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Glossary of Terms

Term Meaning

ANGS Accessible Natural Green Space
BNG Biodiversity Net Gain

BwN Building with Nature

CIL Community Infrastructure Levy

FIT Fields In Trustzanaaayrtte 1y2sy & GKS WbhdAaz2ylf t¢
Gl Green Infrastructure

GIS Geographic Information System

IMD Index ofMultiple Deprivation

IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
LAP Local Area for Play

LEAP Local Equipped Area for Play

LNRS Local Nature Recovery Strategy
LSOA Lowerlayer Super Output Areas
MUGA Multi Use Games Area

NEAP Neighbourhood Equipped Play Area
NEWP Natural Environment White Paper
NGB National Governing Body

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework
NPPG National Planning Practice Guidance
ONS Office for National Statistics

PPG17 Planning Policguidance Note 17
PPS Playing Pitch Strategy

SPD Supplementary Planning Document
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Overview

This Open Spadkssessmenihas been undertaken by Ethos Environmental Planning (Ethos)
to inform Castle Point Borough 2 dzy’ O A f Quaking Bratasses i iglation to open space
provisionand green infrastructurglanning It will inform the emergingCastle Point Plan
supporting strategic policiesand will be used to secure developer contributions and other
funding sources for open space works.

The Open Spadkssessmernit one of two reports provided as part of the ovesdsessment
The two reports are the:

1 Castle Point BorougBGouncil Open Spadessessmen{2023) (this report) and the
1 Castle Point BorougBouncil Consultation Report (28)2

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) recogheeaccess to high quality open
spaces and opportunities for sport and recreatismmportant for the health and wetbeing

of communitiesand can deliver wider benefits for nature and support efforts to address
climate changelt requires local planning authorities to set out policies to help enable
communities to access high quality open spaces and opportunities for sport and recreation.
These policies must be based mbust and upto-date assessments of the need for open
space, sport and recreation facilities (including quantitative or qualitative deficits or
surpluses) and opportunities for new provision. Information gained from the assedsme
should be used to determine what open space, sport and recreational provision is needed,
which plans should then seek to accommodate.

High quality, multifunctional open spaces play an important role in helping to tackle the
current climate and ecological emergencies and in supporting the health and wellbeing of

/I FadftsS t2AyiQa NBaARSylasz I a (G)ndtliork2aRdtheKS 0 21
wider South Esse3l network The Covid 19 pandemic has further highlighted the importance

of access to high quality open spaces, and also the inequalities in access, which are linked to
poor health outcomes.

Theassessmenhas been carried out #ine with Planning Practice Guidance (PR@Y the

NPPF (last updated Beptember2023). Theassessment has primarily been affected by the
omission of Planning Policy Guidance Note 17 (PPG 17) fronNRRE Whilst the
government has not published anything specifically to replace this docuntleete is
however, still a clear reference made in the new guidance to the principles and ideology
established within PPG17. As such the underlying principles of this study have been informed

1PPG is a webased resource which brings together guidance on various planning topics in one place. It
flI NBSte RNIga 2y (KS I20SNYyYSyidQa LXFyyAy3d LIftAOASa ¢
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by the former guidance provided #Planning Policy Guidance Note 17: Planning for Open
{ LI OS> { L2 NI, and ysRkCompandh Buidiisieasin@Needs and Opportunes
which is a tried and tested methodology and takes a consistent approach with many other
local authorities.

1.2 Purposeand scopeof thisreport

The overall aims of thepen spaceassessmentare to provide a robusand upto-date
evidence base to support th€astle Point Plaand assist in the determination of planning
applicationsand decision makingp regard toopen spaceand green infrastructure planning

¢KS bttC RSTAyMA apespise/of guhllt valge, imcliding’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 act as a visual am@nity

The focus of the assessment is on parks and recreation grounds, amenity green spaces,
FO0OO0S&aaAofsS ylrddz2NFf 3INBSY &Ll O0Sasx LI ITRe &L OS
assessment does not includéaging pitcheswhich are covered in a separate Playing Pitch
Strategy and Assessment (2018 and updated in 2022).

TheAssessmentneets the following objectives:

91 Develop a clear understanding thie currentopen spacen relationquality, quantity
andaccessn Castle Pointhrough an audit of current provisiceind consultation with
the community and stakeholders.

9 Outline the current and future demand for open space typologies and identify clear
deficiencies or surpluses in provision and options for addressing these.

1 Recommendlocally derived open space and recreation provision standards for
guantity, quality, and accessibilitywhich are informed by the results of community
and stakeholder engagement.

