton has a large number of natural and semi natural spaces There are currently 78 areas
designated as County Wildlife Sites (CWS) with an additional 6 under review for designation. The
Borough has 6 areas designated as Local Nature Reserves (LNR) and one Site of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSI). Some of these sites have not been audited and assessed due to their large nature,
but are accounted for when setting the local standards and making the recommendations for this
typology. Comments from the drop-in sessions reflected those from the household survey, in that
residents like to use these types of open space for walking and wildlife. Specific reference was
made to Bradlaugh Fields, Scrub Fields and Kingsthorpe LNR. Consultations highlighted that in
general people felt that natural areas were very valuable sites and there was a perception that
"green spaces keep being built on". At several of the drop in sessions concerns were raised over
natural areas being taken over by travellers.

1.57 ha per 1000
population

The overall consensus across the borough is that the level of provision is about right (44%)
compared to 32% stating they felt there was not enough natural areas.
Due to the incidental nature of this type of open space, the fact that natural areas are within other
typologies (ie parks and gardens for the purposes of this PPG17 study) and the limited opportunities
for new provision, a borough wide standard of 1.57 hectares per 1000 population has been set.

1.57 ha per 1000
population

Over half the respondents (53%) indicated that there was insufficient amenity greenspace and just
over a third of respondents stated the provision of amenity greenspace was 'about right'/'more than
enough'. The results were generally consistent across the analysis areas with the responses to the
household survey, although Analysis Area 3 had a greater proportion of people indicating there is not
enough provision of amenity green space. The main concerns raised by those respondents stating
'not enough' centred around not enough open space in housing developments, although some newer
estates considered to be better planned, a lack of safe open space near homes for children to play
informally and issues linked to maintenance.

There were mixed opinions on the value of amenity green space from residents at the drop-in
sessions, with some residents feeling that amenity spaces have little value and that they would prefer
more formal open spaces eg parks/gardens. However residents from some of the villages consider
amenity green spaces of high value eg the village greens in Great Houghton, Dallington and
Hardingstone. Consultation with internal Officers suggested a boroughwide view that amenity green
spaces are important sites, despite their size, as both recreational amenities and as a visual amenity.
With this in mind it was felt that there is a lack of amenity green space within the town centre. There
was a view that a number of the sites are used by young people, with problems of anti-social
behaviour. This may be more of a problem relating to a lack of provision of facilities for young
people.

1.37 ha per 1000
population

Local Standard Set

Nearly Enough - 20%

Play areas up to 6 years:
More than enough - 2%
About right - 20%
Nearly enough - 23%
Not enough - 47%
No opinion - 9%

Play Areas up to 6 years - The majority of people (70%) commented that there is either 'not
enough'/'nearly enough' provision of play areas for children up to 6 years of age. The highest levels
of deficiency were perceived to be in Analysis Areas 3 (72%) and 4 (70%). Although location was
highlighted as important ie "these need to be closer to home", "need to be in the right places", the
quality of existing facilities can also influence decisions.

0.625 urban / 0.5 rural

Play areas 7 years +:
More than enough - 3%
About right - 5%
Nearly enough - 9%
Not enough - 64%
No opinion - 18%

Play Areas for 7 years and above - The majority of respondents (73%) indicated that there were
insufficient facilities for young people and older teenagers. This is consistent for all four analysis
areas with many comments such as "nothing for teenagers to do", need something to keep
teenagers off the streets". The IT young people survey stated that only 2% of respondents used
provision for young people / teen shelters, generally as there appears to be a lack of these types of

3.33 (inc golf)
1.84 (exc golf)
1.82 (exc golf)
2.48 (exc. golf courses) 1.56
(exc. Schools and golf)

2.75 (inc golf)
PPS standards
1.85 (inc golf)
2

More than enough - 3%
About Right - 31%
Nearly Enough - 17%
Not enough - 37%

2.02 (exc. Golf, inc. school)
1.69 (exc. golf courses)
2.37

1.8 (exc. Schools & golf)
1.69 (exc. golf courses)
2.4

0.07
0.11
0.03
0.38
0.16
0.34
0.75

0.09
0.11
0.05
0.38
0.15
0.34
0.38 urban / 1.3 rural

The consultation from the household survey suggests that there are more people suggesting there is
'nearly enough' / 'not enough' (54%) compared to 34% of respondents indicating they felt there is
'more than enough' / 'about right'. The general reasons stated for 'not enough' provision included,
"few in outdoor sports facilities in my area", "lack of tennis courts" and "unable to book the
pitches/always overbooked". Many people who indicated that they had no opinion reasoned that they
weren't aware of any or they don't use outdoor sports facilities.
The 2004 Playing Pitch Strategy (para 5.4.1) highlights the specific shortfalls and deficiencies for
Northampton, including: shortfall of pitches due to a large undersupply of junior and mini football and
junior rugby pitches and there is an oversupply of adult pitches. The shortfall of junior football pitches
equated to 27 junior pitches, of mini football equated to 15.4 mini pitches and of junior rugby equated
to 17.5 pitches. The overall shortfall (taking account of surpluses) equated to 22.3 adult pitches.
There was an undersupply of both adult (only slightly) and junior rugby. However there was an ample
supply of cricket pitches.
Allotment sites are very much a demand-led typology and need to be quantified in the context of
existing provision, waiting lists and local demand etc. The analysis of the household questionnaire
reflects this, where 37% of people state that they have 'no opinion' with regard to this open space
type. General themes emerging from the responses by those people who highlighted 'not enough'
include none in the locality, there are waiting lists, demand outnumbering supply, developments on
existing plots. Those people suggesting provision is about right reason that there isn't the demand
for increased provision and suggest there are sites underused.

No Opinion - 11%

More than enough - 3%
About Right - 31%
Nearly Enough - 11%
Not enough - 17%
No Opinion - 37%

The recommended standard (which should be viewed as a minimum level of provision) has been set
in line with the current provision. This standard will therefore protect existing levels of provision,
without placing onerous demands for new provision.

.
0.04 ha per 1000
Play and young persons provision was a key theme at the drop-in sessions and the internal
population for provision
consultations (as well as the household survey). Key themes include inadequate provision of play
areas in new housing developments and insufficient provision for young people in general. Problems for children. 0.03 ha per
1000 population for
with anti-social behaviour and vandalism are frequently perceived to result from lack of provision for
provision for young
older children. Research with young people indicated they generally use the parks (in particular
people.
Bradlaugh Fields, the Racecourse and Abington Park) but would be keen to see more specific
provision through equipment / shelters etc. The issue of a lack of children's play areas was
specifically raised in Weston Favell, Duston and Hardingstone. The IT young people survey stated
that the majority of young people (60%) use parks and gardens most frequently as opposed to
specific facilities for their age group (9, 10 and 13 year olds). However of those young people using
parks 30% use them for play equipment, showing that although young people state they don't go to
play areas they are in fact using them within the parks.

Young people responding to the IT Young People Survey stated outdoor sports facilities as an
important open space, especially within parks and gardens. Sports clubs in Northampton responded
to a sports club survey highlighting that general provision was average to good with an additional
demand for Sports Halls and Youth Facilities. The recommendations from the playing pitch strategy
should be consulted further to implement an action plan for sports pitches. Comments raised at the
drop in sessions mirrored those of the household survey including comments on too much emphasis
on football, more emphasis to be placed on other sports eg athletics, tennis and netball. The
consultation also flagged the issue of a schools reorganisation which will impact on the current level
of playing fields, however the County Council have mitigation packages in place.

1.62 ha per 1000
population

The drop-in sessions highlighted some locational surplus and deficiencies of allotment plots.
Consultation with internal officers indicated that 75% of allotment plots are occupied, and this was
supported by the findings of the Allotment Strategy at that time. Residents were generally keen for
allotments to be protected with concerns raised over allotments being built on eg Kingsthorpe Grove
Allotments. It was also considered by internal Officers that several sites are too large in particular
Easton Ave and Weston Ave. The internal officer consultation highlighted that the demand for
allotments may increase due to the promotion of healthy lifestyles.

0.42 ha per 1000
population

The value of amenity green space was reinforced throughout consultation, with residents in smaller
settlements identifying amenity green space as a valuable type of open space. The value of amenity
green space from both a recreational and visual perspective was also emphasised by Council
Officers.
Overall, there were mixed views on the adequacy of the current quantity of amenity green space
across the Borough. In particular comments from residents highlighted a lack of amenity green space
in Northampton town centre as well as the need to ensure that amenity green spaces are of high
quality to maximise the visual benefits that they offer.
Based on the consultations, it is recommended that the quantity standard is set at the current level of
provision. Setting a standard at this level will enable the identification of areas of deficiency and also
allow for the enhancement of existing provision.

1.37 ha per 1000
population

0.04 ha per 1000
Separate standards for children and young people reflect the requirements by the council to
population for
differentiate between under 6 years of age and over. There has been a consistent theme throughout
consultation of an apparent lack of provision for both children and young people and teenagers. The provision for children.
0.03 ha per 1000
standards that have been set support an increase on existing provision for both across the borough,
population for
however significant attention should be given to the type of equipment provided and the age group
provision for young
that this is being provided for - it is perceived that demand for facilities for young people is currently
people.
greater. Although consultation identified a clear need for facilities it should be noted that this has
maintenance implications and a need to prevent vandalism of facilities.
The recommended quantity standard for children’s play areas has been set at 0.04 hectares per 1000
population and this is based on the amount of facilities required to meet existing accessibility
deficiencies
Separate standards for children and young people reflect the requirements by the council to
differentiate between under 6 years of age and over. There has been a consistent theme throughout
consultation of an apparent lack of provision for both children and young people and teenagers. The
standards that have been set support an increase on existing provision for both across the borough,
however significant attention should be given to the type of equipment provided and the age group
that this is being provided for - it is perceived that demand for facilities for young people is currently
greater. Although consultation identified a clear need for facilities it should be noted that this has
maintenance implications and a need to prevent vandalism of facilities.
The recommended quantity standard for facilities for young people has been set at 0.03 hectares per
1000 population and this is based on the amount of facilities required to meet existing accessibility
deficiencies.
Due to the broad nature of this typology, this standard should be applied for planning need only. Golf
courses have been removed from these figures due to their size and subsequent tendency to skew
figures. The current provision without golf courses is 1.51 hectares per 1000 population.

1.62 ha per 1000
population

Consultation indicates that the current provision is about right for the provision of outdoor sports
facilities, with 31% indicating that provision is about right and 17% suggesting not enough. This
consultation was however undertaken in 2005 and sites have been lost because of the School
provision changes and loss of outdoor space. Demand for facilities indicates that provision is now
insufficient.
The standarad has therefore been set at. 1.62 ha per 1,000 population. This standard is based on the
amount of provision required to meet current demand.

The household consultation suggests that there is potentially a shortfall of allotments, with 31%
indicating that provision is about right and 37% stating that there are not enough allotments. There is
no provision in Analysis area 1 and only a small amount of provision in Analysis area 3. There is
significant demand for allotments in the borough, with 349 people on the waiting list for an allotment
plot. In light of this the local quantity standard has been set at the existing level of provision. Setting
the standard at this level takes account of demand in the area and will enable the identification of
deficiencies in the borough.

0.42 ha per 1000
population

Setting Quantity Standards (table definitions)
Field

Comment

Typology

PPG 17 Typology

National Standards

Details of any existing national standards for each typology usually provided by national
organisations e.g. National Playingh Fields Association for playing pitches

National Standards (advatnages & disadvantages)

Information on the advantages and disadvatnages of using national standards and there
relevance given the new PPG 17 guidance supports the setting of local standards to meet local
needs. These advatnages and disadvantages will need to be taken into account when using
national standards as a benchmarkfor setting local standards.

Current Provision (per 1,000 population)

This is the current provision in hectares per 1,000 population within the Local Authority area

Existing Local Standards

There maybe some existing local standards that will need to be taken into account and used as
a guidance benchmark when setting new local standards

Other Local Authority Actuals and Standards

These are figures detailing actual provision and local standards set by PMP within other green
space and open space projects and provide another comparison benchmark when setting local
standards for other Local Authorities.
Some statistical information that will come from the household questionnaire and needs to be

Consultation (too much / about right / not enough) applied and reported per analysis area to provide some detailed local analysis.

Consultation Comments (Quantity)

A summary of reasons behind peoples choices of whether they feel there provision is about
right or not enough in some areas. PPG 17 indicates that where local provision is regarded as
inadequate it is important to estbalish why this is the case. The a feeling of deficiency can
sometimes be due to qualitative issues of existing open space sites rather than actual quantity
issues.

Other Consultation (summary)

Any other qualitative consultation / information that has been extracted on local needs in terms
of quantity of provision e.g. from neighbourhood drop-in sessions and local strategic
documents

PMP Recommendation

PMP recommendation of a local standard for discussion and approval by the client - standard
should be in hectares per 1,000 population

PMP Justification

PMP reasoning and justification for the locasl standard that has been recommended

CLIENT APPROVAL

Client to approve local standard before analysis undertaken - any changes in standards at a
later date during the project will impact on re-doing calculations, analysis and report - the
standards drive the analysis

LOCAL QUANTITY STANDARD

Final Local Standard agreed and approved that willl be stated in the report and used for
analysis purposes - standard should be in hectares per 1,000 population

PMP Definitions - Process by Typology
STEP 3 - SETTING STANDARDS

PPG 17 Typology

Quantity Standard
(yes/no)

Quantity Standard
(ha/number)

Accessibility
Standard catchment
(yes/no)

STEP 4 - APPLYING STANDARDS
Quality
Standard
(yes/no)

Apply Quantity for
Surplus /
Deficiencies

Quantity Standard
Analysis
(LA area/analysis
area)

Parks and Gardens

ha

LA area

Natural and Semi Natural

ha

Analysis Area

x
Green Corridors

(see PPG17 Annex - Typologies /
there is no sensible way of stating a
provision standard and instead
planning policies should promote
the use of green corridors )

Amenity Greenspace

Provision for Children and
Young People

Outdoor Sports Facilities

(possible need for separate
standards for children's play and
teenage provision)

(refer to Playing Pitch Strategy /
Sport and Rec Facility Strategy
for specific facilities)

Allotments and Community
Gardens

Cemeteries and
Churchyards

Accessible countryside in
urban fringe areas

not
applicable

x
(see PPG17 Annex - Typologies / PPG 17
process is not appropriate but any data on
local death rates, if available, may be used
to set some form of local standard)

(see PPG17 Annex - Typologies not suitable for local standards they are normally provided on an
opportunistic and urban design-led
basis)

not
applicable

ha

Analysis Area

ha

Analysis Area

x

ha

(standard set for broad
planning need only) /
(application for sur/def
would be meaningless)

ha

x
Civic Spaces

not
applicable

Apply Accessibility
Standard -catchment
(yes/no)

x

not
applicable

Analysis Area

not
applicable

x

not
applicable

not
applicable

x

not
applicable

x

not
applicable

not
applicable

x

Not Applicable

APPENDIX I
QUALITY STANDARDS

Setting Quality Standards / Vision
Typology

Parks &
Gardens

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

GREEN FLAG
CRITERIA Welcoming Place /
Healthy, Safe and
Secure / Clean and
Well-maintained /
Sustainable /
Conservation and
Heritage / Community
Involvement /
Marketing /
Management

Existing Local Quality
Standards

No specific quality standards,
although there are a number
of specific strategies relating
to the Borough (including the
Local Plan and the
Biodiversity Action Plan)
which state the importance of
protecting, preserving and
enhancing the ecological and
amenity value of open
spaces.

PMP Quality Vision

Consultation
(Household Survey aspirations)

The highest rated aspiration for
parks and gardens is for them to
Clean and litter free
be clean and litter free, have well
providing a wide range of
kept grass, flowers, trees and
leisure and recreational
shrubs, variety of features
opportunities for all ages,
including pond / lake / water
varied vegetation,
features. Toilets were also
appropriate lighting and
highlighted as a priority by
ancillary accommodation
respondents. There is considered
and well-signed to and
to be some problems with litter,
within the site.
vandalism and graffiti in existing
park sites.

There are no specific quality
standards, although the
policies of the local plan aim
A spacious site that
The highest rated aspirations for
to ensure that the natural
encourages wildlife
Countryside Agency natural and semi natural open
resources of the Borough are conservation, biodiversity
land should be
spaces are clean and litter free,
conserved, protecting
and environmental
managed to conserve
natural and water features,
habitats, trees, woodlands education and awareness
Natural &
or enhance its rich
including nature conservation
and hedgerows and
and also informal
Semi-Natural
landscape,
areas where possible. There are
encourage good landscape
recreation where
biodiversity, heritage
few problems in existing natural
management. The
appropriate located close
and local customs
sites, with the main issues
Biodiversity Action Plan has a to towns where people
focusing on litter.
series of Habitat Action Plans
live.
which provide a vision for
each type of space.

Amenity
Greenspace

NONE

No existing local quality
standards

Consultation
(Other)

PMP Recommendation

PMP Justification

PMP Recommendation

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
A welcoming, well-kept clean and litter
adequate lighting, staff on site, reputation of site and free park providing a range of leisure,
CCTV. The perception is that the quality of the parks
recreational and enriched play
and gardens are generally good with particular
opportunities for all ages. To include
examples such as the Racecourse, Delapre,
varied and well-kept vegetation
Hunsbury Park and Thornton Park. The general
including flowers, trees and shrubs.
cleanliness and maintenance was considered to be
This should be combined with
good on the whole, however there were some issues
appropriate water features and
identified by Council Officers regarding vandalism
ancillary accommodation (including
and dumping in particular at Beckett's Park and
toilets, benches and litter bins). Good
Abington Park and a lack of litter and dog bins at
signage both to and within the park
parks which have resulted in litter being a concern
particularly at the smaller parks around the Borough. should be ensured, the continued use
of
ranger presence to be promoted and
It was stated that there is varying levels of
the incorporation of safety features to
maintenance at parks and gardens and this can
reflect the environment.
impact on the quality of the sites.

A welcoming, well-kept clean
As there is no local quality standard for Parks and
and litter free park providing a
Gardens in Northampton Borough it is essential that
range of leisure, recreational
the Council start working towards a quality standard
both to improve provision across the authority and to and enriched play opportunities
for
all ages. To include varied
maintain the perceived existing high standard of
and well-kept vegetation
provision. The recommended standard incorporates
including flowers, trees and
the National Green Flag Award criteria for quality,
shrubs. This should be
safety, recreation benefit and facility mix. However,
combined with appropriate
owing to the nature of our methodology in line with
PPG17 it is important that local community
water features and ancillary
aspirations form the basis of the local standards.
accommodation (including
Therefore, it is suggested that parks should be clean toilets, benches and litter bins).
and litter free, well kept and provide a mix of
Good signage both to and
appropriate water features and ancillary facilities, in
within the park should be
addition to providing equipment for a range of age
ensured, community
groups. The standard has been formulated to ensure
involvement to be promoted
that park provision is sustainable and achievable and and the incorporation of safety
incorporates Council priorities of providing a safer and
features to reflect the
cleaner environment.
environment.

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
adequate lighting, clear pathway to site, staff on site,
reputation of site and access to parking. Ultimately
open space provision, especially natural and semi
natural open space should be sustainable which can
be ensured by capitalising on the function of natural
features, improving bio diversity, habitat and wildlife
protection. It was generally felt that many of the
natural sites were of high quality some particular
examples flagged included Bradlaugh Fields (quoted
as a national success), Lings Wood, Pitsford and
Brixworth. Although the residents felt the quality was
good (although concerns linked to travellers taking
over open space sites), comments from Officer
consultation highlighted that the level of biodiversity
in the Borough is considered poor compared to other
areas, additionally there are issues with litter and fly
tipping in natural and woodland areas eg Delapre
Lake area. Overall residents highly valued natural
and semi-natural areas.