1 To providerecommendationsfor open space to enhance provision in terms of
accessibility and qualifyandthe contribution to the green infrastructure network

1 Where open space recommendations are made, to prowidghlevel indicative

costngs.

To identify potential open spaces sites for delivering biodiversity net gain.

To provide information to justify the collection of developer contributions towards

open space quality and quantity management and improvements.

= =

1.3 Structure of the report
Theassessmentollows five key stages asimmarised below:

Step 1¢ Identifying Local Needs

Step 2¢ Audit of Existing Open Space Assets
Step 3¢ Setting Locabtandards

Step 4¢ Applying Local Standards

= =4 4



Castle PoinOpen SpacAssessmen023) ¢ Final April2024)

1 Step 5¢ Drafting Policy Recommendations

1.4 The Study Area

1.4.1 Overview

Figurel Hadleigh Country Park

Castle Pointoversl7 sq.milesandis located within the South dssex on the northern bank

of the Thames Estuatyetween the larger settlements of Basildamthe westand Southend

to the east The borough is well connected to the wider Essex area and to London by both
road and rail.

The borough is modern in character with development taking place mainly betargtrince

GKS (g2 62NIR 61 NBE® ! NBdzyR pp: 2F [/l adGtsS t2)
tomostofthe. 2 NP dzZAKQ& LI LMz | GA2y fAQGAY3I GgAIOGKAY (K
Hadleigh and Thundersley.

Canvey Island is the largest town in Castle Point which is separated from the mainland by a
ASNASa 2F ONBS{ao LG KIFHra 0KS 02NRdAKQa I NBS
The western part of the Island is largely undeveloped and covered lapneent marshland

system which has a range of designations.

The mainland towns of Benfleet, Hadleigh and Thundersley sit between the settlements of
Basildon and Southend. Here the land is more varied in its topography and landscape with the
environment comprising of grassland and woodland.
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The Thames Estuary is@a asignificant feature in the natural environment with the coastline
beingprotected byinternational Europeanand localenvironmental designations.

1.4.2 Administrative Boundaries

In order to analyse the current provision and futusgjuirements for open space across the
study area, the following geographical areas have been (sszlFigure 1)

1 The study area (thboroughboundary); and
1 Ward boundariegthese are the ward boundaries that take effect in May 2024).
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Figure2 Study area
1.4.3 Population Statistics

The Council provided 2021 populati@stimates based on new war@024) boundaries,

which have been used as the basis for much of the current and future assessment of need for
open space.

The population of the Study Area89,600The breakdown by ward is shown in the table
below.



Tablel Population figures by ward

{40 aAOKI St Qa
Hadleigh Sames
Thundersley South

{G DS2NHSQaA
Appleton

Thundersley North

{4 al NEQ&
Tarpots

Canvey Island Winter Gardens
Canvey Island South
Canvey Island East
Canvey Island North
Canvey Island Central
Total
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5,654
6,043
6,176
6,351
6,550
6,993
7,043
7,143
7,380
7,438
7,552
7,636
7,641
89,600



2.0 METHODOLOGY

2.1 General

The starting point for this study has been the guidance in Section 8 of the NPPF, which adheres
to but has superseded PPG17. The policy gives clear recommendations for the protection of
and appropriate provision foppenspace butloes not provide any detailed guidance on how

to conduct an open space assessment. It is therefore both logical and acceptable to reference
the guidance for assessment provided in the former PPG17 and its Companion RR&lE/

placed a requirement on local authorities to untike assessments and audits of open space,
sports and recreational facilities in order to:

1 identify the needs of the population;

1 identify the potential for increased usand,

1 establish an effective strategy for open space/sports/recreational facilities at the local
level.

The Companion Guide to PPG17 recommended an overall approach to this kind of study as
summarised below:

Step 1: Identify local needs

Step 2: Audit local
provision

Step 3: Set provision
standards
— ——

Step 4: Apply the provision
standards

e

Step 5: Draft Policies /
Recommendations

Figure3 Summary of methodology

Within this overall approach the Companion Guide suggests a range of methods and
techniques that might be adopted in helping the assessment process. Where appropriate,
these methods and techniques have been employed within this study and are explained at
the relevant point in the report. In addition, they are summarised in the paragraphs below.
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2.2 ldentifying Local Need (Step 1)

The Consultation Report (28) examines identified local need for various types of open space
and recreational opportunities. It has drawpon aNJB & A RuBwéyiar@ &onsultation with

key stakeholderas well as a detailed review of existing consultation data and other relevant
documentation. The findings from the Stakeholder Consultation Ref2023) are
summarised in this document