Due to the level of natural and semi natural open
space in Northampton it is of paramount importance
that all such open space is governed by a local
quality standard as to improve the management and
maintenance of such sites. The standard incorporates
the Council and Public aspirations for safer and
cleaner open spaces, in addition the need to improve
the wildlife conservation and biodiversity of sites. The
vision is centered around local priorities which focus
on a sustainable and natural environment.

A spacious, clean and litter free site
with clear pathways and natural
features including vegetation, ponds
and flowers that encourage wildlife
conservation, biodiversity and
environmental education and
awareness.

A spacious, clean and litter free
site with clear pathways and
natural features including
vegetation, ponds and flowers
that encourage wildlife
conservation, biodiversity,
environmental education and
awareness and act as
opportunities for increased
exercise and the improved
mental health of residents.

A clean and well-maintained
Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
amenity greenspace site with
adequate lighting, reputation of site, staff on site and
A clean and well-maintained amenity
well-kept grass and nature
The highest rated aspirations for CCTV. Although the quality of amenity green space
greenspace site with well-kept grass
An individual greenspace
features where appropriate,
It is recommended that amenity greenspace provides
sites on the whole was considered to be average,
amenity greenspaces are clean
and nature features where appropriate,
site that enhances the
which has appropriate ancillary
an important community function, although some
there were statements made by residents
and litter free, with well kept
which has appropriate ancillary
appearance of the local
sites are misused at the present time. The standard
grass and natural features, and questioning the value of amenity spaces. However in
accommodation (seating and
environment conveniently
accommodation (seating and dog
incorporates public aspirations for a clean space
the more rural areas the value of the village green
provision of seating and dog
dog walking facilities). Sites
located close to housing
walking facilities). Sites should contain
which enhances the landscape, in addition to
was noted and many considered to be of good
walking facilities. There are
should contain strategic
that is easily accessible
strategic landscaping ensuring the site
suggesting sufficient facilities to ensure the
perceived to be a few problems quality. There are issues with antisocial behaviour on
landscaping ensuring the site
and is big enough to
provides not just an amenity benefit,
functionality of the open space site.
some amenity green space sites, particularly on
with litter on this type of open
provides
not just an amenity
encourage informal play.
but wider benefits of enhancing the
secluded open space sites. However on the whole
space.
benefit, but wider benefits of
environment
around
it.
the need for smaller, green, well maintained open
enhancing the environment
spaces in housing areas was recognised.
around it.

Typology

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

Existing Local Quality
Standards

PMP Quality Vision

A site providing a mix of
No existing local quality
LAPs, LEAPs and
well-maintained formal
standards, although
NEAPs indicate some
equipment in a safe and
reference to quality is
quality aspirations in
secure convenient
considered as part of the
terms of needing
Provision for
location close to housing
Council's maintenance
seating for adults,
Children
programme and approach to that includes clean, litter
varied range of
and dog fouling free
developing play areas
equipment and
greenspace for more
meeting the LEAPs and
teenager meeting
informal play.
NEAPs requirements.
place

LAPs, LEAPs and
NEAPs indicate some
quality aspirations in
terms of needing
Provision for
seating for adults,
Young People
varied range of
equipment and
teenager meeting
place

Outdoor
Sports
Facilities

NPFA - quality of
provision could
include gradients,
orientation, ancillary
accommodation,
planting and
community safety.
Governing Bodies of
specific sports also
highlight specific
quality criteria.

No existing local quality
standards.

A site providing a mix of
well-maintained formal
equipment in a safe and
secure convenient
location close to housing
that includes clean, litter
and dog fouling free
greenspace for more
informal play.

Consultation
(Household Survey aspirations)

Consultation
(Other)

PMP Recommendation

PMP Justification

PMP Recommendation

A site providing a clean, wellA site providing a clean, wellmaintained and enriched play
Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
maintained
and
enriched
play
environment
which is free from
This standard aims to tackle the perceived significant
adequate lighting, CCTV, clear route to site and staff
litter and vandalism. The site
problem of vandalism and misuse of play area sites.
on site. On the whole Officers consulted with claimed environment which is free from litter
The highest rated aspirations for
and vandalism. The site should contain The standard incorporates the public aspirations of
should contain a variety of
the quality of the play areas is generally good,
facilities for children are clean
formal equipment tailored to
providing varied equipment in a clean and safe
although generally these do not meet the LEAP and a variety of formal equipment tailored
and litter free, well kept grass
to
meet
the
needs
of
children
and
environment suitable for the children using the
NEAP standards eg a lack of boundaries at some
meet the needs of children and
spaces providing equipment for
play area sites. Maintenance is focused on the larger should be in a safe and secure location facilities. It is hoped that by providing facilities close
should be in a safe and secure
children in addition to the
play areas. Vandalism is an inherent problem at
near to housing or on a multi purpose to housing that vandalism and anti social behaviour location near to housing or on a
provision of seating and toilets.
will be minimised and facilities will be used for the
many sites caused by young people 'hanging out' at
site. Seating for supervising adults
multi purpose site. Seating for
There are currently quality issues
play area sites, which leads to these sites being
should be provided. The management purposes they are designed for. The Council should
supervising adults should be
surrounding litter.
also seek to meet LEAP and NEAP criteria where
under used by the younger children. Some play
and development of the site should
provided. The management and
appropriate.
areas were considered to be run down and the need
involve the community wherever
development of the site should
for investment was highlighted.
possible.
involve the community
wherever possible.

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
reputation of site, adequate lighting and CCTV.
Consultation with young people suggested they
would like to see more provision of facilities and
A site providing a clean, wellshelter for young people to get together. Young
maintained and varied environment for
people themselves raised concerns over the lack of young people which is free from litter
lighting, the safety of some sites and litter.
and vandalism. The site should contain
Vandalism is an inherent problem at many sites, and a variety of formal equipment, shelter
The highest rated aspirations for
consultation indicated that high levels of anti social
and ancillary accommodation tailored
facilities for young people are to
behaviour take place at night. Even facilities
to meet the needs of young people of
those of children although
designed for young people eg skate parks are
ancillary accommodation was
varying ages. The site should be in a
affected by vandalism. The Urban Enhancement
also stated. There are currently
safe and secure location near to
Programme, targeting 'youth diversion' consults with
quality issues surrounding litter.
housing or on a multi purpose site. The
young people to see what type of provision they
management
and development of the
would like, inclusion in the consultation phase has
site should involve young people
resulted in a sense of ownership of sites such as
wherever possible to help bring about
Eastfields, Kingsheath and Brierhill and
a sense of ownership.
consequently there has been no vandalism or
misuse of the sites. On the whole, residents and
young people indicated that the quality of provision
for young people is poor.

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
adequate lighting, staff on site, reputation of site and
CCTV. There is some concern surrounding the
A well-planned, clean, litter and dog
A comprehensively well
quality of pitch and outdoor sports facility provision in fouling free sports facility site which is
The highest rated aspirations for
planned sports facility
some areas of the Borough, this is mainly due to
fit for the purpose intended. The site
site, well-drained good outdoor sports facilities are clean
There are no local quality
poor levels of investment into these facilities. It was
should include sufficient good quality
and litter free, well kept grass
quality surfaces,
standards although key
stated by Officers that there are no first rate facilities
changing provision, level and welland ancillary accommodation
appropriate ancillary
themes in a number of the
within the Borough and these are not up to standard
drained good quality surfaces,
accommodation including including changing facilities and
Council's strategic
to stage events of a significant level. The playing
toilets. There is currently
documents make reference changing accommodation
appropriate toilets and car parking .
pitch strategy updated in 2004 provides detailed
perceived to be issues of
and car parking, good
to providing a cleaner and
The site should have appropriate
recommendations on improving the quality of pitch
signage to and within the vandalism / anti social behaviour
safer environment.
management, incorporating the local
sites. Young people who responded to the IT survey
and dog fouling.
site and varied
community
where possible, ensuring
felt outdoor sports facilities are fair to very good. A
landscaping.
community safety.
couple of examples where sites were vandalised
included Delapre Golf Course where young people
cycle on the greens and problems at Sixfields.

This standard aims to tackle the perceived significant
problem of vandalism and misuse of open space sites
by young people. The standard incorporates the
public aspirations of providing varied equipment in a
clean and safe environment suitable for young people
and ancillary accommodation where appropriate. It is
hoped that by providing facilities close to housing that
vandalism and anti social behaviour will be minimised
and facilities will be used for the purposes they are
designed for.

A site providing a clean, wellmaintained and varied
environment for young people
which is free from litter and
vandalism. The site should
contain a variety of formal
equipment, shelter and ancillary
accommodation tailored to meet
the needs of young people of
varying ages. The site should
be in a safe and secure location
near to housing or on a multi
purpose site. The management
and development of the site
should involve young people
wherever possible to help bring
about a sense of ownership.

A well-planned, clean, litter and
It is essential that a quality standard is applied which
dog fouling free sports facility
ensures that competitive activity can be played and
site which is fit for the purpose
that the site is fit for the purpose intended. It is
intended. The site should
important that competitive facilities meet with National
include sufficient good quality
Governing Body standards and provide a good
changing provision, level and
standard of facilities which encourage participation in
well-drained good quality
sport. This will become more important in the context
surfaces, appropriate toilets and
of national health and fitness and physical activity
car parking . The site should
agendas. Focusing on the requirement set out in
have appropriate management,
PPG17 for standards to reflect local needs and
incorporating the local
aspirations, the standard incorporates the key
community where possible,
aspirations highlighted by local residents.
ensuring community safety.

Typology

Allotments

Cemeteries /
Churchyards

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

NONE

NONE

Countryside Agency what the user should
expect to find is i) a
path provided by the
protection and
Green
reinforcement of
Corridors and
existing vegetation; ii)
Green
ground not soft
Infrastructure
enough to allow a
horse or cycle to sink
into it; iii) a path on
unvegetated natural
surfaces.

Existing Local Quality
Standards

PMP Quality Vision

Consultation
(Household Survey aspirations)

A site that encourages
There are no local quality
sustainable development,
The highest rated aspirations for
standards, although the
bio-diversity, healthy
allotments are good quality soils,
Council's Allotment Strategy
living and education
good access to and within the
does highlight the need to
objectives with
sites and on site security. There
set minimum standards for
appropriate ancillary
are a number of issues with
allotment sites and
facilities to meet local
vandalism and anti social
recommendation 37 (R43)
needs including individual
behaviour at some allotment
suggests the adoption of
allotment sheds and
sites.
these minimum service
clearly marked pathways
standards.
and allotment plots.

Consultation
(Other)

PMP Recommendation

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
sufficient boundaries, adequate lighting and CCTV.
Qualitative consultation indicated that the overall
quality at allotment sites was considered good in
particular the security and the provision on site.
Examples of good practiced raised through
consultation included Bants Lane Allotments and
Cherry Orchard Allotments (Not maintained by the
Council). The Council has an Allotment Strategy in
place which incorporates recommendations for
improvements to sites across the Borough.

A clean and well-kept site with good
quality soils which encourages
sustainable development, bio-diversity,
healthy living and education
objectives. The site should be easily
accessible to and within sites, include
appropriate ancillary facilities to meet
local needs and clearly marked
pathways. The site should be spacious
providing appropriate boundaries,
lighting and security. Management of
local sites should involve the
community where possible.

A clean and well-kept site with
good quality soils which
Provision of allotments is demand driven. However, in
encourages sustainable
times when the wider health agenda is important
development, bio-diversity,
such sites need to be promoted. Good quality
healthy living and education
allotments with appropriate ancillary facilities are vital
objectives. The site should be
in attracting new users to allotment sites and
easily accessible to and within
ensuring that sites operate at capacity. The
sites, include appropriate
suggested standard reflects local priorities, in
ancillary facilities to meet local
addition to meeting criteria highlighted as important
needs and clearly marked
by current allotment holders. Security and access are
pathways. The site should be
frequently of significant importance to allotment
spacious providing appropriate
holders, who spend large amounts of time at sites.
boundaries, lighting and
Security is also vital if efforts to increase the diversity
security. Management of local
of allotment holders are to be successful.
sites should involve the
community where possible.

A well-maintained, clean site with longterm burial capacity, trees, flowers and
shrubs and the provision of
appropriate ancillary accommodation
(seating, litter bins and toilets where
appropriate). Sites should provide a
sanctuary for wildlife in areas devoid of
greenspace and should encourage a
tranquil environment. The site must
have a well defined boundary to
discourage misuse.

A well-maintained, clean site
with long-term burial capacity,
trees, flowers and shrubs and
the provision of appropriate
ancillary accommodation
(seating, litter bins and toilets
where appropriate). Sites
should provide a sanctuary for
wildlife in areas devoid of
greenspace and should
encourage a tranquil
environment. The site must
have a well defined boundary to
discourage misuse.

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
adequate lighting, staff on site, clear route to site
The highest rated aspirations for
and CCTV. The consultation highlighted that a
churchyards and cemeteries are
clean areas with well kept grass number of cemeteries and churchyards are not well
maintained and consequently there are safety issues
and the provision of toilets,
seating and litter bins. There is a and sites are left looking untidy and overgrown. The
value of cemeteries was recognised and examples of
perceived minor problem of
vandalism, graffiti and anti social good practice included St. Giles churchyard, Billing
Road cemetery and Holy Sepulcre churchyard.
behaviour.
Some cemeteries also suffer from some vandalism.

PMP Justification

It is essential for the Council and the public to
acknowledge the important open space function that
churchyards and cemeteries provide. This function
can be enhanced by the provision of seating and
clear footpaths, which increase the amenity value and
ease of access and safety for those who visit sites. It
is essential that site maintenance is improved across
the Borough and it is hoped that a defined boundary
will limit the amount of vandalism and graffiti currently
experienced.

PMP Recommendation

There are no local quality
standards

A well-maintained, clean
site with long-term burial
capacity, provision of
seating areas and varied
vegetation that provides a
sanctuary for wildlife in
areas devoid of
greenspace and one that
encompasses biodiversity

There are no local quality
standards

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
A clean, well-maintained, safe
adequate lighting, CCTV, staff on site and clear route
and secure natural corridor
to open space. The quality of green corridors is
A clean, well-maintained, safe and
reinforced by well kept and
considered to be good on the whole and sites are
secure natural corridor reinforced by
controlled natural vegetation
The highest rated aspirations for
well used. In particular consultees commented on
Quiet, safe and secure,
well kept and controlled natural
with defined, level and well
green corridors are clean and
how well kept the majority of green corridors are and
Green Corridors and green infrastructure linkages
well-signposted routes,
vegetation with defined, level and well
drained pathways, along with
litter free, clear footpaths and
the importance of these sites in providing a visual
can play a major role not only in increasing the use of
on land and water, which
drained pathways, along with
improved access to the river
rivers, well kept grass and
amenity. Some comments were received regarding
open space, but also in reducing the reliance on
provide appropriate
improved access to the river
provision of toilets and seating.
environment, that links major
the safety of some pathways and the use of the
public transport and increasing levels of physical
travelling services and
The primary issues for concern
environment, that links major open
open spaces together and
Linear Park by young people on quad bikes. In
activity. The standard incorporates locally defined
access points with varied
affecting the quality of existing
spaces together and provides ancillary
provides ancillary facilities such
addition local residents felt there could be more bins
priorities and takes into account the low levels of
vegetation that links
green corridors are litter
facilities such as bins and seating in
as bins and seating in
for litter and dog fouling in some areas on the
awareness of existing green corridors.
major open spaces
problems, dog fouling and
appropriate places. Major green
appropriate places. Major green
Greenway. The River Nene is a key recreational
together.
vandalism and graffiti.
corridor
routes
should
be
appropriately
corridor and green
resource and like other green corridors is well used
signed both to and within the sites.
infrastructure routes should be
and provides a prominent visual amenity. Access
appropriately signed both to
adjacent to and on the river provide oportunities to
and within the sites.
provide safer access and use.

Typology

Civic Spaces

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

NONE

Existing Local Quality
Standards

PMP Quality Vision

No existing quality standards

A clean and wellmaintained site that is
suitable for its intended
use such as a meeting
place, setting to a
building or functional
space. Ancillary
accommodation should
be provided where
appropriate.

Consultation
(Household Survey aspirations)

Highest rated aspirations: clean
and litter free, provision of litter
bins, toilets, seating and art
sculptures and on site security.
Vandalism, graffiti and anti social
behaviour are considered to be
an issue at a number of the sites.

Consultation
(Other)

Household survey: Highest rated safety factors:
adequate lighting and CCTV. Some qualitative
comments were linked to the importance of civic
spaces,

PMP Recommendation

PMP Justification

A clean and well-maintained site that is
suitable for its intended use such as a
The standard reflects the need for sites to be clean
meeting place, setting to a building, as
and well maintained. The function of civic spaces will
a functional space and as a visual
vary and the standard is intended to reflect this and
amenity. Appropriate ancillary
enhance where possible this use. It will not always
accommodation (eg seating, litter bins,
be appropriate to provide a variety of facilities on
art sculptures, toilets and car parking),
these sites as per the highest rated aspirations.
lighting and CCTV should be provided
where appropriate.

PMP Recommendation

A clean and well-maintained
site that is suitable for its
intended use such as a meeting
place, setting to a building, as a
functional space and as a visual
amenity. Appropriate ancillary
accommodation (eg seating,
litter bins, art sculptures, toilets
and car parking), lighting and
CCTV should be provided
where appropriate.

APPENDIX J
ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS

Setting Accessibility Standards
Typology

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

Existing Local
Accessibility
Standards
(includes any past
surveys)

Other Local Authorities Standards
(by PMP)
Consultation
LA Name

East Northamptonshire

Corby BC

Parks &
Gardens

No national standards

10 -15 min (walk)

15 min (walk)

No existing standards St Helens BC

15 min (walk)

English Nature
Accessible Natural
Greenspace Standard
(ANGSt) recommends at
least 2 ha of accessible
natural greenspace per
1,000 people based on
no-one living more than:
300m from nearest
natural greenspace /
2km from a site of 20ha /
5km from a site of 100ha
/ 10km from a site of
500ha . Woodland Trust No existing standards
Access Standard
recommend that no
person should live more
than 500m from at least
one areas of accessible
woodland of no less than
2ha in size and that
there should be also be
at least one area of
accessible woodland of
no less than 20ha within
4km (8km round-trip) of
people’s homes

10 min (walk)

Wellingborough

15 min (walk)

East Northamptonshire

15 min (walk)

Corby BC

15 min (walk)

Knowsley BC

15 min (walk)

Halton BC

South Northants

Wellingborough

Household Questionnaire: The majority of respondents to the household
questionnaire indicated that they would prefer to walk to parks and gardens, (441
responses - 76%). In addition, 65% of respondents who use parks and gardens most
frequently, currently walk.The modal (most common) travel time across the borough
has been calculated as a 10 minute walk time. When studying the current behaviour
of people who walk to parks and gardens, 71% currently walk up to 10 minutes and
88% walk up to 15 minutes.

15 min (walk)

South Northants

St Helens BC

PMP Justification

AGREED LOCAL ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD

15 min (walk)

Knowsley BC

Halton BC

Natural &
Semi-Natural

Local Standard Set

PMP
Recommendation

Other consultations : 58% of young people responding to the IT Young people survey
use parks most frequently. While 44% walk, 44% are taken to parks by private car.
For 38% travelling to a park, the journey time is under 5 minutes and 76% travel for 15
minutes or below. The Green Infrastructure project promotes the importance of
improving access to green space for informal recreational and educational purposes.
Parks and gardens have an important role to play in achieving this goal. Residents at
the drop in sessions highlighted the importance of raising awareness of parks and
gardens to encourage more people to access these sites.