2.3 Audit of Existing Open Space Assets (Step 2)
2.3.1 Defining the scope of the audit

The Council undertook a review of open space prighteocommencement of the assessment
and identified 166 open spaces and 180 small areas of green,sphis were provided to
Ethos in a GIS layer

Quality auditswere undertaken by Ethos durirgugust2023 at a total of 311 sites’. The

quality auditRNBE 6 2y ONR 0 SNRA I & S (i3QA&sqzart ofthe qualkyRudHsD NS Sy
indicative costings were providdd address any recommendations madéhe audits were
undertaken using a standardised methodology and consistent approach; however, audits of

this nature can only ever be a snhapshot in time and their main purpose is to provide a
O2yaraidsSyid YR 202S0O0AGS IraherShakaYll et aidit. | & A

The site visits also allowed the open space typologies and boundaries to be checked and
reviewed, andseveralamendments were made to the original mapping, which were signed
off by the council in September 2023.

The wider valukontribution to green infrastructure (GI) functiorsd each open space has
also been assessed using a number of desktop criteria. Further detail regarding the
methodology and the results of the quality and val@eassessment is provided in Section
7.4.

2.3.2 Approach to mapping

Following the quality audiissites were mapped into theprimary typologiesising a multi
functional approach to mappin@xplained in further detail in Sectid).

Where open spaces cross ward boundaries, in order to calculate the quantity of open space
by ward, these have been split using the ward boundary. This means that there is no double
counting of the quantity of sites that fall in more than one ward.

It should be noted that the typologies mapping is as accurate as possible $aptaimber
2023) followingthe site visits andiaison withthe council.

2 As not all sites were quality audited eaglucation sitesprivate sports grounds.
3 http://www.greenflagaward.org.uk/judges/judgingriteria
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The open space provision tables @ ction 5) and resulting supply and access m&pst{on
7) are based on the mapping of open space which was signed off iBptimeilin September
2023. Open space provision maps by ward are provided in Appendix 1.

2.4 Set and Apply Provision Standards (Steps 3 and 4)

Localopen spaceprovision standards have been set for therough(in agreement with the
project team), with threecomponents, embracing:

1 quantity;
1 accessibilityand
1 quality.

Quantity

The GIS database and mapping has been used to assess the existing provision of open space
across theborough The existing levels of provision are considered along8iténgs of
previous studies, the local needs assessment and consideration of existing and national
standards or benchmarks. The key to developing robust local quantity standards is that they
are locally derived, based on evidence and most importantlyieaable. Typically, standards

are expressed as hectares per 1,0@pplation The recommended standards are then used

to assess the supply of each type of open space acrodsoitoeigh

Access

Evidence from previous studies, the needs assessment and consideration of national
benchmarks are used to develop access standards for open space.

A series of maps assessing access for different typologies are presented in this report. The
maps are intended to be indicatiyand more detailed mapsy ward are provideth Appendix

2. The maps show walk time buffers astraightline buffers, depending on the access
standards sét

Sraight-line walking distances donbtOO2 dzy it F2NJ LR GSY GA £ W6l NN !
lines, culde-sacs etcSo, the actual route walked (the pedestrian route) is generally further

i.e., straightline distances are around 60% of actual distances. The standareimalland
straightline/pedestrian route distances arfustratedin the table belowas a guide.

4 Drivetime standards have not been proposed as these are normallyappyopriate for strategic sites such
as country parks and sports hub sites. Diimee standards generally do not work well for analysing access to
local facilities/open space, as they do not generally show where the gaps in access are
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Table2 Standard walkimes and distances
Walk-time (minutes) Pedestrian Route (metres) Straightline (metres)

1 100 60

2 160 96

3 240 144
4 320 192
5 400 240
6 480 288
7 560 336
8 640 384
9 720 432
10 800 480
11 880 528
12 960 576
13 1040 624
14 1120 672
15 1200 720
16 1280 768
17 1360 816
18 1440 864
19 1520 912
20 1600 960

Quality

Quality standards have been developed drawing on previous studies, national benchmarks
and good practice, evidence from the needs assessment and the findings of the quality audits,
which were based on Green Flag Award criteridhe quality standards also include
recommended policies to guide the provision of new open space through development in the
future.

This section also considers the contribution of open space to the Gl network, and a
biodiversity net gain assessment for 5 key open spaces in the study area.