A preference for walking to parks and parks and gardens is evident
from respondents to the household survey. 65% of current users
walk to access a park or garden and over three quarters of
residents would prefer to walk to a park or garden. 71% of current
users walk for up to 10 minutes to access a park or garden and the
most common travel time (mode) indicated by respondents to the
household survey who would prefer to walk to a park or garden is
10 minute walk time - 10 minutes. It is therefore recommended that a 10 minute walk time
is set in line with the modal response. A 10 minute walking
(480 metres)
standard is considered appropriate given the urban nature of the
borough and will ensure that it captures all users and age ranges.
Although it is accepted that residents are willing to walk further to
parks such as Abington Park, Delapre Estate, The Racecourse,
Beckets Park, Upper Nene Country Park, Brackmills Country Park,
Hunsbury Hill Park and Penn Valley Country Park.

10 minute walk time - (480 metres)

Household Questionnaire: Overall,46% (253 respondents) would prefer to walk to
this type of open space, although 36% stated that driving was a preferred option
(107). When looking at existing behaviour, 51% of respondents who use natural and
semi-natural open spaces most frequently currently walk although 47% drive. The
modal figure for the borough is 10 minutes, which is supported by three of the four
areas. 67% of people (65 respondents) using natural and semi natural open spaces
travel up to 10 minutes, with 13% (13 people) travelling between 10 and 15 minutes
and 11% (11 respondents) between 15 and 20 minutes.

It is recommended that a standard for provision on foot should be
set. This is reflective of the current behaviour patterns, in addition
to the preferred mode of transport highlighted within the household
survey. A 15 minute walk time has been recommended in light of
the high satisfaction of current users with access to this type of
15 min (walk)
open space on foot (90% satisfied or very satisfied). A wider
15 minute walk time catchment area is also reflective of the urban nature of
(720 metres)
Northampton Borough. Improvements to the green infrastructure
and the removal of barriers to access at Natural and Semi Natural
Other Consultations : Consultation with The Wildlife Trust indicated that the formation
sites will also increase access of this typology within the borough.
15 min (walk)
and use of green corridors would enhance the usage of these natural and semi-natural
Although it is accepted that residents are willing to walk further to
sites. It was also suggested that access should be improved within sites. It was
certain spaces.
commented that there are limited areas of open access to natural sites, particularly
around the east and west. The importance of enhancing access to natural
15 min (walk)
greenspaces was also reinforced by the countryside agency. According to the IT for
young people survey, the most appropriate mode of transport to reach a natural area
is on foot. The Green Infrastructure project will be a key step forward, not just for
natural and semi natural open space types, but for all typologies of open space.
Residents attending drop in sessions highlighted that poor quality can frequently
20 min (walk) urban reduce access to the site. This was particularly evident at Delapre Lake and Pitsford
/ 15 minute (walk)
Reservoir, however improvements to the green infrastructure and the removal of
rural
barriers to access at natural and semi-natural sites, whilst maintaining undisturbed
areas managed solely for wildlife.

15 minute walk time - (720 metres)

Typology

Amenity
Greenspace

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

No national standards

(1) LAPs - aged 4-6 ; 1
min walk or 100m (60m
in a straight line) ; min
area size 100msq ;
LAPs typically have no
play equipment and
therefore could be
considered as amenity
greenspace

Provision for
Children &
Young People

Existing Local
Accessibility
Standards
(includes any past
surveys)

Other Local Authorities Standards
(by PMP)
Consultation
LA Name

East Northamptonshire

5 min (walk)

Corby BC

5 min (walk)

Knowsley BC

10 min (walk)

No existing standards St Helens BC

5 min (walk)

Halton BC

5 min (walk)

South Northants

5 min (walk)

Wellingborough

10 min (walk)

East Northamptonshire

10-15 min (walk)

Corby BC

8 mins walk
(children) and 10
mins walk
(teenagers)

(2) LEAPs - aged min 5 ;
Knowsley BC
min area size 400msq ;
should be located 400
metres or 5 minutes
walking time along
No existing standards
pedestrian routes (240
metres in a straight line)
St Helens BC

(3) NEAPs aged min 8 ;
min area size 1000msq ;
should be located 1,000
metres or 15 minutes
walking time along
pedestrian routes (600
metres in a straight line),

Local Standard Set

10 min (walk)

10 min (walk)

Halton BC

10 min (walk)

South Northants

10 min (walk)

Wellingborough

10 min (walk)

Household questionnaire: 94% of respondents indicated that they expect to walk to
areas of amenity greenspace. This was echoed by current users, 89% of whom travel
on foot. The most common travel time (mode) for the borough is a 5 minutes walk
time. This is supported across all 4 analysis areas. Of those that currently travel to
amenity greenspace, 65% travel up to 5 minutes and a further 21% travel between 5
and 10 minutes. 66% of those that currently go on foot travel up to 5 minutes. Drop in
session attendees reinforced the viewpoint that all residents should be able to access
local amenity green space, both for informal recreation purposes and additionally to
benefit from the wider visual and landscaping benefits associated with such provision.

PMP
Recommendation

PMP Justification

A clear preference for walking to amenity green space is portrayed
by both current and expected users. A 5 minute walk time has been
recommended in line with the modal response and the current
5 minute walk time - travel time experienced by current users. This standard reflects the
expectation that amenity green space is provided in close proximity
(240 metres)
to the home. Although it is accepted that residents are willing to
walk further to certain spaces.

AGREED LOCAL ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD

5 minute walk time - (240 metres)

Children's play areas: 93% of respondents expect to walk to a
children’s play area highlighting the expectation that facilities are to
be provided in close proximity to the home.
A 5 minute walk time standard has been set in line with the modal
Household Questionnaire: The most common travel time indicated by residents with
response. This reflects a challenging standard that will require the
regards to children's play areas (mode) was 5 minutes. For facilities for young peopl,
development of additional facilities within the borough. Delivery of
the modal response was slightly higher at 10 minutes. 93% of respondents stated that
natural play facilities will contribute to the achievement of this
they would expect to walk to a facility for children aged up to 6 years, with a lower
5 minute walktime - objective.
proportion of respondents (69%) indicating that provision for young people should also
children (240 metres) Facilities for young people: 67% of respondents to the household 5 minute walktime - children (240 metres)
be accessible on foot. Only a small sample of users indicated that provision for
and 10 minute walktime (480m)
survey expect to walk to a facility for young people. It is therefore
and 10 minute
children and young people was their most frequently used type of open space.
recommended that a walk time standard is set.
walktime (480m)
Other Consultation: Many residents feel they should be able to access a local play
A 10 minute walk time standard has been set in line with the modal
area, in order to ensure maximum usage. Access was however felt to be inhibited on
response and reflects the differences in expectations of children
a number of sites where large gangs of youths gather, inhibiting and intimidating other
and young people’s facilities. This reflects a challenging standard
users who want to access the site.
that will require the development of additional facilities within the
borough. Delivery of natural play facilities will contribute to the
achievement of this objective.

Typology

Outdoor
Sports
Facilities

Allotments

National Standards
and/or Benchmarks

No national standards

No national standards

Existing Local
Accessibility
Standards
(includes any past
surveys)

Other Local Authorities Standards
(by PMP)
Consultation
LA Name

Local Standard Set

East Northamptonshire

15 minute (drive)

Corby BC

15 min (walk)

Knowsley BC

15 min (drive)

No existing standards St Helens BC

15 min (drive)

No existing standards

Halton BC

15 min (walk)

South Northants

10 min (walk) / 20
min (drive) for golf
and STPs

Wellingborough

15 min (drive)

East Northamptonshire

15 min (walk)

Corby BC

15 min (walk)

Knowsley BC

20 min (walk)

St Helens BC

15 min (walk)

Halton BC

20 min (walk)

South Northants

10 min (walk)

Wellingborough

20 min (walk)- urban
/ 10 min (walk) rural

PMP
Recommendation

Residents have divided opinions as to whether they expect to walk or drive to outdoor
sports facilities. While 37% (193 respondents) indicated that they prefer to drive,44%
(230 respondents) would like to travel on foot. Of the 29 users who most frequently
use outdoor sports facilities, again the split is evident, with 31% walking and 69%
driving. Residents living in three of the four analysis areas felt that outdoor sports
facilities should be accessible on foot. This modal response across the borough is 10
minutes. While people would expect to drive to bowling greens, golf courses and
STPs (all 20 minutes), tennis courts and grass pitches were expected to be local,
15 minute walk time within a 10 to 15 minute walk .
(720 metres)

PMP Justification

There are several factors to consider in setting a standard for
outdoor sports facilities. In particular, the range of facilities that lie
within this typology makes it difficult to set a meaningful standard
that can be applied to all facility types. Consultation highlighted
variations in opinion regarding the most appropriate method of
transport, with many people preferring to walk as opposed to drive.
Similarly, there are splits in opinion regarding each type of facility.
Other types of open space may also serve as informal outdoor
sports facilities, including kickabout areas. Given the fact that more
people indicated that they expected to walk to outdoor sports
facilities, a walk standard has been set. Taking into account the
variety of facilities included within this standard, the standard has
been set at 15 minutes. This is slightly higher than the modal
response (10 minutes) but reflects the specialist nature of this
typology.

AGREED LOCAL ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD

15 minute walk time - (720 metres)

Other consultations highlighted that local access to outdoor sports facilities is
important, although people are willing to travel to larger facilities, such as golf courses.
Access to some sports facilities is considered to be difficult, which was considered to
be due to the level of demand for the facilities.

Household questionnaire: 52% of respondents suggested that travelling on foot was
the preferred method of reaching allotments (238 respondents) although 38% of
people felt travelling by car was more appropriate. The borough wide modal response
is 10 minutes. . The most common travel time is 10 minutes. There is only a small
15 minute walk time sample of users who use this type of open space most frequently and there was a
(720 metres)
relatively even split between preferred mode of transport. Only 12% of users currently
travel further than 15 minutes. Other consultations suggest that access to allotments if
required is good and that there is a good geographical distribution around the
borough.

The provision of allotments is very much a demand led typology
which should be reflected in the application of the accessibility and
quantity standards. As such any deficiencies that are highlighted
through the application of the study should be assessed further to
indicate if there is any demand in that area. However, as a guide a
standard has been set at 15 minutes walk time. This standard
reflects the expectation of sites to be provided locally and will
enable the identification of areas of deficiency in the borough.

Civic Spaces

No national standards

As per PPG 17, no realistic requirement to set catchments for such typology as cannot be easily influenced through planning policy and implementation

Cemeteries /
Churchyards

No national standards

As per PPG 17, no realistic requirement to set catchments for such typology as cannot be easily influenced through planning policy and implementation

Green
Corridors and
Green
Infrastructure

No national standards

As per PPG 17, no realistic requirement to set catchments for such typology as cannot be easily influenced through planning policy and implementation - this will be referred to in the Green Infrastructure

15 minute walk time - (720 metres)

APPENDIX K
QUALITY BENCHMARKING

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K

Quality benchmarking
Introduction
The quality standards set as part of the study are intended as an aspirational vision, that
reflects what the community wants. The vision should be applied to existing open
spaces but also to provide a benchmark when designing and creating new areas of open
space.
Methodology
Site assessment benchmark
The site assessment matrices completed for the open spaces across the Borough of
Northampton provide a score for quality, site access and an assessment of any wider
benefits such as educational benefits.
The quality scores are broken down to reflect the factors of:
- cleanliness and maintenance,
- security and safety,
- vegetation and
- ancillary accommodation.
These scores are then weighted to reflect the importance of the factors.
These scores are then translated into a percentage. Where the site assessor
considered a particular factor to be “not applicable”, the percentage does not take
account of this factor and is therefore not biased by these factors.
For example,
score
Cleanliness and maintenance
Security and safety
Vegetation
Ancillary accommodation
Total

4
3
3
Not applicable
10

Score with
weighting
12
6
9
0
27

Percentage

67.5%

By using the percentage score, the quality of sites can be benchmarked against each
other and against the site assessment matrix to provide a ranking of the quality of sites.
This translates to:
Percentage
Score Band
90% - 100%
70% - 89%

Score Rating

50% - 69%

Average

30% - 49%
29% or
Below

Poor
Very poor

Very good/excellent
Good

Details

(All factors good –
80%)
All factors average
(60%)
All factors poor (40%)
All factors very poor
(20%)

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K
Sites will be ranked within the typology chapters in the main report (Sections 5 – 13).
Both the total score and percentage for each site is also included within Appendix L.
Refer to the database for a further breakdown of the score for each site.
Quality Vision benchmark
An aspirational quality vision benchmark can also be set linking to the quality vision for
each typology. The following method sets appropriate scores for each factor of the site
assessments drawing out the areas of importance identified through the quality vision.
An overall aspirational quality vision percentage can then be set.
Parks and gardens
A welcoming, well-kept clean and litter free park providing a range of leisure,
recreational and enriched play opportunities for all ages. To include varied and well-kept
vegetation including flowers, trees and shrubs. This should be combined with
appropriate water features and ancillary accommodation (including toilets, benches and
litter bins). Good signage both to and within the park should be ensured, the continued
use of ranger presence and community involvement to be promoted and the
incorporation of safety features to reflect the environment.
Quality scores
Expected
Score
Cleanliness &
maintenance

Safety and
Security

4

3

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)
-

Vegetation

4

-

Ancillary
Accommodation

4

-

a welcoming, well-kept and litter free site
well-kept, clean and litter free site are highest rated
aspirations (household survey)
important elements of Green Flag Award Status.
good signage within and to / from parks
continued ranger presence
community involvement in managing the sites
safety and security should be maintained at a high
level regardless of the location of open space.
adequate lighting was mentioned during consultation
as larger focal areas of open space, it is particularly
important that they are safe and secure.
varied and well-kept vegetation
flowers, trees and shrub
appropriate water features
flowers, trees and shrubs were rated within the
highest rated aspirations for parks and gardens.
ancillary accommodation (including benches,
toilets and litter bins)
people would like to see an increase in ancillary
facilities particularly seating.

Quality Vision Percentage: 80%
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Natural and semi-natural green space

A spacious, clean and litter free site with clear pathways and natural features including
vegetation, ponds and flowers that encourage wildlife conservation, biodiversity,
environmental education and awareness and act as opportunities for increased exercise
and the improved mental health of residents. The sites to be managed by the continued
presence of rangers and to incorporate safety features to reflect the environment.

Expected
Score
Cleanliness &
maintenance

4

Important elements (bold italics are taken from
quality vision)
-

Safety and
Security

4

-

Vegetation

4

-

Ancillary
Accommodation

3

-

Quality Vision Percentage: 75%

a spacious clean and litter free site
clean and litter free was rated as the highest
rated aspiration (household survey)
litter and dog fouling were considered
significant problems (household survey)
although these sites may be managed more
naturally, this does not mean that they can be
left untidy.
clear pathways
onsite ranger presence
safety features to reflect the environment
this is less relevant to this type of open space
as it is not always appropriate to have lighting
and facilities.
clear boundaries and a consideration of the
safety of a site is still required.
natural features of the site including
vegetation, ponds and flowers
encouraging wildlife conservation,
biodiversity and environmental awareness
a need for areas to be managed in a way which
encourages and protects biodiversity is
identified as very important. A wide variety of
vegetation appropriately managed will help to
achieve this.
some ancillary accommodation will not be
appropriate on all sites, however the need for
some elements such as benches is important.
Appropriate ancillary accommodation can also
encourage a greater use for educational
purposes. (environmental education and
awareness).
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Amenity Greenspace (Informal recreational open space)

A clean and well-maintained amenity greenspace site with well-kept grass and nature
features where appropriate, which has appropriate ancillary accommodation (seating
and dog walking facilities). Sites should contain strategic landscaping ensuring the site
provides not just an amenity benefit, but wider benefits of enhancing the environment
around it.

Expected
Score
Cleanliness &
maintenance

Safety and
Security

4

3

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)
-

Vegetation

3

-

Ancillary
Accommodation

3

-

clean
well-maintained
enhancing the appearance of the local environment
well-kept, clean and litter free were highly rated
aspirations (household survey)
litter is seen as an issue on this type of open space
safety and security should be maintained at a high level
regardless of the location of open space.
Amenity greenspaces often tend to be within housing
areas (overlooked) and fairly open (i.e. less tree
coverage) and do not have equipment that could be
hazardous, and as such safety and security does not tend
to be as much of an issue as for other typologies
well-kept grass
landscaping including nature features where
appropriate
enhancing the appearance of the local environment
a variety planting will not always be appropriate within
amenity greenspaces. In particular where amenity
greenspace acts as a village green in areas with little
other open space, planting will ensure greater value and
use of that site
appropriate ancillary accommodation (seating and
dog walking facilities)
ancillary accommodation will not always be appropriate
for amenity greenspaces
the provision of bins will help to ensure that the site
retains a good maintenance level.

Quality Vision Percentage: 66%
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Provision for children

A site providing a clean, well-maintained and enriched play environment which is free
from litter and vandalism. The site should contain a variety of formal equipment tailored
to meet the needs of children and should be in a safe and secure location near to
housing or on a multi purpose site. Seating for supervising adults should be provided.
The management and development of the site should involve the community wherever
possible.

Quality scores
Expected
Score
Cleanliness &
maintenance

5

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)
-

Safety and
Security

4

-

Vegetation

3

-

Ancillary
Accommodation

4

-

Quality Vision Percentage: 80%

clean, well maintained
litter and vandalism free areas
clean and litter free were the highest rated
aspirations (household survey)
it is considered unrealistic to expect all sites to
reach level 5 but this should be a long term
future aspiration
safe and secure location near to housing or
multi purpose site
involvement of local community in
management
safety and security should be maintained at a
high level regardless of the location of open
space. In addition, play facilities need to be
safe for young children to play in
areas for informal play
planting is not a particular requirement for play
areas although can enhance the visual
attractiveness.
variety of formal play equipment
seating for adults
the provision of seating and toilets were some
of the highest rated aspirations.

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K

Provision for young people

A site providing a clean, well-maintained and varied environment for young people which
is free from litter and vandalism. The site should contain a variety of formal equipment,
shelter and ancillary accommodation tailored to meet the needs of young people of
varying ages. The site should be in a safe and secure location near to housing or on a
multi purpose site. The management and development of the site should involve young
people wherever possible to help bring about a sense of ownership.

Quality scores
Expected
Score

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)

Cleanliness &
maintenance

4

-

clean, well maintained site
free from litter and vandalism

Safety and
Security

4

-

safe and secure
located near to housing or multi purpose
site
management and development of site to
include young people
safety and security should be maintained at a
high level regardless of the location of open
space. In addition, equipment needs to be safe
for young people to use eg skatepark
adequate lighting and CCTV were amongst the
highest rated aspirations (household survey)

-

-

Vegetation

3

-

Ancillary
Accommodation

4

-

Quality Vision Percentage: 74%

planting is not a particular requirement for
young people areas although can enhance the
visual attractiveness.
well kept grass is a highly rated aspiration
(household survey)
shelter and seating
formal equipment
provision of seating and toilets were amongst
the highest rated aspirations (household
survey)

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K

Outdoor sports facilities

A well-planned, clean, litter and dog fouling free sports facility site which is fit for the
purpose intended. The site should include sufficient good quality changing provision,
level and well-drained good quality surfaces, appropriate toilets and car parking. The site
should have appropriate management, incorporating the local community where
possible, ensuring community safety.

Expected
Score
Cleanliness &
maintenance

5

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)
-

Safety and
Security

4

-

-

Vegetation

3

-

-

Ancillary
Accommodation

4

-

-

Quality Vision Percentage: 80%

well planned and clean
litter and dog fouling free
fit for intended purpose
well drained good quality surfaces
clean and litter free and well-kept grass were
highest rated aspirations (household survey)
a well maintained sports facility is essential for
its usage
community safety
appropriate management
fit for purpose
adequate lighting and staff on site were
amongst the highest rated aspirations
(household survey)
safety and security should be maintained at a
high level regardless of the location of open
space.
well drained - good quality surfaces
planting is not a particular requirement for
outdoor sports facilities although can enhance
the visual attractiveness.
well kept grass is a highly rated aspiration
(household survey) and is particularly important
for this type of open space
good quality changing accommodation
toilets and car parking should be provided
toilets were a highly rated aspiration (household
survey) and are an important element to this
type of facility
the sports club survey highlighted the need for
good quality changing

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K

Allotments
A clean and well-kept site with good quality soils which encourages sustainable
development, bio-diversity, healthy living and education objectives. The site should be
easily accessible to and within sites, include appropriate ancillary facilities to meet local
needs and clearly marked pathways. The site should be spacious providing appropriate
boundaries, lighting and security. Management of local sites should involve the
community where possible.

Expected
Score
Cleanliness &
maintenance

4

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)
-

Safety and
Security

4

-

clean and well-kept site
clean and litter free were a highest rated
aspiration (household survey)
poorly maintained allotment sites can create
visually unattractive areas
appropriate boundaries, lighting and
security
clearly marked pathways
easily accessible to and within the site
involvement of the local community in the
management
safety and security should be maintained at a
high level regardless of the location of open
space.

Vegetation

3

-

good quality soils
sustainable bio-diversity
it is not appropriate to provide vegetation and
grass coverage on allotments sites as each plot
will be the responsibility of the plot holder.
However the edge of sites should be well
maintained.

Ancillary
Accommodation

4

-

appropriate ancillary accommodation and toilets
were highlighted as the highest rated
aspirations in the household survey.

Quality Vision Percentage: 76%

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K

Civic Spaces

A clean and well-maintained site that is suitable for its intended use such as a meeting
place, setting to a building, as a functional space and as a visual amenity. Appropriate
ancillary accommodation (eg seating, litter bins, art sculptures, toilets and car parking),
lighting and CCTV should be provided where appropriate.

Expected
Score

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)

Cleanliness &
maintenance

4

-

clean and well maintained
visual amenity
functional space
clean and litter free were a highest rated
aspiration (household survey).

Safety and
Security

4

-

lighting
CCTV provided where appropriate
safety and security should be maintained at a
high level regardless of the location of open
space and were the highest rated aspirations in
the household survey

Vegetation

3

-

attractive
appropriate landscaping

Ancillary
Accommodation

3

-

ancillary accommodation (e.g. seating, litter
bins, art sculptures, toilets and car parking)
It will not always be appropriate for these
facilities to be provided at all civic spaces.

-

Quality Vision Percentage: 70%

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K
Cemeteries and churchyards

A well-maintained, clean site with long-term burial capacity, trees, flowers and shrubs
and the provision of appropriate ancillary accommodation (seating, litter bins and toilets
where appropriate). Sites should provide a sanctuary for wildlife in areas devoid of
greenspace and should encourage a tranquil environment. The site must have a well
defined boundary to discourage misuse.

Quality scores

Cleanliness &
maintenance

Expected
Score
4

Important elements
(bold italics are taken from quality vision)
-

a well-maintained clean site
long term burial capacity
clean and litter free was a highly rated
aspiration for cemeteries and churchyards.

Safety and
Security

4

-

well defined boundary to discourage misuse
safety and security should be maintained at a
high level regardless of the location of open
space.

Vegetation

3

-

flowers / trees and shrubs
sites provide a sanctuary for wildlife
flowers, trees and shrubs were the highest
rated aspirations (household survey)

Ancillary
Accommodation

3

-

provision of ancillary accommodation
(seating, litter bins and toilets where
appropriate and car park)
seating and provision of litter bins were
amongst some of the highest rated aspirations
in the household survey.

-

Quality Vision Percentage: 70%

QUALITY BENCHMARKING – APPENDIX K

Green Corridors

A clean, well-maintained, safe and secure natural corridor reinforced by well kept and
controlled natural vegetation with defined, level and well drained pathways, along with
improved access to the river environment, that links major open spaces together and
provides ancillary facilities such as bins and seating in appropriate places. Major green
corridor routes should be appropriately signed both to and within the sites.

Site assessments have not been undertaken for green corridors as it is not feasible to
assess the length of all footpaths and coastal areas.

APPENDIX L
SITE DATABASE

Open Space Database
Parks and Gardens
Site ID Site name
967 Abington Gardens
1098 Brackmills Country Park
348 Delapre Estate
327 Grangewood Park
328 Great Billing Park
1035 Kingsthorpe Gardens
332 Lodge Farm Park
333 Penn Valley Park
339 Dallington Park
266 Beckets Park
315 Southfields Park
341 Kingsthorpe Recreation Ground
345 The Racecourse
274 Eastfield Park
292 Errington Park
1047 Victoria Park 2
384 Upton Country Park
265 Abington Park
329 Hunsbury Hill Country Park
1957 Millers Meadow
330 Kingthorpe Park + Tollgate Close Open Space
320 Thorplands Park

Open space type
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens
Parks and gardens

Analysis Area
Area 1
Area 3
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 1
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 1
Area 2
Area 4

Ward
Quality % Accessibility %
Abington
75
80
Nene Valley
75
77
Delapre
71
60
West Hunsbury
71
67
Billing
71
80
Kingsthorpe
75
60
Thorplands
76
77
East Hunsbury
66
60
Spencer
75
80
St. Crispin
75
77
Thorplands
71
60
Boughton Green
75
73
Kingsley
66
80
Eastfield
71
40
Old Duston
80
60
Castle
86
80
West Hunsbury
86
67
Weston
80
77
West Hunsbury
80
70
Castle
80
80
Kingsthorpe
80
60
Thorplands
60
68

Natural and Semi natural open spaces
Site ID Site name
1777 Bakewell Close NSN
1120 Banbury Lane NSN
263 Barnes Meadow
1089 Bedford Road NSN
1701 Bellinge Park NSN
269 Bellinge Ponds
400 Berkeley Close Open Space
267 Billing Arbours Wood
721 Billing Brook Lake NSN
718 Billing Brook NSN
969 Billing Lane NSN
190 Blackthorn Road HOS
993 Booth Rise NSN
1099 Brackmills NSN 1
1806 Brackmills NSN 2
276 Bradlaugh Fields
390 Brickyard Spinney Road Open Space
388 Boughton Lane Linear Open Space
1100 Caswell Road NSN
1712 Cattle Hill NSN
722 Chatsworth Avenue NSN

Hectares Analysis Area
Open space type
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.25 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.33 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
6.40 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.40 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
11.13 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
8.24 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.16 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
9.07 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.89 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.95 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.08 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.30 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.53 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
60.44 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
9.49 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
33.53 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.88 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
4.73 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.79 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.24 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.54 Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
60
37
76
60
66
60
60
40
80
60
76
80
66
72
71
67
66
72
66
77
67
60
55
60
60
27
80
67
80
73
80
67
70
80
50
40
60
60
68
60
60
60

Hectares
8.40
16.69
77.26
8.21
5.12
1.58
7.45
6.51
6.34
7.61
1.23
5.68
35.69
24.04
2.56
3.21
38.16
32.11
30.98
1.39
6.20
0.56

Open Space Database
Site ID
738
970
1738
739
778
1751
309
291
326
126
1723
249
1804
1805
297
724
793
796
1121
1802
1015
374
421
1720
1681
331
1780
1689
1690
1313
420
1016
1624
1761
1762
1005
794
707
1725
668
1747
283
1789
1781
1097
686
698

Site name
Circus End NSN
Crabtree Drive NSN
Crickley Crescent NSN
Dallington Brook NSN
Dallington NSN
Delapre Wood NSN
Dismantled Railway Walk
Duston Wildes Open Space
Ecton Brook Linear Park
Eden Close East HOS
Flood Plain NSN
Foot Meadow
Foot Meadow West 1 NSN
Foot Meadow West 2 NSN
Goldings Reservior + Osmound Drive Tree Belts
Great Billing Way NSN 1
Heath Green NSN
Hopping Hill Gardens NSN
Hunbury Hill Centre NSN
Island between River Nene & Nene Valley Way
Kent Road NSN 2
Kingsthorpe Nature Reserve
Langlands Open Space
Leafields NSN
Lings Park NSN
Lings Wood
Lodge Avenue NSN
Lumbertubs Way NSN 1
Lumbertubs Way NSN 2
Lyncroft Way NSN
Manorfield Road NSN
Melbourne Lane NSN
Mendip Road NSN
Mere Way NSN
Mere Way NSN 2
Merthyr Road NSN
Mill Lane NSN 2
Moulton Leys Open Space
Museum Way NSN
Nene Greenspace
Nene Whitewater NSN
Obelisk Rise Open Space
Off Newport Pagnell Road NSN
Off Winding Brook Lane NSN
Pagnell Court NSN
Parklands Open Space
Parklands Open Space Off Kettering Road

Open space type
Hectares Analysis Area Ward
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.79 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.63 Outside
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.16 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.18 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.82 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
12.14 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.69 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.27 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.21 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.20 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
85.77 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.62 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.57 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.69 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.94 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.20 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.06 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.59 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.49 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
6.98 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.10 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
18.03 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.62 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.37 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
6.54 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
17.12 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.13 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.37 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.67 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
7.22 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
3.06 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.27 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.98 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.55 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.55 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.38 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.78 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.95 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
8.16 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.27 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.28 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.65 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.36 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.61 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.10 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
4.26 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.37 Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
80
40
67
60
70
60
70
60
80
67
67
52
80
93
86
60
75
70
60
60
90
60
76
77
80
77
80
77
62
60
66
70
56
60
56
60
53
60
60
60
70
60
68
60
80
57
66
77
51
60
80
83
60
40
60
60
70
20
90
52
66
80
60
60
70
52
60
80
60
20
73
72
60
60
67
60
90
47
87
80
67
70
66
57
69
60
75
68
60
37
60
72
60
40

Open Space Database
Site ID
375
756
755
1010
365
1734
415
666
1783
314
1326
626
1342
1634
1749
1637
759
757
961
962
971
1104
337
1867
1760
359
682
1901
1932
1934
1935
1936
1933
1945
1893
1899
1891
1948
620
1931
1892
396
310

Site name
Penvale Tree Belt
Princess Marina Hospital NSN
Princess Marina Hospital Playing Field
Princess Marina NSN
Rectory farm Linear Park
Rothersthorpe Road NSN
Round Spinney Open Space
Rushmere Road / Rille Nene Greenspace
Simpson Barracks NSN
Southcrest Open Space
St Andews Road NSN
The Avenue NSN
The Nursarys NSN
Tollgate Way NSN
Weddell Way NSN
Weedon Road NSN 1
Weedon Road NSN 2
Weedon Road NSN 3
Weston Mill Lane NSN 1
Weston Mill Lane NSN 2
Woodland Walk NSN
Wooldale Road NSN
Wootton Brook Lady Bridge
Northampton School for Boys NSN
Hardingstone Lane NSN
Duston Mill Reservoir
Kings Park Road NSN
Ravenstone House NSN
Dismantled Railway Great Houghton
Brackmills Linear Link
Sharman Road NSN
Billing Aquadome
Barnes Meadow Mill Lane Link
North Meadow View NSN
Weston Mill Lane NSN 3
Berrywood
Ravenstone House NSN
St Crispin Hostpital NSN
Kingsthorpe NSN
Princess Marina NSN
St Crispin Hostpital NSN
Ecton Park Road NSN
Ryehill Open Space

Amenity Green Spaces
Site ID Site name
349 Alsace Close Open Space

Open space type
Hectares Analysis Area Ward
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.23 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.67 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.77 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.47 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.46 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.28 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.63 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
16.73 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.28 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.07 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.66 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.26 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.62 Area 1
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.60 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.61 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.58 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.26 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.26 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.44 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.74 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.44 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
3.02 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
6.92 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.55 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.17 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
77.50 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.34 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.19 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
4.16 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.69 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.52 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.47 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.77 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.24 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
4.46 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
5.44 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.32 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.15 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
87.43 Area 2
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.79 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
2.16 Area 3
Natural and semi natural open spaces
1.69 Area 4
Natural and semi natural open spaces
0.67 Area 2

Open space type
Amenity green spaces

Hectares Analysis Area
0.35 Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
66
60
66
80
60
40
60
60
68
63
67
60
73
67
82
40
67
60
62
60
60
60
71
60
60
70
60
60
60
40
70
40
62
60
80
32
73
0
62
60
66
63
53
52
66
60
0
0
70
37
75
67
60
33
89
70
60
63
62
40
0
0
0
0
71
70
0
0
53
63
60
50
95
70
40
28
87
53
62
53
40
28
46
60
67
40

Quality % Accessibility %
73
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
605
963
144
227
1080
1108
478
1032
1107
782
915
125
1095
60
1122
1776
354
1631
616
207
397
350
1007
1649
351
1011
1013
1693
1316
1318
989
268
1684
170
1703
1706
985
986
987
160
1063
1064
145
714
272
701
997

Site name
Amenity Greenspace
Annesley Close AGS
Arbour Court HOS
Arbours Park North
Arbours Park South
Archangel Square HOS
Arthur Street AGS 1
Auckland Close AGS
Augusta Avenue Open Space
Avon Drive NSN
Aynho Crescent flats AGS
Aynho Walk HOS
Backlane AGS 1
Baldwin Close HOS
Banbury Lane AGS 1
Banbury Lane AGS 2
Banbury Lane Open Space
Bants Lane AGS
Barnwell Square AGS
Baukwell Court HOS
Beaumont Drive Open Space
Beaune Close Open Space
Becket Way AGS
Beechcroft Gardens AGS
Bergerac Close Open Space
Berrywood drive AGS
Berrywood Road AGS
Bestwell Court AGS
Bethany Homestead AGS 1
Bethany Homestead AGS 2
Billing Arbours Lake AGS
Billing Brook Linear Park
Billing Brook Road AGS
Billingmead Square HOS
Billingmead Walk AGS 1
Billingmead Walk AGS 2
Birds Hill Road AGS 1
Birds Hill Road AGS 2
Birds Hill Road AGS 3
Birds Hill Road HOS
Birds Hill Road Open Space 1
Birds Hill Road Open Space 2
Bitten Court HOS
Blackthorn Middle School
Blackymore Open Space
Booth Lane North AGS 1
Booth Lane North AGS 2

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.04
0.51
0.27
2.26
3.89
0.04
0.07
0.44
0.07
0.07
0.18
0.09
0.28
0.11
4.65
0.18
1.06
0.06
0.03
0.03
0.51
0.14
0.07
0.04
0.11
0.08
2.23
0.07
0.12
0.12
4.15
1.22
0.11
0.04
0.16
0.37
0.06
0.32
0.05
0.46
0.25
0.16
0.08
2.66
3.26
0.27
0.09

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
76
0
55
60
31
60
66
60
55
68
69
60
60
60
60
60
49
60
60
60
60
50
80
72
67
68
51
0
60
60
53
60
66
60
67
60
46
60
66
60
53
67
67
60
80
60
66
60
60
60
71
80
71
80
67
60
91
72
82
60
69
77
67
80
60
0
66
60
46
60
53
77
60
60
67
60
56
60
56
60
62
60
67
68
35
60
71
80
66
60
60
60
53
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
128
912
1024
1025
1026
1027
68
1754
645
413
934
392
130
353
136
149
704
280
56
69
75
72
74
174
184
73
1018
368
767
208
121
114
385
273
103
369
1043
1627
1722
672
356
96
1049
1742
771
772
370

Site name
Borrowdale Walk HOS
Boughton Green Road AGS
Bourne Crescent AGS 1
Bourne Crescent AGS 2
Bourne Crescent AGS 3
Bourne Crescent AGS4
Bourne Crescent HOS
Bouverie Road AGS
Bracken Field Square
Brackmills Linear Industrial Open Space
Brampton Walk AGS
Brittons Drive Open Space
Broadmead Avenue East HOS
Brockwood Close Open Space
Broughton Place HOS
Brownlaw Court HOS
Burford Avenue
Burford Avenue Open Space
Burrows Court HOS
Calder Green HOS
Camborne Close East HOS
Camborne Close North HOS
Camborne Close West HOS
Campion Court HOS
Candleford HOS
Carbone Close Central HOS
Castle Bush AGS
Castle Street Open Space
Chadwich Gardens
Chalcombe Avenue North HOS
Chalcombe Avenue South HOS
Chapel Green HOS
Cheddar Close Open Space
Cherry Orchard Park
Cherwell Green HOS
Chesham Rise Open Space
Chiltern Avenue AGS 1
Chiltern Avenue AGS 2
Church Lane AGS
Churchway Amenity Greenspace
Claystones Open Space
Clee Rise HOS
Cliftonville AGS
Cliftonville Road AGS
Clipston Way AGS 2
Clipston Way AGS 3
Clipston Way Open Space

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.06
0.25
0.02
0.03
0.06
0.02
0.09
0.29
0.03
0.75
0.02
0.02
0.05
0.09
0.10
0.03
0.07
0.94
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.05
0.02
0.06
0.07
0.05
0.06
0.03
0.03
0.03
0.17
0.27
0.11
8.62
0.13
0.05
0.04
0.06
0.23
0.10
0.37
0.05
0.35
0.31
0.05
0.04
0.21

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Outside
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 1
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
62
60
60
40
53
60
49
60
47
60
55
60
66
72
60
60
56
60
60
60
60
60
70
60
55
60
60
48
51
60
60
60
67
80
66
60
66
60
60
60
60
60
49
60
56
68
53
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
75
80
60
60
66
60
67
60
56
60
67
60
62
60
60
60
66
0
73
60
67
48
76
60
56
60
60
60
60
40
60
60
60
60
60
47
60
52
53
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
1669
1670
186
172
1675
1012
106
120
1040
289
1766
77
76
287
689
202
192
133
1044
290
404
363
371
147
974
199
792
82
725
621
635
980
201
609
789
790
990
158
1034
92
93
1647
176
1718
59
1665
1337

Site name
Collarville AGS 1
Collarville AGS 2
Collmead Court HOS
Coneygree Court HOS
Conifer Rise AGS
Conolly Road AGS
Conway Close HOS
Cosgrove Way HOS
Cotswold Avenue AGS
Cottingham Drive Open Space
Coverack Close AGS
Coverack Close East HOS
Coverack Close West HOS
Cranford Road Open Space 1
Cranford Road Open Space 2
Crestline Court HOS
Croft Meadow Court HOS
Croftmel Place HOS
Dallington AGS 1
Danehill Spinney and Open Space
Danes Camp Way Open Space
Dayrell Road Open Space
Delapre Crescent Open Space
Dell Court South HOS
Dell Crescent AGS
Dell Crescent HOS
Derwent Drive AGS
Dimock Square HOS
Dingley Walk AGS
Dismantled Railway AGS
Dixon Road Amenity Greenspace
Dryleys AGS
Dryleys Court HOS
Duckworth Dell AGS
East Oval AGS
East Oval NSN
East Paddock Court AGS
East Paddock Court HOS
Eastern Avenue South AGS
Eastfield Close HOS
Eastfield HOS
Eastfield Primary School + Nursary
Ecton Brook Comunity Centre HOS
Ecton Brook House AGS
Eden Close West HOS
Ekins Close AGS
Elizabeth Walk AGS 1