2.5 Drafting Policy Recommendations (Step 5)

This section outlines higher level strategic options which may be applicable atamdrd
boroughwide level. The strategic options address five key areas:

Existing provision to be protected,;

Existing provision to be enhanced;

Opportunities for relocation/re-designation of open space;
Identification of areas for new provisioand

Facilities that may be surplus to requirement.

arwdE

In addition, information on developer contributions and the methodology for calculating costs
for the provisionand maintenancef open space is provided in Section 8.



3.0 CONTEXT

3.1 Introduction

This section sets out a briegview of the most relevant nationategiona) and local policies
strategiesand legislatiorof relevanceo the study which have been considered in developing
the methodology and findings of thgudy. Policies and strategies are subject to regular
change, therefore the summary provided in this section was correct at the time of writing.
Castle Point Borough Counkerve the right to change and update this section as policies
change.

It also provides important contextual information regarding health and deprivation

The PPG17 companion guide identified the importance of understanding the implications of
existing strategies on thassessment Specifically, before initiating local consultation, there
should be a review of existing nationaggional and local plans and strategies, and an
assessment of the implementation and effectiveness of existing planning policies and
provision standards.

3.2 Strategic Context

3.2.1 National Strategic Context

Tackling the climate and nature emergency

Climate change represents an urgent and potentially irreversible threat to human societies

and the planet. In recognition of this, the overwhelming majority of countries around the

world adopted the Paris Agreement in December 2015, the central aim ohvilddudes

pursuing efforts to limit global temperature rise to 1.5elIntergovernmental Panel on

Climate Change (IPCC) Global Warming Report (2pd@)jides the scientific evidence that

global warming in excess of 1.5C above-ipdustrial levels willundermine life support

systems for humanity. It found thaglobal net humarcaused emissions of carbon dioxide

0/ huo g2dzZ R ySSR (2 FlLff o0& |o62dzi np>r FTNRY +
2050.

The State of Nature ReportSept2023) and The Global Intergovernmental Sciené®licy
Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) Report (May 20t9) the
degradation and deterioration of natural environments and ecosystems which all life
depends, the loss of biodiversity and a knackimpact on human existence. Climate change,
agricultural management, hydrological change, urbanisation, pollutiempodland
management, and invasive narative species as among the most significant of pressomes
our wildlife.

The climate and nature emergency are inextricably linked. Biodiversity underpins healthy
ecosystems that are able to mitigate and adapt to the impacts of climate change, however
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climate change is driving declines in biodiversity, and the degradation of our ecosystems,
which means we are less able to adapt to change.

TheUK government declaration of an environment and climate emergemncivay 2019 has

put climate and the environment at the centre of government policy. The government has
since made a legally binding commitment to achieve net zero emissions by 2050 (through the
Climate Change Act 2008, as amended in 2019), and has committed to planting 30,000
hectares of trees annually by 2025 (through the England Tree Strategy), helping to form part
of the green recovery from Covilt® and support the transition to net zerét the 2022
Biodiversity Conference of the Parties (COP thB) Government joined thenternational
commitment to protecting 30 per cent of land and sea for nature by 20838 '30 by 30'
target). The protected sites network and emerging local nature recovery networks are key to
achieving this ambitious target.

National Planning Policy Framework (NPRE)23)

¢CKS bttC aSda 2dz2i GKS D2@SNYyYSydQa LI IyyAy?3
applied The NPPF must be adhered to in the preparation of local and neighbougians
andis a material consideration in planning decisions.

The NPPF contains the following references that relate to green infrastructure and open
spaces:

1 Para 7- The purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of
sustainable development. At a very high level, the objective of sustainable
development can be summarised as meeting the needs of the present without
compromising the ability outure generations to meet their own needs.

1 Para 8- Access to a network of higluality open spaces and opportunities for sport
and physical activity is important for the health and wWading ofcommunities and
can deliver wider benefits for nature and support efforts to address climate change
Planning policies should be based on robust andaifdate assessments of the need
for open space, sporand recreation facilities (including quantitative or qualitative
deficits or surpluses) and opportunities for new provision. Information gained from
the assessments should be used to determine what open space, sport and recreational
provision is needed, which plans should then seek to accommodate.

1 Para 9 - Existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, including
playing fields, should not be built on unless:

a) an assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown the open
space, buildings or land to be surplus to requirements; or

b) the loss resulting from the proposed development would be replaced by
equivalent or better provision in terms of quantity and quality in a suitable
location; or

c) the development is for alternative sports and recreational provision, the
benefits of which clearly outweigh the loss of the current or former use.