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.07
0.06
0.03
0.05
0.08
0.50
0.05
0.15
0.22
0.66
0.03
0.03
0.19
0.87
0.03
0.08
0.05
0.14
0.13
3.00
1.14
0.07
0.07
0.03
0.34
0.07
0.09
0.04
0.03
0.70
0.52
0.03
0.06
0.42
0.27
0.13
0.10
0.17
0.05
0.04
0.01
0.22
0.06
0.06
0.13
0.02
0.05

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Outside
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 1

Quality % Accessibility %
66
60
66
60
56
60
55
60
60
60
71
80
51
47
60
0
60
60
67
60
55
60
55
60
67
60
56
60
67
0
55
60
48
60
55
60
66
52
76
68
60
68
60
60
67
68
60
60
55
60
60
60
73
80
56
67
53
60
50
48
0
0
40
60
62
60
60
60
66
60
60
60
60
60
55
60
60
60
67
60
60
60
66
77
66
68
69
68
60
80
60
60
56
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
1696
200
992
62
124
122
169
1784
195
1704
1705
1061
1059
182
167
179
646
360
152
164
1707
1708
165
638
1765
117
115
118
116
166
761
979
372
270
271
64
361
65
1058
1057
1066
395
175
1083
63
419
142

Site name
Emley Close AGS
Entwood Drive HOS
Esher Court AGS
Eskdale Avenue HOS
Eulworth Crescent HOS
Evenly Road HOS
Faracre Court HOS
Farmclose Road AGS
Fellmead Road HOS
Fishponds Road AGS 1
Fishponds Road AGS 2
Fishponds Road AGS 5
Fishponds Road AGS 6
Flintcomb Rise HOS
Foskill Court HOS
Fox Hill Road AGS
Foxwell Square
Frosty Hollow Open Space
Fullburn Court HOS
Gallfield Court HOS
Gervase Square AGS 1
Gervase Square AGS 2
Gibbsacre Court HOS
Gillsway AGS
Glastonbury Road AGS
Glebeland Crescent HOS
Glebeland Gardens HOS
Glebeland Road HOS
Glebeland Walk HOS
Glendale Court HOS
Godwin Walk AGS
Golding Road AGS
Grafton Street Memorial Gardens
Granary Road East
Granary Road West
Grange Road East HOS
Grange Road Open Space
Grange Road West HOS
Great Billing Station Road
Great Billing Way AGS 1
Great Billing Way AGS 2
Great Meadow Road
Greendale Square AGS
Greenfield Avenue AGS 2
Greenfield Avenue HOS 1
Greenglades Open Space + Green Lane
Greenside East HOS

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.06
0.06
0.12
0.03
0.07
0.07
0.05
0.48
0.39
0.70
0.34
0.28
0.08
0.04
0.03
0.41
0.04
2.12
0.06
0.03
0.04
0.05
0.03
0.07
0.18
0.13
0.13
0.18
0.08
0.13
0.04
0.25
0.03
0.94
1.36
0.06
0.92
0.06
0.05
1.79
0.49
1.39
0.31
0.13
0.05
2.61
0.07

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 3
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
62
80
60
60
66
60
55
60
80
0
62
48
53
60
86
60
66
60
60
60
71
68
75
80
60
60
56
60
53
60
51
60
62
60
66
60
69
60
51
80
66
60
66
60
53
60
67
60
66
60
73
80
67
60
73
60
56
60
60
60
60
40
60
0
86
70
56
60
56
68
62
60
66
60
55
60
62
80
66
80
66
60
55
60
51
60
60
60
55
60
60
68
51
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
132
933
920
996
178
168
141
409
405
299
1628
766
98
157
695
123
917
693
910
708
1662
111
1735
417
637
171
758
1334
982
301
173
1306
367
193
978
977
1699
1103
403
181
205
204
936
762
196
770
91

Site name
Greenside West HOS
Grendon Walk AGS
Grosvenor Gardens AGS
Hallam close AGS
Ham Meadow Drive HOS
Hanemill Court HOS
Hanister Green HOS
Harborough Road Memorial
Harcourt Lane Open Space
Hardlands Road Open Space
Harleston Road AGS
Hawkesmoor Way AGS
Hawkesmoor Way HOS
Hayeswood Road HOS
Hinton Close AGS
Hinton Road HOS
Holdenby Road Open Space
Holenby Road AGS
Holly Lodge Drive AGS
Holmecross Surgery AGS
Hornbeam Court AGS
Humber Close HOS
Hunsbarrow Road AGS
Hunslet Lane Open Space
Hunters Close AGS
Inglewood Court HOS
Kent Close AGS
Kettering Road AGS
Kingdom Hall
Kings Heath Derwent Drive Open Space
Kingscroft Court HOS
Kingsland Gardens AGS
Kingsthorpe Green
Kirton Close HOS
Kirton Close Open Space
Kirton End AGS
Knights Court AGS
Lady Hollows Drive AGS
Lancaster Way Open Space
Lark Rise HOS
Lasham / Inglewood Court HOS
Lasham Court HOS
Lavant Walk AGS
Lennox Walk AGS
Leyside Court HOS
Liberty Drive NSN
Limehurst Close AGS

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.07
0.05
0.08
0.16
0.03
0.10
0.10
0.06
2.15
0.78
0.60
0.40
0.05
0.32
0.08
0.17
0.04
0.03
0.42
1.10
0.02
0.05
0.40
5.02
0.06
0.03
0.21
0.48
0.29
0.48
0.05
0.06
0.53
0.02
0.07
0.01
0.12
0.18
0.16
0.08
0.08
0.04
0.02
0.03
0.10
0.21
0.02

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 1
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
49
60
55
60
62
60
53
60
53
60
55
60
60
60
71
80
56
52
66
0
56
60
67
60
60
60
60
80
55
60
66
60
60
60
69
0
67
80
67
60
60
60
60
60
66
60
60
60
60
0
67
60
66
60
62
80
66
77
60
80
60
72
67
52
71
60
51
60
56
60
49
60
67
60
60
60
71
72
60
48
60
60
67
60
60
60
60
60
55
60
60
60
60
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
94
1653
95
1056
1698
1062
740
140
163
362
1646
185
148
999
325
709
1721
1686
752
753
754
935
604
304
364
197
1758
108
416
119
1317
613
615
264
1716
1036
914
760
764
765
768
775
100
776
67
1327
1020

Site name
Limehurst Square HOS
Linden Road AGS
Linley Green HOS
Lismore Close AGS
Little Biling Crescent AGS
Little Billing Way AGS 1
Lodgeway AGS
Lodore Gardens HOS
Logwell Court HOS
London Road Open Space
Longland Road AGS
Longmead Court
Longville Court HOS
Lorraine Drive AGS
Lumbertubs Park
Lumbertubs Way AGS 1
Lumbertubs Way AGS 2
Lutyens House AGS
Main Road AGS 1
Main Road AGS 2
Main Road AGS 3
Mallory Walk AGS
Manning Road AGS
MAnning Road Open Space
Maperley Drive AGS
Marshleys Court HOS
Martins Lane
Medway Close / Church Green HOS
Melbourne Lane Open Space
Merthyr Road HOS
Methodist Homestead
Mickelwell Lane AGS
Mickelwell Lane AGS 2
Midsummer Meadow
Mill Bank AGS
Mill Lane Lincoln Street AGS
Millside close AGS
Montague Crescent AGS 1
Montague Crescent AGS 2
Montague Crescent AGS 3
Montague Crescent AGS 4
Montague Crescent AGS 5
Montague Crescent HOS
Mordaunt Lane Lane AGS
Moreton Way HOS
Narrowtoe Lane
Nene Drive AGS1

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.06
0.01
0.02
0.23
0.54
1.11
0.13
0.10
0.04
0.39
0.14
0.23
0.06
0.29
2.81
1.95
0.27
0.22
0.04
0.06
0.05
0.02
0.07
1.62
0.11
0.07
1.59
0.05
0.27
0.26
0.09
0.03
0.05
4.47
0.07
0.12
0.43
0.06
0.95
0.05
0.10
0.05
0.37
0.06
0.05
0.56
0.02

Analysis Area Ward
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 1
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
53
60
55
60
56
60
60
60
82
60
80
80
70
60
55
60
60
60
66
60
55
60
66
80
60
60
60
60
75
72
66
60
67
68
75
60
62
60
62
60
56
60
60
60
47
40
66
77
66
60
51
60
27
37
53
60
62
60
67
60
91
60
53
60
51
60
66
77
66
68
53
60
67
60
53
60
67
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
67
60
56
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
1023
187
188
1790
139
1101
1757
774
1038
1039
97
306
784
159
606
1331
1092
1082
1688
1124
1709
1786
161
57
1664
198
191
1096
734
1767
154
127
143
797
151
1678
763
206
391
981
203
58
308
1625
1687
1310
1304

Site name
Nene Drive AGS2
Nether Jackson / Collmead Court HOS
Nether Jackson Court HOS
New Road AGS
Newby Court HOS
Newport Pagnell Road AGS 1
Newport Pagnell Road AGS 2
Newton Road AGS
Newton Road AGS 1
Newton Road AGS 2
Newton Road HOS
Newton Road Open Space
North Oval AGS
North Priors Court HOS
Northampton Lane North Amenity Green Space
Northamton General Hostpital AGS
Nunn Mills Road AGS
Oaklands Drive AGS 1
Octagon Way AGS
Off Quinton Road AGS
Off Station Road AGS
Off Wootton Hope Drive AGS
Old Barn Court HOS
Old Quarry Court HOS
Orchard Green AGS
Overleys Court HOS
Paddock Mill Court HOS
Pagnell Court HOS
Park Lane AGS
Parkfield Avenue AGS
Parla Court HOS
Patterdale Walk HOS
Pell Court HOS
Pembroke Gardens AGS
Peniston Road HOS
Peniston Walk AGS
Percival Close AGS
Pikemead Court
Pine Ridge Open Space
Prentice Court AGS
Prentice Court HOS
Preston Court HOS
Pyghtle Open Space
Quantock Crescent AGS
Quartercroft AGS
Queens Crescent AGS
Queensland Gardens AGS 1

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.08
0.05
0.03
0.07
0.14
0.35
0.40
0.09
0.10
0.08
0.05
0.48
0.94
0.09
0.17
1.72
0.69
0.07
0.16
1.66
0.20
0.57
0.06
0.04
0.09
0.04
0.06
0.27
0.04
0.13
0.07
0.05
0.05
0.05
0.02
0.05
0.08
0.03
0.21
0.04
0.12
0.05
3.29
0.10
0.35
0.23
0.35

Analysis Area Ward
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Outside
Area 1
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
47
48
55
48
56
60
56
68
55
60
60
60
60
68
62
60
70
60
62
60
73
60
62
80
53
60
60
60
60
72
66
63
69
60
73
80
75
60
66
68
66
80
51
60
51
80
53
60
67
60
40
48
46
60
80
40
60
60
60
60
66
60
62
60
0
0
46
40
55
60
60
60
60
60
40
60
62
80
51
60
55
60
60
60
69
60
67
60
66
60
62
60
51
52

Open Space Database
Site ID
1031
1094
79
80
78
747
636
112
720
1729
1737
90
352
994
1772
131
611
787
937
644
153
1713
1081
608
1070
1733
1694
1695
1645
710
61
311
1075
418
1335
1006
378
406
1671
407
1051
334
319
162
377
745
317

Site name
Queensland Gardens AGS 2
Redruth Close AGS
Redruth Close Central HOS
Redruth Close North HOS
Redruth Close South HOS
Repton Court AGS
Reynard Way AGS
Ribble Close HOS
Rillwood Court AGS
Ring Way AGS
Ring Way AGS 2
Ringway HOS
Rochelle Way Open Space
Round Spinney AGS
Rowntree Road AGS
Rydal Mount HOS
Saddlers Square AGS
Severn Drive AGS
Shelsley Drive AGS 1
Sherwood Avenue 2
Smyth Court HOS
Sotheby Rise AGS
Sotheby Rise AGS 1
Southfields Community Bentre
Southfields Linear Open Space
Southwood Hill AGS
Spanslade Road AGS 1
Spanslade Road AGS 2
Spencer Howen AGS
Squires Walk AGS
St Albans Road HOS
St Andrews Road Open Space
St Davids AGS
St Dunstans Rise Open Space
St Edmunds Hospital AGS
St Francis House AGS
St James Mill Road Riverside Walk
St John Avenue Open Space
St Johns Walk AGS
St Marks Crescent AGS
St Peters Way AGS 1
Standens Barn Linear Park
Standens Barn Play Park
Standens Barn Road HOS
Stanford Way Open Space
Stone Hill Court AGS
Stonepit Open Space

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.02
0.03
0.01
0.01
0.05
0.08
0.28
0.04
0.78
1.30
0.22
0.02
0.26
1.03
0.34
0.09
0.06
0.07
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.03
0.05
0.07
4.55
0.03
0.05
0.06
0.57
0.09
0.04
0.59
1.62
0.50
0.19
1.02
0.89
0.10
1.08
0.19
0.05
6.25
0.75
0.08
0.32
0.09
1.46

Analysis Area Ward
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Outside
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 1
Area 2
Area 3
Area 1
Area 3
Area 1
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3

Quality % Accessibility %
60
60
60
52
49
60
49
60
55
60
67
80
53
0
51
60
66
68
71
60
67
60
66
60
80
80
73
67
60
60
56
60
36
60
60
60
60
60
67
60
60
60
66
60
66
68
56
60
66
60
53
52
53
60
67
60
56
60
60
0
55
60
67
52
55
60
75
68
64
60
67
60
55
60
71
60
86
68
56
0
62
80
66
60
71
80
60
60
66
60
67
80
49
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
932
728
788
1021
1022
113
150
105
399
398
134
1714
1657
379
731
107
380
87
88
84
1629
1726
381
1753
1037
382
1700
678
1755
1123
71
89
335
1717
938
746
1692
110
129
1697
135
155
383
1093
1088
1638
786

Site name
Stove Walk AGS
Sunnyside Walk AGS
Swale Drive AGS
Swale Drive AGS 1
Swale Drive AGS 2
Swale Drive HOS
Swan Court HOS
Tamar Close HOS
Tanfield Lane East Open Space
Tanfield Lane West Open Space
Tarncroft HOS
Tavistock Close AGS
Taylor Avenue AGS
Teal Close AGS
Teasdale AGS
Teviot Close HOS
Thames Road Open Space
The Briars North Central HOS
The Briars North HOS
The Briars South HOS
Chiltern Way
The Cross AGS
The Cross Great Houghton
The Green AGS
The Green AGS 1
The Green Great Houghton
The Priory AGS
The Sunnyside AGS
The Warren AGS
Thistle Court AGS
Thorn Hill North HOS
Thornhill South HOS
Thorplands Open Space
Three Mile Walk AGS
Thruxton Drive AGS
Tonmead Road AGS
Topwell Court AGS
Trent Close HOS
Troutbeck Walk HOS
Valley Road Play Area
Wade Meadow Court AGS
Wade Meadow Court HOS
War Memorial Great Houghton
Wasteland Thamas Chapman Grove
Weddell Way AGS
Weedon Road AGS
Welland Green

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.02
0.13
0.04
0.03
0.03
0.05
0.06
0.10
0.08
0.19
0.12
0.05
2.03
2.22
0.34
0.04
1.52
0.02
0.05
0.72
0.39
0.33
0.05
0.11
0.09
0.05
0.16
1.00
0.12
0.07
0.03
0.03
8.77
0.15
0.03
0.15
0.03
0.04
0.04
0.05
0.06
0.02
0.02
1.13
0.12
0.97
0.09

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
60
60
51
80
60
60
53
60
60
60
53
60
60
52
62
80
67
80
73
80
51
60
60
68
66
60
66
68
56
60
66
60
60
68
53
68
47
60
60
60
76
60
71
60
80
68
66
60
67
60
75
80
87
68
69
63
60
60
60
52
71
60
0
0
76
60
46
60
60
60
66
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
51
52
60
72
66
60
75
80
60
52
66
60
67
60
60
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
1330
102
104
1672
1630
1652
1650
1656
919
622
918
528
386
1633
783
781
780
1102
1106
1763
387
452
324
296
1854
342
1053
99
1341
284
1874
1875
1876
1879
1803
1880
1884
1894
1895
1896
1897
1898
1903
156
717
285
295

Site name
Wellington St AGS
West Oval North HOS
West Oval South HOS
Weston Favell Parish Hall
Westwood Nursing Home
Wheatfield Gardens AGS
Wheatfield Road AGS
Wheatfield Road South AGS
Whiston Road AGS
Whitehills AGS, Acre Lane
Whitton Road AGS
Willow Brook Square Play Area
Willow Crescent Open Space
Windsor Crescent AGS
Witham Green AGS
Woodside Green AGS
Woodside Way AGS
Wooldale Road AGS
Wooldale Road AGS Walk
Wootton Hall Park AGS
Wootton Recreation Ground
Leyland Drive AGS
Wrenbury Road West Open Space
Grafton Way Open Space
Pendle Road AGS
Kings Heath Recreation Ground
Westbury Close AGS
Tresham Green HOS
St Andrews Hospital AGS
Briar Hill Linear Open Space
Upper Bath Street AGS
Upper Bath Street AGS 2
Lady's Lane AGS
Mercer's Row
Area between Main Road & Grand Union Canal
Gloucester Avenue AGS
Overslade Close
North Meadow View AGS
South Meadow View AGS
Villa Way AGS
Wooton AGS
Hermitage Way AGS
Talavera Way AGS
Ellfield Court HOS
Lings Primary School AGS
Blackthorn Park
Great Billing Recreation Ground

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces

Hectares
0.25
0.13
0.15
0.45
0.49
0.07
0.02
0.02
0.07
1.41
0.05
0.01
0.06
0.22
0.08
0.40
0.27
0.16
2.93
0.42
0.08
0.06
0.80
0.76
0.16
4.14
0.12
1.19
1.56
2.36
0.12
0.19
0.33
0.11
2.10
0.15
0.19
0.32
0.12
0.35
3.56
0.25
0.19
0.22
0.81
0.68
2.30

Analysis Area Ward
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 2
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
51
60
60
60
67
60
71
77
84
60
71
60
60
60
55
60
66
72
71
70
60
60
67
60
60
60
66
60
73
72
51
60
60
60
67
60
67
60
60
60
66
60
56
57
69
60
69
60
0
0
71
80
67
60
60
60
82
70
66
52
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
60
60
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
80
80
80
88
0
0
0
0
42
60
80
70
60
80
66
77

Open Space Database
Site ID
177
307
302
281
282
916
1921
1922
1923
1937
1938
394
1857
1890
654
1954
305
355
976
358
70
300
303
323
343
1856

Site name
Mushroom Road Play Area
Conifer Rise Open Space
Abington Vale Open Space
Obelisk Rise Central Open Space
Obelisk Rise AGS
Bradlaugh Fields AGS
Burleigh Road AGS
Kingsthorpe Grove
Bethany Homestead AGS 3
St Crispin AGS
Whiston Road AGS
Faramir Place
Swansea Road AGS
Berrywood Road AGS
Abington Vale Middle School
Hunsbury Hill Park AGS
Millers Meadow AGS
Banbury Lane Recreation Ground
Lings Wood and Open Space AGS
Chalcombe Avenue AGS
Heydown Green HOS
Kings Heath Central Open Space
Mendip Road Playing Field
Whitehills Open Space
Lady Bridge Playing Fields
Millway grass pitches