Castle PoinOpen SpacAssessmen023) ¢ Final April2024)

1 Paral00- Planning policies and decisions should protect and enhance public rights of
way and access, including taking opportunities to provide better facilities for users, for
example by adding links to existing rights of way networks including National Trails

1 Para 126 The creation of high quality, beautiful and sustainable buildings and places
is fundamental to what the planning and development process should achieve. Good
design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates better places in which to
live and wak and helps make development acceptable to communitiesng clear
about design expectations, and how these will be tested, is essential for achieving this.
So too if effective engagement between applicants, communities, local planning
authorities and other interests throughout the process.

1 Para B3 - Plans should take a proactive approach to mitigating and adapting to
climate change, taking into account the letegm implications for flood risk, coastal
change, water supply, biodiversity and landscapes, and the risk of overheating from
rising temperatues. Policies should support appropriate measures to ensure the
future resilience of communities and infrastructure to climate change impacts, such
as providing space for physical protection measures, or making provision for the
possible futurerelocation of vulnerable development and infrastructure

1 Para 172 - Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the
natural and local environment.

1 Para 175 Plans shouldiistinguish between the hierarchy of international, national
and locally designated sites; allocate land with the least environmental or amenity
value, where consistent with other policies in the NPRake a strategic approach to
maintaining and enhancing networks of habitats and green infrastructure; and plan
for the enhancement of natural capital at a catchment or landscape scale across local
authority boundaries.

This is supported by thidational Planning Practice Guidance (NPRé&bsite, which includes
guidance on key areas such as Desigre National Design Guidad the National Model
Design Code and Guidance Notes for Design Codes illustrate hodesigihed places that
are beautiful, healthy, greener, enduring, and successful can be achieved in practice.

Green Infrastructure (Gl)

The concept of Gl is firmly embedded within the NPPF, which requires local planning
authorities to set out a strategic approach in their Local Plans, planning positively for the
creation, protection, enhancemenand management of networks of biodiversity and green

AY FNI aiNUzOG dzNB @ LG RSTAYySa 3fdaBéngl greeyi &rdd & G NXHz
blue spaces and other natural features, urban and rural, which is capable of delivering a wide
range of envionmental, economic, health and wellbeing benefits for nature, climate, local

YR S6ARSNI O2YYdzyAGASA YR LINRPALISNAGEQO®



Castle PoinOpen SpacAssessmen023) ¢ Final April2024)

The study area has a wide range of existing green infrastructure assets such as open spaces,
allotments, woodlands, street trees, fields, hedgerows, treelines, lakes, ponds, rivers,
meadows, grassland, playing fields, footpaths, and cycleways.

Gl takes many different forms and can be delivered at multiple scales. It provides multiple
functions, which in turn provide significant environmental, social, and economic benefits (also
known as ecosystem services). The key benefits provided by @&t axt &1 the table below.

Table3 Benefits provided by Gl ‘

- Envionmental

1 Supports and provides biodiversity (which underpins healthy and resilient ecosystems) and
movement/dispersal including through providing habitat, wildlife corridors and stepgtimiges.

1 Provides climate change mitigation and adaptation e.g., through providing flood and soil e
protection, carbon sequestration and storage, and urban cooling.

Improves air and water quality (pollution absorption and removal).

Enables food production and supports pollination.

Supports and creates attractive and sustainable places and landscapes i.e., quality placema
place keeping.

Socialhealth and wellbeing

1 Provides opportunities for outdoor recreation, exercise, play and access to nature.

1 Provides attractive and safe spaces for people to enjoy and improve social coqtactsey
O2YLRYSYyil 2F WEAQOSIofSQ G2oya YR OAGASE
Supports the development of skills and capabilities.

Improves air and water quality, provides urban cooling and shade, reduces noise pollution.
Provides green active travel routes.

~Economic
Provides attractive places to live and work, attracting inward investment and tourism.

Increased land and property values.

Supports sustainable homes and communities e.g., through providing local food and b
materials, encouraging low carbon lifestyles e.g., through well connected and attractive w
and cycling routes.

1 Provides health and wellbeing benefits that result in avoided healthcare costs.

91 Provides local food, energy, and timber production.

I Climate change mitigation and adaption.

= —a -

= —a

E N

Nature-based Solutions

The terms green infrastructure and natdb@ased solutions are overlapping and are often
used interchangeably, with Gl falling under the umbrella of natased solutions.