Childrens Play Areas
Site ID Site name
440 Abington Park Play Area
1033 Auckland Close Play Area
464 Banbury Lane Play Area
423 Beckets Park Play Area
422 Blackthorn Park Play Area
496 Blackthorn Road Play Area
482 Bouverie Walk Play Area 1
484 Bouverie Walk Play Area 2
444 Bradlaugh Fields Play Area
463 Brecon Street Play Area
494 Brer Court Play Area
538 Briar Hill Play Area
425 Briar Hill Playing Fields Play Area
447 Burford Avenue Open Space Play Area
521 Camp Hill Haselrig Square Play Area
462 Chalcombe Avenue Open Space Play Area
512 Cowgill Play Area
431 Dallington Park Play Area

Open space type
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Amenity green spaces
Outdoor sports facilities

Hectares
0.16
0.53
3.80
1.30
0.57
15.38
0.07
0.04
0.09
8.67
3.45
1.27
0.58
0.78
1.35
2.72
5.13
0.42
7.20
0.17
0.13
2.43
1.55
2.38
15.34
3.56

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 1
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
40
52
80
68
66
67
60
72
46
57
60
72
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
53
77
0
0
0
0
80
63
35
40
71
60
73
68
66
77
66
60
56
60
60
77
62
60
56
60
76
60
0
0

Open space type
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas

Hectares
0.47
0.05
0.01
0.18
0.00
0.08
0.00
0.00
0.10
0.04
0.01
0.01
0.03
0.03
0.00
0.04
0.02
0.06

Analysis Area
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 1
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
86
97
60
60
71
68
80
68
33
60
71
60
53
60
60
60
60
72
73
60
71
68
51
80
73
60
71
60
63
60
66
60
51
60
60
80

Open Space Database
Site ID
81
465
518
480
481
527
429
424
430
517
1055
491
466
449
454
514
519
432
437
433
487
522
428
486
426
439
448
455
490
488
901
489
443
442
435
434
460
495
537
474
471
1003
469
467
468
475
525

Site name
Dayrell Square
Duston Wildes Play Area
Ecton Park Road Play Area
Elizabeth Walk Play Area 1
Elizabeth Walk Play Area 2
Ellfield Court Play Area
Errington Park Play Area
Far Cotton Recreation Ground Play Area
Grafton Way Play Area
Grangewood Park Clannell Road Play Area
Great Biling Recreation Ground Play Area
Greendale Square Play Area
Haydown Green Play Area
Hinton Road Play Area
Hunsbury Hill Country Park Play Area _Danes Camp
Kenilworth Close Play Area
Kings Heath Play Area
Kingsthorpe Park Kinthorpe Road Play Area
Kingsthorpe Recreation Ground YPC
Kinsthorpe Park Tollgate Close Play Area
Medellin Hill Play Area
Market Street Play Area
Melbourne Lane Play Area
Melbourne Walk Play Area
Mendip Road Play Area
Millers Meadow Play Area
Milverton Crescent Open Space Play Area
Moulton Leys Play Area
Mushroom Field Road AGS
Nethermead Court Play Area
Obelisk Rise Play Area
Old Barn Court Play Area
Parklands Open Space Community Centre Play Area
Parklands Open Space Site Two
Racecourse Bowling Green Play
Racecourse Tennis Courts Play Area
Rectory Farm Play Area
Rillwood Court Play Area
Ryehill 17 Tresham Green Play Area
Ryehill Chadwick Gardens Play Area
Ryehill Godwin Walk Play Area
Ryehill Lennor Walk Play Area
Ryehill Montague Crescent Play Area
Ryehill Mordaunt Lane Play Area
Ryehill Perceval Close Play Area
Ryehill Siward View Play Area
South Paddock Court Play Area

Open space type
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas

Hectares
0.03
0.03
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.04
0.06
0.09
0.02
0.06
0.02
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.02
0.04
0.03
0.03
0.05
0.02
0.01
0.04
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.11
0.00
0.02
0.01
0.02
0.04
0.01
0.05
0.01
0.19
0.06
0.04
0.01
0.04
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.04

Analysis Area Ward
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 1
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 2
Area 1
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
68
60
75
80
42
40
50
60
50
60
36
60
71
60
66
60
48
43
75
77
68
60
46
60
60
60
60
60
63
60
53
60
75
60
71
60
66
67
71
60
35
60
66
68
66
60
60
60
53
60
88
87
53
60
65
77
46
60
31
60
60
60
40
60
80
47
56
47
68
60
66
60
48
60
43
60
40
60
53
60
40
60
50
60
40
60
40
60
40
60
60
60
46
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
526
458
991
459
536
479
523
535
515
427
930
534
492
457
1105
408
1900
446
451
1939
1940
1942
1946

Site name
South Paddock Court Play Area 1
Southfield Park Play Area
Thorpelands Play Area
Thorplands Play Area
Triumph Gardens Play Area
Vernon Walk Play Area 1
Vernon Walk Play Area 2
Victoria Park Play Area
Welford Road Play Area
Westbury Close Play Area
White Hills Way Play Area
Whitehills Open Space Play Area
Windflower Place Play Area
Wootton Brook Park Play Area
Wootton Playfield Play Area
Leyland Drive Play Area
Roundwood Way Play Area
Conifer Rise Open Space Play Area
Burleigh Road Play Area
Eastfield Park Play
Errington Park Play Area
Victoria Park for Young Play
Ravenstone House Play Area

Facilities for Young People
Site ID Site name
531 Bellinge Fishponds Road Ball Game Area
461 Blackmore Open Space MUGA
1065 Blackthorn Play Area
502 Briar Hill Playing Field Ball Game Area
532 Briar Hill Skate Park
539 Burleigh Road Ball Game Area
1109 Dimock Square Play Area
508 Eastfield Park Ball Area
497 Far Cotton Recreation Ground Ball Game Area
498 Grafton Way Open Space Ball Game Area
456 Grangewood Park Lapwing Close Play Area
511 Greendale Square Ball Court
453 Hunsbury Hill Country Park Play Area Hill Road
541 Kings Heath Recreation Ground Ball Game
1029 Kings Heath Teenage Shelter
533 Lings Field Skate Park
499 Mendip Road Open Space Ball Game Area
902 Obelisk Rise Ball Court
540 Parklands Open Space Community Centre Ball Game
500 Race Course Ball Game Area
436 Race Course St Georges Avenue Play Area

Open space type
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas
Children's play areas

Hectares
0.02
0.06
0.07
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.05
0.03
0.00
0.01
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.04
0.01
0.05
0.00
0.01
0.10
0.05
0.13
0.06

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 1
Area 4
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4

Open space type
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people

Hectares
0.04
0.04
0.06
0.02
0.04
0.05
0.01
0.04
0.05
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.00
0.06
0.02
0.03
0.02
0.01
0.06
0.23
0.04

Analysis Area
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
42
60
20
53
71
72
75
48
66
60
66
60
70
60
80
77
60
60
56
60
71
70
60
48
66
60
49
60
75
68
48
60
0
0
80
68
60
80
75
70
0
0
0
0
84
70

Ward
Quality % Accessibility %
Billing
83
68
East Hunsbury
68
60
Lumbertubs
75
60
St. James
60
60
St. James
53
68
Castle
95
57
West Hunsbury
65
68
Eastfield
68
68
Delapre
68
60
New Duston
71
60
West Hunsbury
66
68
Ecton Brook
68
60
West Hunsbury
55
56
Spencer
75
60
Spencer
60
60
Lumbertubs
68
70
Old Duston
73
60
Boughton Green
70
60
Parklands
70
80
Kingsley
70
68
Kingsley
55
60

Open Space Database
Site ID
510
503
318
504
506
507
1852
1865
513
1889
438

Site name
Rillwood Court Ball Game Area
Southfields Playing Field Ball
Swansea Road
St Davids Open Space Ball Game Area
Thorplands Ball Game Area
Woodfordd Street Ball Game Area
Berrywood Road
Billing Road
Briar Hill Causeway Open Space
Blackthorn Middle School MUGA
Bougton Green Open Space School Site Play Area
Errington Park MUGA
1941 Faramir Place, Fox Covert, Climbing
1943 Spencer Playground MUGA
1947 Presbetery Church MUGA

Outdoor Sports Facilities
Site ID Site name
658 Abington Bowling Club
660 Abington Bowling Green
655 Abington Vale Primary School
966 Abington Ward OSF
630 All Saints Middle School
1702 Bellinge Primary School
681 Benham Sports Arena + Tennis Courts
968 Billing Road Tennis Courts
702 Boothville Middle School
700 Boothville Primary School
1736 Briar Hill Lower School
1654 Cedar Road Primary School
1731 Chelmsford Close
1626 Chiltern Primary School
1792 Collingtree Park Golf Club
669 County Cricket Ground - Kingsthorpe
706 Cubleigh Bowling Green
705 Cubleigh Close Football Pitch
6 Dallington Park Football and Cricket
1744 Delapre Golf Complex
1752 Delapre Golf Complex 2
1730 Delapre Middle School
733 Duston Eldean Primary School
293 Ecton Brook Playing Fields
15 Errington Park Football
1315 Fairfields School
703 Farmfields Court
1642 Franklin Gardens Rugby Football Club
1750 Great Houghton Preparatory School

Open space type
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people
Facilities for young people

Hectares
0.01
0.06
0.17
0.05
0.22
0.03
0.06
0.06
0.05
0.15
0.01
0.06
0.02
0.09
0.05

Analysis Area
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3

Ward
Quality % Accessibility %
Lumbertubs
50
60
Thorplands
75
60
Spencer
46
60
St. David
73
52
Thorplands
71
60
St. Crispin
60
60
West Hunsbury
0
0
Weston
0
0
St. James
70
80
Ecton Brook
0
0
Boughton Green
40
47
73
77
Thorplands
55
80
Spencer
75
67
East Hunsbury
83
70

Open space type
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities

Hectares
0.16
0.16
0.31
0.49
1.91
1.16
0.25
0.21
3.61
1.47
1.18
0.42
1.24
0.43
73.42
1.86
0.15
2.49
3.01
63.64
15.89
0.17
1.28
4.39
1.07
0.58
1.33
0.88
5.39

Analysis Area
Area 4
Area 1
Area 4
Area 1
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3

Quality % Accessibility %
75
60
86
67
60
63
69
77
66
80
91
60
80
60
66
80
75
80
75
80
71
67
71
67
73
0
80
70
0
0
89
100
95
63
84
63
80
80
82
60
86
73
73
60
80
80
76
80
68
63
66
80
60
63
78
80
82
70

Open Space Database
Site ID
653
1756
298
1663
773
1028
791
1322
687
21
209
240
1680
344
719
1632
1017
1042
1041
1769
1770
1768
1748
913
1666
684
1312
696
1679
35
210
213
1321
723
995
1091
1773
1069
1325
1715
1745
659
1302
1329
1659
777
1691

Site name
Ground Adjacent St Andrews Hospital
Hardingstone Primary School
Hardingstone Recreation Ground
Headlands Primary School
Hopping Hill Primary School
Kings Heath Primary Play Field
Kings Heath Primary School
Kingsley Primary School
Kingsthorpe Golf Course
Kingsthorpe Recreation Ground, Football Pitches
Kingsthorpe Recreation Tennis
Kingthorpe Recreation Bowling Green 2, 3
Northampton Academy STP
Lings Park
Lumbertubs Primary School
Lyncrest Lower School
Melbourne Playing fields
Mendip Road Bowling Club
Mendip Tennis club
Mere Way Lower School
Mere Way Middle School
Mereway Upper School
Northampton Casuals Rugby / Football Ground
Northampton College Rugby Fields
Northampton Saints Sports Ground
Northampton School for Girls
Northgate School
Parklands Nursary School
Peniston Special School
Race Course Cricket and Football
Racecourse Tennis Grass
Racecourse Tennis Hardcourt
Raeburn School
Rectory Farm Primary School
Round Spinning OSF
Rushmere Road Rugby Field
Simon-de-senlis Lower School
Southfields OSF
Spring Lane Primary School
St Andrew's CEVA Primary School
St Andrews Golf Course
St Christophers Walk Tennis Club
St Davids RC Middle School
St Georges Middle School
St Gregory's RC Primary School
St Marys RC Primary School
Standens Barn Primary School

Open space type
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities

Hectares
3.15
0.69
1.87
0.48
0.75
1.09
0.40
0.39
29.68
3.07
0.10
0.56
0.80
9.09
0.89
0.01
0.83
0.15
0.30
0.50
2.03
2.98
3.55
1.62
1.32
6.44
0.71
1.52
0.48
10.17
0.57
0.36
1.10
0.12
5.02
8.76
0.71
0.94
0.38
0.43
19.95
0.22
1.33
0.82
0.67
1.43
1.01

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 4
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
75
67
76
67
62
60
75
70
80
63
67
60
66
60
66
60
66
60
66
60
75
60
80
80
80
83
62
60
75
63
62
63
60
60
62
57
51
40
71
67
71
67
76
67
75
67
76
80
88
67
71
80
73
80
80
80
87
60
66
80
82
77
75
60
71
60
66
80
67
60
66
60
80
60
71
60
80
70
76
70
82
63
73
67
71
80
75
73
82
67
66
73
76
80

Open Space Database
Site ID
798
1673
1303
697
680
1301
33
1682
713
1782
1764
1850
1851
742
1853
1855
1644
17
1858
1045
1859
1743
1862
1864
1866
1963
1868
1785
1869
322
1870
1871
1872
1759
1639
1873
1881
1882
340
279
1788
1885
1886
1887
1888
1902
716

Site name
Studland Road Football Ground
Wellingborough Road Tennis Courts
The Good Shepherd RC Lower School
Thomas Becket Secondary School
University College Northants Grassed Area
Vicarage Lane Primary School
Victoria Park Football
Wellingborough Road
Woodvale Primary School
Wootton County Primary School
Wootton Hall Park Sports Ground
St Crispin Hostpital Bowling Green
St Crispin Hostpital Cricket Pitch
The Duston School
Douglas Road
Millway
Gladstone Primary School
Kings Heath Recreation Football
Kings Heath Recreation Football
Dallington Lawn Tennis Club
Darlington Road
Beckets Park OSF
Beckets Park Tennis Courts
Billing Road school
St Andrews Hospital grass pitches
Northampton School for Boys tennis courts
Great Houghton Preparatory School
Preston Hedges Primary School
Wootton Playing Field multi use area
Wootton Playing Field
Northampton High School multi games area
Northampton High School tennis courts
Northampton High School STP
Northampton High School
Sixfields Leisure Complex + Stadium
Sixfields Leisure Complex + Stadium Athletics Track
Far Cotton Recreation Ground tennis courts
Far Cotton Recreation Ground bowling green
Far Cotton Recreation Ground
Briar Hill Playing Fields
East Hunsbury Lower School
East Hunsbury Lower School STP
Lady Bridge Playing Fields
Northampton Academy Grass Pitch
Northampton Academy MUGA
Woodvale Primary School MUGA
Woodvale Primary School

Open space type
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities

Hectares
2.67
0.11
1.98
6.87
7.90
1.09
3.90
2.37
0.93
0.24
6.84
0.16
1.34
5.83
0.17
0.16
1.22
0.54
1.61
0.40
0.10
2.29
0.18
0.03
0.36
0.22
0.16
1.14
0.11
3.95
0.32
0.15
0.64
4.42
0.83
1.47
0.06
0.40
6.36
4.27
0.41
0.14
5.58
1.15
0.09
0.18
3.07

Analysis Area Ward
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 1
Area 4
Area 1
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4

Quality % Accessibility %
88
60
60
68
71
80
76
80
75
70
73
60
66
60
53
37
80
80
71
67
62
60
89
77
89
77
55
63
0
0
0
0
71
80
71
60
0
0
80
60
0
0
66
60
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
80
67
0
0
80
67
0
0
0
0
0
0
80
70
89
83
0
0
0
0
0
0
76
60
60
68
76
60
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
66
80

Open Space Database
Site ID
1904
1905
1906
1907
1908
1660
1909
1910
346
1911
1912
1913
656
1914
628
1915
1916
1917
1918
1919
679
600
275
1920
1924
1925
1926
1314
241
1927
651
1928
1929
1930
1944
1640
1949
1950
1951
1719
631
1952
1953
1739
715
1955
286

Site name
Billing Lane Tennis Courts
Billing Lane Bowling Green
Billing Lane Golf Course
Lings Primary School
Weston Favell Upper School 3G
Weston Favell Upper School
Lings Park Playing Fields
Lings Park MUGA
Rectory Farm Playing Field
Blackthorn Primary School MUGA
Great Billing Recreation Ground Playing Pitch
Ecton Brook Primary School MUGA
Abington Tennis Courts
Tiverton Avenue Playing Fields
Sunnyside Primary School
Kingsthorpe Recreation Ground MUGA
Kingsthorpe Recreation Ground
St Davids RC Middle School MUGA
Kingsthorpe Community College MUGA
Kingsthorpe Community College STP
Kingsthorpe Community College
Kings Meadow School
Parklands Park
Parklands Park MUGA
Trinity School STP
Trinity School MUGA
Trinity School Tennis Courts
Trinity School
Racecourse Bowling
Abington Sports Ground tennis courts
Abington Sports Ground
Abington Gardens tennsi courts
Westwood Way tennis courts
Bridgewater Primary
Northampton Tennis Club
Weedon Road Industrial Estate Sports Ground
St James C of E Primary School
Weston Favell C of E Primary School
Goal Soccer Centre
Ecton Brook Primary School
Green Oaks Primary School
Abington Park Sports Pitches
Saints Practice Ground
Hunsbury Park Lower School
Blackthorn Primary School
Collingtree Tennis Courts
Collingtree Playing Fields

Open space type
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities

Hectares
0.11
0.10
27.10
0.42
0.65
7.82
0.50
0.14
4.51
0.04
0.58
0.17
0.63
3.30
0.87
0.23
2.63
0.23
0.34
0.70
3.30
0.26
19.10
0.16
0.63
0.20
0.13
2.47
0.45
0.22
6.12
0.26
0.10
2.00
0.65
2.34
0.14
0.52
0.90
1.61
1.24
5.40
1.47
1.58
0.81
0.12
1.27

Analysis Area Ward
Outside
Outside
Outside
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Outside
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3

Quality % Accessibility %
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
71
60
0
0
0
0
60
60
0
0
0
0
0
0
87
63
0
0
75
63
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
66
80
75
63
76
80
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
71
63
75
63
0
0
75
87
0
0
0
0
0
0
86
77
66
63
90
80
80
68
90
80
76
70
66
80
0
0
0
0
66
67
76
80
0
0
66
68

Open Space Database
Site ID
665
1052
1956
1958
1959
650
984
338

Site name
Rushmere Way Tennis Club
St Andrews Road Rugby Club
The Arbours Primary School MUGA
Northampton High School for Boys 3G
The Duston School 3G
Northampton School for Boys
Lings Wood Playing Fields
Welford Road Recreation Ground

Open space type
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities
Outdoor sports facilities

Hectares
0.19
2.08
0.10
0.64
1.02
7.05
6.05
6.48

Analysis Area Ward
Area 4
Area 1
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2

Quality % Accessibility %
76
77
95
67
0
0
0
0
0
0
69
70
71
83
60
60

Allotments
Site ID Site name
228 Back Lane
233 Bants Lane
234 Berrywood Road
226 Billing Road East
224 Broadmead Avenue
225 Bush Hill
219 Eastern Avenue North
236 Harlestone Road 1
231 Kenmuir Avenue
627 Kingsthorpe Allotments
220 Kingsthorpe Grove
217 Kingthorpe Park
238 Lyncroft Way Allotments
235 Mere Way
232 Parklands
221 Pleydell Road
675 Race Course Allotments
230 Rothersthorpe Road Allotments
215 Southfields Allotment
218 Studland Road Allotments
229 Watering Lane Collingtree
216 Welford Road Allotments
1071 Weston Favell Allotments