Natured I & SR & 2 f dzil A 2 ¥diond tdNfBote®, SFsthigablj\Rmahagie, aHd restore

natural or modified ecosystems that address societal challenges effectively and adaptively,
simultaneously providing human wéllSAy 3 | YR 0 A 2 RATRER NdeAhuge 0 Sy S
potential to help citiesand urban areabecome more resilient to climate change, and benefit
LIS2LJ SQa KSFfOdK yR GKS SO2y2Yeéed

5 https://www.iucn.org/our-work/nature-basedsolutions
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Nature-based solutionsend to befocused on six key arelas

1 Urban trees; found in parks, gardens, and along streets, trees can help to regulate
urban temperatures, reduce flood risk, and clean the air

1 Parks and green spacesatural or planted green spaces are used for recreation and
exercise, as well as being rich habitats for wildlife

1 Green buildingg walls and roofs covered with vegetation act like sound and heat
insulation for buildings, and absorb rainwater, so reducing flood risk

1 Riverbank vegetatiorg plants along riverbanks trap soil and sediment, improving
water quality and reducing flood damage by slowing the flow of water

f Wetland and bioswales natural wetlands and malvy| RS o0A2aé6l f Sa 6:
I NRSYaQ0 KSEL) G2 LIzNAFe 41 GSNIFYR NBRdAzOS

1 Lakes and ponds natural or artificial waterbodies in cities can hold water for
irrigation ordrinking andsupport a wide range of wildlife.

Greenlinfrastructure Standards

b I GdzNJ f Nt GregrRigrastructure FrameworWas launched in January 2023
and establishes national standards (voluntary) for Gl in England and comprises the following:

Gl Principleg underpin the framework and cover why, what and how to do good Gl.

Gl Mapping Database and Analgsasreely available tool providing GI Mapping layers

and analyses.

1 Gl Standards (5 headline standai&| Strategy Standards, Accessible Greenspace
Standards, Urban Nature Recovery Standard, Urban Greening Factor Standard and
Urban Tree Canopy Cover Standard).

1 Gl Planning and design guide (which complements existing guidance such as the
National Design Guide and National Model Design Code).

9 Process Journeys (to assist different audiences) are still to be published.

1
1

The Framework does not seek to duplicate existing standards such as Building with Nature,
but rather to learn from best practice and reinforce key messages, such as that green
infrastructure and natural capital needs to be considered and incorporatedeae#rliest
stages of development and treated like other types of essential infrastructure.

Buildingwith NatureA & G KS | YQa FANBUO O0SYOKYIFIN] F¥2NJDL®
evidencebasedquality standards which define what good looks like at each stage of the
development process, so that developments deliver for the natural world and healthy
communities. It can be used to guide physical development and also strategic planning policy
documents, and there are accreditation options available for both physical developmehts an

policy documents.

6 https://earthwatch.org.uk/workingwith-business/climateproof-cities
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Covid 19 and the impact on open spaces and green infrastructure

The value of greennfrastructure has also been keenly recognised during tbeidC19

LI YRSYAO 6KSNBE | O0S&aa G2 3INBSy-benglaléhgsided | & SR
wider appreciation of nature.

From 2009 to 2019, Natural England ran the Monitor of Engagement of the Natural
Environment (MENE) survey. It collected data about outdoor recreatiorepvoonmental
behaviours, attitudes towards and engagement with the natural environment. It was
estimated there were 4 billion visits to the natural environment in 2019, up from 2.9 billion
over 10 years. The survey highlights the importance of access to nature for our health and
wellbeing, but also clear inequalities between different age, ethnic andosmonomic
groups, and those with different states of health, in how they use and experience the natural
environment.
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Most people’s experience of nature is close to
home, in green spaces in towns and cities.

There are many different reasons and barriers
people have for not visiting the environment.

Promoting people's access to
nature should be an aim in itself
because of the benefits it

) provides to society
Engagement is unequal; low

income, ethnic minority and old
age groups are less likely to
frequently visit.

Concern for the environment is
mainstream, but most pro-
environmental behaviours are not.

Children's experience with nature is varied,
with almost 25% spending time outside less
than once a month.

Time spent in the natural world provides &
large benefits to the economy.

Spending time in nature is
good for your wellbeing.

00060

MENE concluded in 2019 and has been superseded by The People and Nature Survey for
England. This has also helped understand how adults and children in England have engaged
with nature since the coronavirus pandemic.

¢KS FTAYRAY3Ia O2yGAydzS G2 RSY2yaidaNridsS GKS AYL
wellbeing. During April 2020 (during lockdown restrictions) the survey polled 2000 people and
key findings included:

1 The survey also revealed that a smaller proportion of adults spent time outside in April
2020 than their reported average over 12 months, which suggests that lockdown
restrictions impacted people using green spaces.

1 The most regular visits to green spaces were to urban green spaces such as parks and
playing fields (41%), followed by fields, farmland, and countryside (25%), woodland
and forests (24%) and rivers, lakes, and canals (21%).