Open space type
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments
Allotments

Hectares
0.33
4.58
3.91
3.12
1.85
2.25
6.73
14.32
7.47
4.52
3.51
1.63
1.31
1.81
2.19
3.46
0.63
1.68
4.48
2.52
0.60
3.33
8.86

Analysis Area
Area 3
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4

Ward
Quality % Accessibility %
Nene Valley
82
68
Old Duston
80
67
Old Duston
86
77
Weston
76
63
Eastfield
80
60
Headlands
71
60
St. David
76
57
Spencer
60
60
Kingsley
76
60
Boughton Green
0
0
St. David
76
60
Kingsthorpe
71
48
Kingsthorpe
76
52
Delapre
76
57
Parklands
76
60
Delapre
76
60
Kingsley
66
60
St. James
82
60
Thorplands
80
60
Kingsthorpe
76
52
Nene Valley
76
60
Boughton Green
80
52
Weston
76
50

Cemeteries and churchyards
Site ID Site name
261 Billing Road Cemetery
1648 Broadmead Church
676 Cathedral Church
1332 Cemetery Court
648 Christ Church
751 Church
785 Church Green St Augustine
726 Church of Christ Centre
661 Church of St Peter
244 Collingtree Cemetery

Open space type
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards

Hectares
5.21
0.10
0.56
0.36
0.18
0.15
0.63
0.52
0.38
0.10

Analysis Area
Area 1
Area 4
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 3
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 3

Quality % Accessibility %
66
60
71
60
75
60
55
60
80
70
26
20
66
80
60
70
69
77
75
57

Open Space Database
Site ID
260
255
257
252
1658
247
1311
259
1685
1710
1004
1775
657
1779
245
1787
262
246
1001
1002
250
1636
795
1740
251
1320
1336
1728
670
253
1771
258
1333
1084
1774

Site name
Dallington Cemetery
Duston Cemetery
Great Houghton Cemetery
Great Houghton Churchyard
Headlands Church
Holy Sepulchre Churchyard
Holy Trinity Church
Kingsthorpe Cemetery
Sacred Heart Church
St Andrews Church
St Andrews Church Harleston
St Benedicts Church
St Christophers Churchyard
St Columbas Church
St Edmunds Churchyard Hardingstone
St Gearge the Marter Cemetery
St Georges Churchyard Wootton
St Giles Churchyard
St John the Baptist Church Cemetery
St John the Baptist Churchyard Kingsthorpe
St Katherines Memorial Square
St Lukes Church
St Margaret RC Church
St Marys Church
St Marys Churchyard Dallington
St Mathews Church
St Michaels Church (Mount)
St Michaels Church - Upton
St Peters Church, Weston Favell
St Peters Churchyard Marefair
The Counties Crematorium
Towcester Road Cemetery
Unitarian Church
Weston Favell Cemetery
Presbetery Church

Civic Space (Central Area)
Site ID Site name
1877 Market Square
1878 All Saints Civic Space
1960 Guildhall Square
1961 Abington Street
1962 College Street Mews

Open space type
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards
Cemeteries and churchyards

Hectares
4.10
0.79
0.31
0.23
0.21
1.08
0.14
7.71
0.22
0.23
0.18
0.56
1.19
0.15
0.67
0.47
0.31
0.92
0.20
0.33
0.54
0.50
0.12
0.16
0.22
0.15
0.12
1.84
0.15
0.22
2.23
7.39
0.13
0.24
0.44

Analysis Area Ward
Area 2
Area 2
Area 3
Area 3
Area 4
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 4
Area 2
Area 3
Area 4
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 3
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 1
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 2
Area 4
Area 1
Area 3
Area 4
Area 1
Area 3
Area 2
Area 1
Area 4
Area 3

Quality % Accessibility %
80
77
76
77
76
60
86
68
71
68
80
68
69
72
75
73
51
60
86
53
75
60
76
60
69
70
71
68
80
60
69
70
80
67
80
60
44
40
60
40
69
60
69
60
46
60
76
68
75
60
66
60
76
68
76
60
80
60
75
77
60
60
80
77
66
72
69
60
80
67

Open space type
Civic spaces
Civic spaces
Civic spaces
Civic spaces
Civic spaces

Hectares
0.64
0.07
0.03
0.61
0.02

Analysis Area
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1
Area 1

Quality % Accessibility %
0
0
0
0
0

APPENDIX M
INDOOR SPORTS FACILITY AUDIT

Swimming pool audit for Northamptonshire

Name of facility
Mount Baths Leisure Centre
Club Motivation
Topnotch Health Club
Cannons Health Club
Northampton School for Girls
Marriott Health Club
Kingsthorpe Community College Sports Centre
Danes Camp Leisure Centre
Weston Favell Upper School Sports Plus Centre
Duston Upper School/Timkin Pool
Northampton High School
Virgin Active Club
Lings Forum Leisure Centre
Esporta Health & Fitness
Club at Sedgebrook Hall
Livingwell Health Club
Overstone Park
Willison Centre
Bannatynes Health Club
Spirit Health and Fitness
Wellingborough Swimming Pool
Club Diana
Scott Bader Swimming Pool
Towcester Centre for Leisure
Whittlebury Hall Spa
Daventry Leisure Centre
Bodysense Leisure Club
Daventry Outdoor Pool

Postcode
NN1 3DN
NN1 2TA
NN1 1SR
NN5 5BG
NN3 6DG
NN4 7HW
NN2 7HR
NN4 0RX
NN3 3EZ
NN5 6XA
NN4 6UU
NN3 9HX
NN3 8JR
NN4 0EB
NN6 8BD
NN4 0XW
NN6 0AS
NN7 2LP
NN8 6AG
NN6 7XR
NN8 2AU
NN8 4AL
NN29 7RL
NN12 6UW
NN12 8QH
NN11 5AF
NN11 5SG
NN11 5QE

Swimming Pools
Tel
Usage
(01604)604203
Public
(01604)739901
Private
(01604)630670
Private
(01604)751444
Private
(01604)679540
Dual
(01604)667613
Private
(01604)716106
Club
(01604)702748
Public
(01604)402121
Dual
(01604)460004
Club
(01604)766765
Dual
(0845)1302555
Private
(01604)837300
Public
(01604)827800
Private
(01604)821666
Private
(01604)702604
Private
(01604)647666
Public
(01604)864581
Club
(01933)405200
Private
(01788)823632
Private
(01933)225816
Public
(01933)277344
Private
(01933)666739
Club
(01327)322480
Public
(01327)850400
Private
(01327)871144
Public
(01327)312428
Private
(01327)312317
Public

Size of main pool
12.2x30(6 lanes)
6x10
6x15(4 lanes)
8x20(2 lanes)
10x25(5 lanes)
6x13
7x20(4 lanes)
8x25
10x25(5 lanes)
10x25(5 lanes)
10x25(4 lanes)
10x25(5 lanes)
10x25(6 lanes)
8x20(2 lanes)
6x10
9x18(2 lanes)
8x17
9x23(4 lanes)
10x20(2 lanes)
7x15(3 lanes)
12.8x25(6 lanes)
20
7.5x20
10x25(5 lanes)
15x19
13x25(6 lanes)
9x15
10x33.3

Size of other pool
7.5x20

1.5x12
10x20(2 lanes)

6x12.5

10x33+10x25+6x12
9x25

Health and Fitness audit for Northamptonshire
Health and Fitness
Name of facility
Mount Baths Leisure Centre
Club Motivation
Topnotch Health Club

Postcode
NN1 3DN
NN1 2TA
NN1 1SR

Tel
(01604)604203
(01604)739901
(01604)630670

Usage
Public
Private
Private

Number of Stations for
Demand Model
60
18
70

Number of Stations
for Demand Model

Total Pool Area

Cannons Health Club
Marriott Health Club
Danes Camp Leisure Centre
Weston Favell Upper School Sports Plus Centre
Virgin Active Club
Lings Forum Leisure Centre
Esporta Health & Fitness
Club at Sedgebrook Hall
Livingwell Health Club
Overstone Park
Moulton Sports Complex
Moulton College Sports Centre
Better Bodies Gym
Fitness First for Women
Derngate Gym
Fitness First Health Club
Kingfisher Health Studio
Image Unique Fitness Centre
Willison Centre
Bannatynes Health Club
Spirit Health and Fitness
Everybodies Health & Leisure Club
Club Diana
Weavers Leisure Centre
Redwell Leisure Centre
Trojan Gym
Towcester Centre for Leisure
Whittlebury Hall Spa
Daventry Leisure Centre
Bodysense Leisure Club
Fawsley Hall Hotel Health & Fitness Club

NN5 5BG
NN4 7HW
NN4 0RX
NN3 3EZ
NN3 9HX
NN3 8JR
NN4 0EB
NN6 8BD
NN4 0XW
NN6 0AS
NN3 7SD
NN3 7RR
NN2 6EW
NN1 2AP
NN1 1TY
NN5 7AS
NN2 7TQ
NN4 7EE
NN7 2LP
NN8 6AG
NN6 7XR
NN6 7RE
NN8 4AL
NN8 3JQ
NN8 5LP
NN8 4ST
NN12 6UW
NN12 8QH
NN11 5AF
NN11 5SG
NN11 3BA

(01604)751444
(01604)667613
(01604)702748
(01604)402121
(845)1302555
(01604)837300
(01604)827800
(01604)821666
(01604)702604
(01604)647666
(01604)670506
(01604)491131
(01604)791294
(01604)624404
(01604)639248
(01604)751170
(01604)710805
(01604)769009
(01604)864581
(01933)405200
(01788)823632
(01327)844444
(01933)277344
(01933)276883
(01933)402045
(01933)276300
(01327)322480
(01327)850400
(01327)871144
(01327)312428
(01327)892000

Private
Private
Public
Dual
Private
Public
Private
Private
Private
Public
Public
Dual
Public
Public
Public
Private
Public
Private
Club
Private
Private
Private
Private
Dual
Public
Private
Public
Private
Public
Private
Private

110
16
60
39
220
60
70
20
25
65
20
16
50
34
120
112
38
130
20
80
15
24
49
20
40
35
50
45
50
10
20

Postcode
NN3 6DG
NN2 7HR
NN4 0RX
NN3 3EZ
NN5 6XA

Sports Halls
Tel
(01604)679540
(01604)716106
(01604)702748
(01604)402121
(01604)460004

Usage
Dual
Club
Public
Dual
Club

No of Badminton Courts
4
4
4
4
4

Sports Halls audit for Northamptonshire

Name of facility
Northampton School for Girls
Kingsthorpe Community College Sports Centre
Danes Camp Leisure Centre
Weston Favell Upper School Sports Plus Centre
Duston Upper School/Timkin Pool

Demand Model

Lings Forum Leisure Centre
Northampton School for Boys
Mereway Community College
Benham Sports Arena
Thomas Becket Catholic School
Caroline Chisholm Secondary School
University College Northampton
Moulton Sports Complex
Moulton College Sports Centre
Campion School
Grendon Hall
Willison Centre
Guilsborough School
Spirit Health and Fitness
Friars School
Wellingborough School
Wrenn School
Christopher Hatton School
Weavers Leisure Centre
Redwell Leisure Centre
Huxkow Science College
Dr Martens School & Exhibition Centre
Rushden Community College
Wollaston School
Towcester Centre for Leisure
Daventry Leisure Centre
Ousedale School
Daventry William Parker School
Daventry Tertiary College Sports Hall
Sponne School & Technology College

NN3 8JR
NN1 5RT
NN4 8BU
NN3 6LL
NN3 6HT
NN4 6TP
NN2 8SE
NN3 7SD
NN3 7RR
NN7 3QG
NN7 1JW
NN7 2LP
NN6 8QE
NN6 7XR
NN8 2LA
NN8 2BX
NN8 2DQ
NN8 4RP
NN8 3JQ
NN8 5LP
NN9 5TY
NN9 5QF
NN10 6AG
NN29 7PH
NN12 6UW
NN11 5AF
MK16 0BJ
NN11 5QE
NN11 4HJ
NN12 6DJ

(01604)837300
(01604)230240
(01604)763616
(01604)494100
(01604)493211
(01604)677760
(01604) 735500
(01604)670506
(01604)491131
(01604)833900
(01604)864581
(01604)740641
(01788)823632
(01933)304950
(01933)222427
(01933)222039
(01933)226077
(01933)276883
(01933)402045
(01933)650496
(01933)650440
(01933)350391
(01933)663501
(01327)322480
(01327)871144
(01908)210203
(01327)705816
(01327)300232
(01327)350284

Public
Dual
Dual
Public
Dual
Dual
Public
Dual
Dual
Dual
Temporarily closed
Club
Dual

6
5(4+1 separately)
4
9
4(2+2 separately)
4
3
6
4
8(4+2+1+1 separately)

Dual
Club
Dual
Club
Club
Public
Club
Public
Dual
Dual
Public
Public
Club
Dual
Club
Club

1
6(2+4 separately)
2(1+1 separately)
4(3+1 separately)
8
5
2(1+1 separately)
4
4(3+1 separately)
4(3+1 separately)
4
6
3
2
4
5(4+1 separately)

4
5(4+1 separately)
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Setting Accessibility Standards
CURRENT POSITION
Facility Type

National Standards / Benchmarks

STANDARD
PMP Justification

Consultation
Existing Local Standards
(includes any past surveys)

PMP Recommendation
User / Household Surveys

Sports Halls

Other Consultation

Sport England - 20 minute drivetime

Across the borough as a whole, 75%
of respondents indicated that they
would be willing to travel up to 15
minutes to a swimming pool. 53%
indicated that they would expect to
travel by car, a majority view that was
15 minute drive
As part of the consultation user
reflected across three of the four
surveys were undertaken at three
areas. There was an almost even
Some residents indicated that they
leisure centres across borough
split in area one between residents
frequently access facilities in
(Danes Camp, Mount Baths and
who expect to walk to a swimming
neighbouring authorities rather
pool and those who expect to drive. Lings Forum). 75% of respondents
than using pools within
across all three centres indicated
Public transport is however also
Northampton. This indicates that
clearly important, as almost 50 people they would be willing to travel up to
there may be a large amount of
15 minutes by car to a swimming
indicated that they would travel by
cross boundary movement.
bus. The 75% level for the borough is pool. The modal response across
all three centres was 10 minutes.
reflected across three of the four
analysis areas, with only area varying where residents expect to walk up to
17 minutes. The modal answer both
across the borough and for three of
the four geographic areas was 10
minutes.

The majority of people indicated
that they would expect to travel
by car - both household survey
and user survey. Although the
modal answer was 10 minutes,
the 75% level across the
borough and in three of the four
areas was 15 minutes. The 75%
level across the three leisure
facilities was 15 minutes. A local
standard of 15 minutes meets
with the views of residents and
leisure centre users and is
reflective of the national
standard, which indicates that a
20 minute drivetime for
swimming pools is appropriate.

Sport England - 15 minute drivetime

Views expressed through the
household survey indicate that the
perception is that a travel time of 15
minutes is reasonable - this is
reflective of the 75% level. This view
is also echoed by residents living in
each of the four geographic areas.
Again the modal answer was lower at
10 minutes. Travelling by private car
was the preferred mode of transport.

There was a general consensus
across the borough and
specifically within the household
survey and leisure centre user
survey that a drivetime of 15
minutes is appropriate, based
on the 75% levels. This is also
reflective of the recommended
national standard.

None

Swimming Pools

User Survey

None

75%of respondents to the user
survey, across all three leisure
centres, indicated they would be
willing to travel 15 minutes by car
to a sports hall. The modal
response to the user survey
suggested 10 minutes.

Both internal consultations and
drop in sessions highlighted that
there are difficulties in accessing
15 minute drive
sports hall provision at peak times.
Price can also be a deterrent to
some residents.

CLIENT APPROVAL

LOCAL ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARD
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Setting local quantity provision standards – Indoor Sports Facilities
Sport England has published a good practice tool kit on their website to assist Local
Authorities in devising appropriate contributions to open space and sport/leisure
provision. As part of this, Sport England, in partnership with Milton Keynes Council
and English Partnerships has set up a joint pilot project to help the Council ensure
provision for open space, sport and recreation keeps pace with the significant growth
planned for Milton Keynes and the sub regional are, in which Northampton is
included.
Sports Halls
The level of demand for sports hall facilities can be determined by applying accepted
sports participation rate standards (by age and gender) and peak usage parameters
to the catchment population. The number of total visits during peak times is used to
calculate the size of a sports hall (in badminton court units) needed to serve this
demand at any one time.
The key assumptions are as follows:
•

60% visits during peak time

•

average visit duration = 1 hour

•

normal peak periods = 40.5 hours per week

•

at one time capacity = 5 people per badminton court.

On this basis, demand in year 2005 equates to 57.16 courts within Northampton.
This is based on census 2001 data and population projections. Using this data,
provision standards per 1000 population can be calculated by:
•

Total Population of Northampton Borough – 194,588

Therefore demand per 1000 people =
•

(57.16 courts / 194588) * 1000

•

Demand per 1000 population = 0.29

The demand model indicates that 0.29 courts are required per 1,000 population.
According to the Milton Keynes example, a four-court sports hall including ancillary
accommodation (e.g. circulation, reception) equals 683.1m2.
One court therefore equals 170.775m2 and 0.29 of one court equates to 49.524m2.
Local Standard: 49.52m2 sports hall provision per 1,000 population

Swimming Pools
The level of demand is determined by applying accepted swimming participation rate
standards (by age and gender) and peak usage parameters to the catchment
population. The number of total visits during peak times is used to calculate the size
of a swimming pool (in square metres) needed to serve this demand at any one time.

The key assumptions are as follows:
•

63% visits during peak time

•

average visit duration = 64 minutes

•

normal peak periods = 52 hours per week = 49 peak sessions

•

at one time capacity = 6m2 per person

On this basis, current demand within Northampton is equivalent to 2,045.46 m2.
Using these provision standards, demand per 1000 population can be calculated as:
•

Total Population of Northampton – 194,588

Therefore demand per 1000 people =
•

(2045.46 / 194588 m2) * 1000

•

Demand per 1000 population = 10.51

The demand model indicates that 10.51 m2 of water space per 1,000 population is
required to meet current demand (in year 2005). One pool unit is equivalent to
212m2.
Local Standard: 10.51m2 water space per 1,000 population
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QUALITY STANDARDS

Quality standards for indoor sport and recreation facilities
The PPG17 Companion Guide reinforces that design and management are factors integral
to the successful delivery of a network of high quality sport and recreation, stating that:
“Quality depends on two things: the needs and expectations of users,
on the one hand, and design, management and maintenance on the
other.”
Local Community Need
Overall, the quality of indoor sports facilities in Northampton was perceived to be good. The
results from the user surveys are illustrated below:
Leisure
Centre

Very Good

Good

Average

Poor

Very Poor

Danes Camp

26.6%

48.9%

20.7%

0

0

Mounts
Baths

19.7%

53%

20.5%

0.8%

0

Lings Forum

22%

45.8%

25.4%

0.8%

0

Overall the majority of people across all three leisure centres rated leisure facilities in
Northampton as above average.
The highest rated aspirations from the user survey regarding indoor leisure facilities were (in
majority order):
•

Cleanliness of changing facilities

•

Welcoming staff

•

Range of activities

•

maintenance of facility and equipment

•

ease of security and parking.