1 86% of adults with access to a private garden of allotment felt that these spaces are
important to them.

1 89% of adults agreed or strongly agreed that green and natural spaces should be good
places for mental health and wellbeing.

T y1mr 2F | RdzZA Ga I INBSR GKFG WoSAy3a Ay yI {dzN

The Natural Environment White Paper (NEWP) The Natural Choice: securing the value of

nature (2011)

The White Papeecognises that a healthy natural environment is the foundation of sustained
economic growth, prospering communities and personal wellbeing. It sets out how the value
of nature can be mainstreamed across our society by facilitating local action; stremngghen
the connections between people and nature; creating a green economy and showing
leadership in the European Union (EU) and internationally. It responds to the 2010
AYRSLISYRSYyi(i NBOGASg 2F 9y3IftlyRQa gAf RfokTS
Sir John Lawton, which identifies the need for more, better and bigger joined spaces for
nature.

a Al
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International obligations set out in the United NatigiiN) Convention on Biological Diversity
(CBD) Strategic Plan for Biodiversity (2&PD20) included 20 targets known as the Aichi
biodiversity targets.

In 2011, the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) published a
A0NY GS3e F2NJ 9y3IttryR OFffSR W. A2RAGSNEAGE H»
and species in England. The strategy aligned with international obligatsrmit in the CBD

strategic plan for biodiversity 20%2020.

The majority of the 2020 outcomes and indicators were not ek S Y2 aid NBOSy i
blra2ya o0!b0 .A2RAGSNERAGE /2y FSNByOS 2F GKS
a2yGNBLHES /FyIRFE 61yY26y a4 /htmpOd LG A& Iy
GKS 'b /.5® /htwmp &l ¢ AlyKISS NJR2oldey2lyE 22 [ &/ SF62 NI
(KSdzy YA YBGNBFE Df206Ff . A2RAOBKEDEK: NBNK V¥ O62 N
{GN} GS3AO tfty WaNIN . k ¥RA ASNGE KEROKAL Mad NBBI & 0
2OSNI NDKAY3 3F21ta 6KAOK aSaG 2dzi + @rarzy F2N

Fields in Trust

CAStRa AYy C¢NMzAG o6CL¢O Aa Iy AYRSLSYRSyid OKLF N
and green spaces. They work with landowners, community groups and policy makers to
champion the value of our parks and green spaces to achieve better protéatitreir future

at both local and national level.

Fields in Trust works in partnership with landowners to protect land through a Deed of
Dedication, a binding legal commitment with the landowner which secures spaces (usually a
public park, playing field or recreation ground) in perpetuity for current and future
generations to enjoyEven if a space already has a form of protection (such as a covenant, or
town and village green registration), a Deed of Dedication will strengthen thegion®.

¢KS CL¢ NBLEZNI WDdzZARFyOS T2 NJ hdziR2%rwidésLI2 NI |
benchmarlguidelinesfor practitioners on open space provision and design, which have been
considered as part of the development of quantity, access and quality stanthe8#ction 6

of this report.

FIT also conduct research into the benefits that local parks provide, such as the Revaluing
Parks and Green Spaces Study (see below).

"The CBD is an international treaty for the conservation of biological diversity. The CBD was agreed in 1992 and
has seen nearly every country in the world become a party to it. The UK brought the CBD into force in 1993. This
put the UK government underlagal obligation to protect biodiversity in its territories.

8 https://www.fieldsintrust.org/whatis-protection
9 https://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/quidance/Guidanc@r-OutdoorSportand-PlayEngland.pdf



https://prod.drupal.www.infra.cbd.int/article/cop15-final-text-kunming-montreal-gbf-221222
https://www.fieldsintrust.org/what-is-protection
https://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/guidance/Guidance-for-Outdoor-Sport-and-Play-England.pdf
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Revaluing Parks and Green Spacebleasuring their economic andvellbeing value to
individuals (Fields in Trust (FIT), 2018)

This report provides a robust economic valuation of parks and green spaces in the UK as well
as valuing improvements in health and wellbeing associated with their frequent use. This is
the first research study on parks and green spaces to use welfare tmgighethodology,
allowing for more informed evideneeased policy decisions. The headline figures are:

1 The Total Economic Value to an individual is £30.24 per \{€ar52 per month), and
includes benefits gained from using their local park or green space andis®n
benefits such as the preservation of parks for future generations. The value of parks
and green spaces is higher for individuals from lower secanomc groups and from
black and minority ethnic backgrounds. The findings show that any loss of parks and
green spaces will disproportionately impact disadvantaged and underrepresented
communities precisely those who value them the most.