Similarly the highest rated aspirations taken from the household survey for indoor sports
facilities include (in majority order):
•

cleanliness of changing rooms

•

range of activities

•

maintenance of facility / equipment

•

ease / security of parking

•

accessible routes

•

welcoming staff.

QUALITY STANDARDS
The quality vision should reflect the views and aspirations of the local community and should
be linked to the national benchmark and design criteria. The suggested quality vision for
indoor sports is therefore:
A clean and welcoming indoor sports facility and changing rooms that is well-maintained and
provides a wide range of indoor sports facilities and activities. Indoor sports facilities should
provide adequate secure car-parking facilities, ease of booking and welcoming staff and
should be easily accessible to the local community.
Benchmarking and Design Specifications
In line with PPG17 recommendations, in addition to establishing a quality vision for local
sports facilities based on local community needs, a quality standard for indoor sport and
recreation facilities has been set using national benchmarks, Sport England Technical
Design Guidance Notes and Quest Best Practice Standards. Key objectives underpinning
this quality standard is:
•

to provide clear guidance relating to facility specifications, ensuring suitability
of design for the targeted range of sports and standards of play as well as
individual requirements for specialist sports and uses

•

to ensure high standards of management and customer service are attained,
which meet or exceed customer expectation and lead to a quality leisure
experience for all users of facilities.

The quality standard is therefore split into two components:
•

QS1 – design and technical

•

QS2 – Management and operational.

It can be seen that some elements of the quality vision derived from local needs and
aspirations are linked to the specifications detailed in QS1 and QS2.
QS1: Quality Standard (Design and Technical)
QS1: All new build and refurbishment schemes to be designed in accordance
with Sport England Guidance Notes, which provide detailed technical advice
and standards for the design and development of sports facilities.
A full list of Sport England Design Guidance Notes is available to download free from the
Sport England website.
http://www.sportengland.org/index/get_resources/resource_downloads/design_guidelines.htm

The space requirement for most sports depends on the standard of play – generally the
higher the standard, the larger the area required. Although the playing area is usually of the
same dimensions, there is a need to build in provision for increased safety margins,
increased clearance height, spectator seating, etc. Similarly, design specification varies
according to level of competition with respect to flooring type and lighting lux levels, for
example.
Sport England Design Guidance Notes are based on eight standards of play. Consideration
should be given to the desired specification of the facility in question at the outset.

QUALITY STANDARDS
QS2: Quality Standard (Facility Operation and Management)
QS2: All leisure providers to follow industry best practice principles in relation
to a) Facilities Operation, b) Customer Relations, c) Staffing and d) Service
Development and Review. The detail of the internal systems, policies and
practices underpinning implementation of these principles will correlate
directly to the scale of facility, varying according to the position of the facility
within the levels of the established hierarchy.
Quest is the UK Quality Scheme for Sport and Leisure, which defines industry standards and
good practice and encourages their application and development in a customer-focused
management framework. Quest is recommended by the British Quality Foundation for Self
Assessment in Sport and Leisure Operations.
Quest Facility Management is aimed at Sports and Leisure Facilities, in the commercial,
voluntary and public sectors. The Facility Management Manager’s Guidance Pack provides
the industry standards against which managers can assess their own operation, and
provides best practice information and examples to aid continuous improvement. Best
practice principles of key relevance form the basis of the recommended quality standard and
are summarised overleaf.

QUALITY STANDARDS
Quality standards relating to facility management and operation
Management issue
a) Facilities operation
FOP 1: Systems,
Standards and
Inspection

FOP2: Cleanliness

FOP3: Housekeeping
FOP4: Maintenance of
Buildings and Plant
and Equipment
FOP5: Equipment
FOP6: Environmental
Control

FOP7: Changing
Rooms
FOP8: Health and
Safety Management

Quest Best Practice Principles
• Services are planned to deliver a safe and enjoyable experience for all customers.
• Documented systems are in place to ensure that the key elements of service are under control and promote
quality.
• Systems are up to date, available to and known by all relevant staff.
• There is a sensible and adequate level of inspection to meet statutory requirements and monitoring of quality
standards.
• The level of cleanliness is visibly acceptable, taking due account of customer expectations.
• There are high standards of hygiene in critical areas.
• Customers are not put at risk or inconvenienced as cleaning takes place.
• The facility is presented in a fit and tidy state, reflecting general pride in the provision by the organisation and
the staff.
• Maintenance is based on an effective preventive approach to ensure customer enjoyment and complete
safety
• Repair requests are actioned promptly within an effective system.
• The facility is well maintained within the constraints of its age and structure.
• Suitable, sufficient and well maintained equipment is available for use.
• A range of equipment is provided to allow programming variety. Safety in use is achieved.
• Reasonable temperatures, lighting and ventilation for sporting, social and staff areas is achieved.
• There is tight control of environmental factors in customer and staff sensitive areas.
• Use of utilities is managed and reduced where possible as part of an environmental policy.
• Sensible initiatives contribute to lessening the impact of the Facility on the environment.
• Are comfortable, appropriate and clean.
• Are regularly inspected, cleaned and stocked.
• Are family friendly.
• The Centre has an up to date and specific Health and Safety Policy and Management programme.
• Management and the workforce are aware of, and undertake their responsibilities in Health and Safety
proactively.
• Customer and staff safety is a priority in all areas of the facility.

QUALITY STANDARDS
Management issue
b) Customer relations
CR1: Customer Care

CR2: Research
CR3: Customer
Feedback

CR4: Marketing and
Pricing

Quest Best Practice Principles
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

CR5: Reception and
Administration

•
•
•

c) Staffing
STAF1: Staff
Supervision and
Planning
STAF2: People
Management

Quality standards of customer service are defined and delivered consistently by all staff.
Staff are trained to provide customers with information, assistance and sell services proactively.
All staff are empowered to make on-the-spot decisions on the spot about customer service.
Customers have equal access and opportunity to services and facilities.
Pro-active research is conducted to identify potential customer and current customer requirements.
There is an understanding of the target market, the facility users, competition and local and national trends.
Customer comments and feedback are actively encouraged and acted upon.
They are seen as an opportunity to improve and help drive improvements for customers.
The Centre aims to work in partnership with its partners (if applicable), welcoming their feedback to improve
customer service.
There is a marketing plan, which the Centre uses to identify, plan and cost all marketing activities.
Accurate, attractive and up to date information is provided for the local community/target markets through a
variety of methods.
A variety of promotional methods are used within the budgetary constraints of the Centre to increase income
and usage.
The organisation operates to a clear pricing policy, which seeks to ensure that subsidy is targeted effectively
and is reviewed regularly.
The Reception service operates in a smooth manner with skilled, knowledgeable staff providing prompt
attention to customers and first time visitors.
The administration system for bookings is customer friendly and provides a range of opportunities for one off
(non-casuals) bookings, and effective regular bookings.
Customers needs are fully clarified and actioned through to completion of booking.

• Staff are appropriately trained, qualified and in sufficient quantity to deliver the standard of service promised to
customers.
• Staff are available on standby to work at short notice should there be a shortfall in staffing in critical areas.
• Shift patterns include time off shift for meetings, training and personal development of individuals.
• All staff involved in service delivery, whether paid or voluntary are seen as critical to the delivery of a quality
service.
• Training and development are ongoing for individuals and teams with the aim of continually improving
standards of service and achieving the organisations objectives.

QUALITY STANDARDS
Management issue

Quest Best Practice Principles

• There is a management style that demonstrates the ability to communicate with and motivate staff at all levels
and to drive the business from the top.
• The decision making processes skilfully balance business goals with customer needs and staff involvement.
• There is a commitment for continual service improvement through the empowerment of staff (and their
involvement in the Quest Action Plan).
d) Service development and review
SDR1: Strategy and
• The Centre has clearly identified its mission, established overall strategies and set specific objectives and
Business Planning
targets to achieve them.
• The Centre has a ‘Business Plan’ to map out its objectives and targets.
• A commitment to continuous improvement is clearly demonstrated.
SDR2: Programming
• The programme of activities is designed to meet the facility’s aims and objectives.
and Sports
• The programme is dynamic, innovative and responsive to the requirements of the customers and potential
Development
customers.
• Activities contribute to healthy lifestyles, social inclusion, lifelong learning, community safety and reduction of
crime and disorder.
• The programme considers the various types of user and use to ensure that it is balanced and promotes
equality of access.
SDR3: Continuous
• The Centre measures and reviews the effectiveness of its progress its Business Plan (through the Quest Self
Improvement
Assessment Questionnaire.)
• The measurements and reviews are used as a basis for continuous improvement.
• (The Centre operates a Quest Action Plan which is the live document encompassing the total approach to
continuous improvement.)
• The Centre has a track record of improvements to the service and a creative approach to meeting and where
possible, exceeding customer needs and expectations.
SDR4: Finance and
• Management are directly involved in the development of the financial Business Plan of their site.
Information
• The Centre monitors income and expenditure closely and takes appropriate action.
Technology
• The Centre enhances its service and Management through effective use of information technology where
appropriate.
• The organisation has a Business Recovery Plan in place and tested recovery, should systems fail.
STAF3: Management
Style

Further details on Quest Self-Assessment and Evaluation are available at http://www.pmpconsult.com/quest/index.html .
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Value assessment
Introduction
The value of all sites in the borough has been assessed by considering the level of use,
accessibility and quality.
Most sites that have a high level of use would usually have a good or very good quality
and accessibility rating. Most sites with a low level of use would usually have an average
or poor quality and accessibility rating. This is because quality and accessibility are often
interlinked and closely relate to a level of use.
The value of sites for each type of open space is outlined below.
Parks and gardens
Of the six sites in the borough that have met the quality benchmark of 80%, all are
considered to have high usage, but have varying accessibility scores, ranging from 60%
to 80%. These sites are:
•

Upper Nene Country Park (site ID 384) – lower accessibility score of 67%

•

Errington Park (site ID 292) – example of good practice

•

Hunsbury Hill Park (site ID 329) – example of good practice

•

Abington Park (site ID 265) – example of good practice

•

Victoria Park 2 (Site ID 1047) – example of good practive

•

Kingsthorpe Park (site ID 330) – lower accessibility score of 60%.

There are a further 11 parks which have scores of 70% and above which also generally
have good accessibility scores, ranging between 60 – 80%, and all are considered to be
well used and of significance. In particular it will be important to ensure the access at the
following sites, as a minimum, is maintained if not improved to ensure these sites
continue to be accessed by the public and visitors. These sites are:
•

Kingsthorpe Gardens (site ID 1035)

•

Grangewood Park (site ID 327)

•

Victoria Park (site ID 1047)

•

Delapre Estate (site ID 348)

•

Southfields Park (site ID 315).

The Racecourse is a site with a high accessibility score and is well used, but which has
a lower quality score (66%).
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Another site which received a lower quality score and lower access score but is still well
used is:
•

Arbours Park South (site ID 1080).

Natural and semi natural open space
Of the 111 sites in the borough, 86 sites fall below the quality benchmark for natural and
semi-natural sites. Of the seven sites receiving high quality scores the level of
accessibility is varied between 0 where some sites were difficult to access, up to 80%,
however the majority of the sites had below average accessibility scores. For six of
these sites level of usage was unknown. The sites referred to here are:
•

Lyncroft Way (site ID 1313) – low accessibility score 52%

•

Museum Way NSN (site ID 1725) – no access score

•

Flood Plain NSN (site ID 1723) – no access score

•

Kingsthorpe NSN (site ID 620) – average access score of 66.7%

•

Nene Greenspace (site ID 668) – high access score of 80%

•

Duston Wildes NSN (site ID 291) – high usage, average access score of
60%

•

Rushmere Road / Rille Nene Greenspace (site ID 666) – low access
score of 40%.

There are a further 16 sites that are a considered to have significant usage and yet
these sites vary enormously in terms of the quality and accessibility scores. Many of the
sites have scores of over 65% for both quality and access and these sites are important
and in need of protection to ensure the local communities continue to benefit, these
include:
•

Bellinge Park NSN (site ID 1701)

•

Duston Mill Reservoir (site ID 359)

•

Bellinge Ponds (site ID 269)

•

Ecton Brook Linear Park (site ID 326)

•

Lings Wood (site ID 331)

•

Kings Heath (site ID 223)

•

Round Spinney Open Space (site ID 415)

•

Billing Brook Lake (site ID 721).

Other sites with high usage, yet average low quality and / or accessibility scores include:
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•

Lings Park NSN (site ID 1681) average quality and access

•

Grafton Way (site ID 1014), no access score

•

Caswell Road (site ID 1100) average quality and access

•

Parklands Open Space (site ID 686) high access and average quality

•

Obelisk Rise Open Space (site ID) 283) average quality and accessibility

•

Wootton Brook Lady Bridge (site ID 337) average quality and access.

There are two natural areas which are considered to have low usage. Both of these sites
have average to low quality and accessibility scores and these sites are:
•

Ryehill Open Space (site ID 310) – low access score

•

Goldings Reservoir (site ID 297) – average quality and access.

Amenity green space
122 sites (out of 494 sites assessed) scored above 66% for quality, with varying
accessibility scores ranging from 40% to 80%. Consequently this means there are 307
amenity green space sites which have not met the quality benchmark, in particular those
which are well below the 66% benchmark include:
•

Arbour Court HOS (site ID 144) – 30.9% (average access at 60%)

•

Bitten Court HOS (site ID 145) – 34.5% (average access at 60%)

•

Saddlers Square (site ID 611) – 36.4% (average access at 60%)

•

Overleys Court HOS (site ID 198) – 40% (poor access at 48%)

•

Dryleys AGS (site ID 980) – 40% (average access at 60%)

•

Pikemead Court (site ID 206) – 40% (average access at 60%)

•

Ellfield Court HOS (site ID 156) – 41.8% (average access at 60%).

The larger sites with high quality scores are particularly important, as their value is more
than just recreational. These sites offer visual benefits, which result in the sites having a
higher value, and therefore the sites need to be well maintained to ensure they still offer
a high quality facility in the vicinity. These sites are:
•

St John’s Walk (site ID 1671)

•

Farmclose Road (site ID 1784)

•

Westwood Nursing Home (site ID 1630)

•

St Andrew’s Hospital AGS (site ID 1341)
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•

Little Billing Crescent (site ID 1698)

•

Little Billing Way (site ID 1062)

•

Conifer Rise Open Space (site ID 307).

Provision for children and young people
42 sites for children and a further 23 sites for young people were perceived to have high
/ significant usage. For both children and young people, all sites meeting the quality
benchmark were also considered to have high / significant usage.
Both Millers Meadow and Blackthorn Road play areas have previously been highlighted
as having overlapping catchment areas. Given the high quality and high usage of these
sites, they may be of higher value than sites in close proximity to them.
Outdoor sports facilities
Of the 32 sites in the borough that meet the quality benchmark for outdoor sports
facilities, all are considered to have high usage, but have varying accessibility scores,
ranging from 60% to 80%. These sites include:
•

St Andrews Road Rugby Club (site 1052)

•

Cubleigh Bowling Green (site 706)

•

Bellinge Lower School (site 1702)

•

County Cricket Ground – Kingsthorpe (site 669)

•

Sixfields Leisure Complex & Stadium (site 1639)

•

Northampton Saints Sports Ground (site 1666)

•

Studland Road Football Ground (site 798)

•

Abington Tennis Courts (site 656)

•

Emmanual C of E Middle School (site 1683)

•

Peniston Special School (site 1679).

All of the above sites have also been considered to have good accessibility (scoring
above 60%) and can therefore be considered to be examples of good practice. Like the
majority of sports facilities in Northampton, all are perceived to be well used.
Given the high levels of use of outdoor sports facilities, it is important to ensure that all
sports facilities meet a minimum standard. Sports facilities of higher quality are able to
sustain higher levels of use without deterioration and are therefore of higher value. Sites
scoring particularly low in terms of quality should be prioritised for improvement to
improve the value of the site.. These sites include:
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•

Mendip Tennis Club

•

Ryland Middle School

•

Duston Upper School

•

Percy Road School.

Although all sites within Northampton are considered to be used frequently, the following
sites have been identified as having high or significant use. Additionally, all sites scored
highly on both quality and accessibility. These sites are therefore highly valuable:
•

Dallington Park Football and Cricket (Site ID 6) – Quality (80%) and
Access (80%)

•

Benham Sports Arena and Tennis Courts (Site ID 681) – Quality 80% and
Access (60%)

•

Parklands Park (Site 275) – Quality 76.4% and Access 80%

•

Racecourse Tennis Courts – (Site ID 213) – Quality 75% and Access
60%

•

Lings Wood Playing Fields (Site ID 984) – Quality 71% and Access
83.3%)

•

Racecourse Cricket and Football (Site ID 35) – Quality 65.5% and access
80%

•

Kingsthorpe Recreation Ground Football pitches (Site ID 21) – Quality
65.5% and access 60%

•

Victoria Park Football (Site ID 33) Quality 65% and Access 60%

•

Rectory Farm Playing Field (Site ID 346) Quality 60% and access 60%

•

Welford Road Recreation Ground (Site ID 338) Quality 60% and access
60%.

Allotments
Of the 18 (out of 23) allotment sites that meet the quality benchmark (76%), only one
site, Berrywood Road Allotments (site ID 234), had an access score above 70% (actual
score 76.7%). This particular site is also considered to have significant usage and
should be seen as an example of good practice.
Of the 23 allotment sites, there are eight sites which have achieved the quality
benchmark, have average accessibility scores and are well used sites. These sites are:
•

Back Lane (site ID 228)

•

Rothersthorpe Road Allotments (site ID 230)

•

Bants Lane (site ID 233)
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•

Broadmead Avenue (site ID 224)

•

Billing Road East (site ID 226)

•

Parklands (site ID 232)

•

Watering Lane, Collingtree (site ID 229)

•

Bush Hill (site ID 225).

These sites are highly valued sites of good quality and with a good take up of allotment
plots. The accessibility of these sites should be reviewed to see if there is a possibility of
increasing the access to ensure that the level of high usage is maintained.
There is one allotment site, Kingsthorpe Park (site ID 217), which although has a good
quality score and has significant usage has a low access score at 48%.
There are two sites which, although having good quality scores, have low accessibility
scores and the usage is unknown, these sites are:
•

Lyncroft Way Allotments (site ID 238)

•

Spencer Bridge Allotments (site ID 1324).

For these two sites consideration should be given to improving the accessibility to try
and increase the value (usage and accessibility etc) of these sites particularly as one of
these is the only site within analysis area 1 and the other is on the border of analysis
area 1.
Cemeteries and churchyards
Of the 45 churchyards and cemeteries within the borough, the majority of the sites were
considered to be of both good quality and accessibility.
Some scored high for both and should be considered examples of good practice which
need preserving and maintaining to a high standard, these sites include:
•

Towcester Road Cemetery (site ID 258)

•

Dallington Cemetery (site ID 260)

•

Christ Church (site ID 648)

•

Duston Cemetery (site ID 255)

•

All Saints Church (site ID 243)

•

Kingsthorpe Cemetery (site ID 259).

Not surprisingly of the above sites five have been rated as having high / significant
usage. The only exception is Christ Church where usage is unknown.
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Only two sites have been rated as having either average / insignificant usage and these
sites are:
•

St Gile’s Churchyard (site ID 246) – average usage

•

St Peter’s Churchyard (site ID 670) – low usage.

Both of these sites scored high on quality, with 80% but average on access, both with
60%.
Of the remaining 37 sites, where there has been no usage assessment undertaken.
Despite this these sites remain a valuable visual amenity across the borough.