1 The Wellbeing Value associated with the frequent use of local parks and green
spaces is worth £34.2 billion per ye&w the entire UK adult population.

1 Parks and green spaces are estimated to save the NHS around £111 million per year
based solely on a reduction in GP visits and excluding any additional savings from
prescribing or referrals.

Making Parks Count (The Parks Alliance (TPA), 2020)

¢CKA& NBLER2NI YI1Sa GKS odzaaAySaa OFasS F2NJ LI NJ
Ay@SatyYSyidQed LG AftdzaGNIGSa K2g LI NJa Ay 9y 3
and environmental benefits each year including £2.2bn in avoided heakls alone and

worth £140 per year for each urban resident. For every £1 spent on parks in England an
estimated £7 in additional value for health and wellbeing and the environment is generated.

Some of the other key figures referenced in the report are:

1 Urban green spaces raise house prices by an average of £2,500;

T [2YR2y Q& LINja Fft2yS KStLI I @2AR Fy SaidAiavl
each year,

1 Parks are among the most species rich types of urban green spaces, and over 1,500
ALISOASE 2F !'YQa LRttAYylFIrG2NA RSEAGSNI Iy Sa

1 The benefits of air pollutant removal by trees in public parks in England is estimated
at £60m per year;

1 The value of carbon sequestration by trees in public parks in England is estimated at
£9m per year;

1 Parks in England provide an urban cooling benefit of £4.8m per year.

Sport England Strategg W! YA G Ay 3 §(KS -y¥a2 @BIYiS yatsiorm! livesnamd
O2YYdzyAGASE OGKNRBdzZAK aALBRNI |yR LIKEeaAOLIT I OlAC(L

The Uniting the Movement Strategy by Sport England is-ged0 vision to transform lives
and communities through sport and physical activity. It sets out how the sector needs to
change to give people opportunities now and, in the future, to allow peapleve happier,
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healthier, and more fulfilled lives. This includes tackling inequalities seen in sport and physical
activity and helping to remove barriers. The three objectives for the strategy are:

1. Advocating for movement, sport, and physical activity.

2. Joining forces on five big issues: recover and reinvent; connecting communities;
positive experience for children and young people; connecting with health and
wellbeing and active environments.

3. Creating the catalysts for change.

Yearly implementation plans will ensure that Sport England are investing most in those that
need it the most with the right blend of national and local action and keeping the plan simple
providing information and guidance to support colleagues and partners

Environment Agency National Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy (2020)

CKS 9Y@ZANRBYYSyYy(d ! 3SyodeQa Cft22R IyR /2Faidlf ¢
framework for guiding the operational activities and decision making of practitioners
supporting the direction set by government policy to protect people and pldteseks to

better manage the risk and consequences of flooding from rivers, the sea, groundwater,
reservoirs, ordinary watercourses, surface water, sewansl coastal erosion.

The strategy sets out the lortgrm delivery objectives the nation should take for the next 10

to 30 years as well as practical measures risk management authorities should take working

with partners and communitiest has a vision fo# |y I yXo2, gind hedlienRto, flooding

and coastal changes 1 2 R 8 2 (12 Y2 NNR g | JoRachig\@ this Kisson #heS | NJ H
strategy has three lonrterm ambitions:

1. Climate resilient placeg working with partners to improve resilience to flooding and
coastal change both now and in the face of climate chafgés includes using nature
based solutions and working with landowners to adapt practices to become more
resilient.

2.¢2RI2Qa INBGUK YR AYTFNI &l NdzOakioghfe righdS & A £ A S
investment and planning decisions to secure sustainable growth and environmental
improvements as well as providing resilience to chafddmes includes contributing to
environmental net gain for new development proposals gmting a focus on
providing planning advice that helps avoid inappropriate development in areas of risk.

3. A nation ready to respond and adapt to flooding and coastal chaggssuring local
people understand their risk to flooding and coastdiange andknow their
responsibilities and how to take actioihis includes supporting communities to
prepare and respond to flooding and coastal chabgesnsuring they have the skills
and capabilities to adapt.
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3.2.2 Regional Context

Essex Green Infrastructure Strategy (2020)

The purpose of the strategy is to take a positive approach to enhance, protect and create an
inclusive and integrated network of higiuality green infrastructure in Greater Essex, to
create a countywide understanding of green infrastructuggts functions and values, and to
identify opportunities for delivering green infrastructure.

¢tKS F2fft26Ay3 GAaAz2y NBFtSOGa GKS 9aaSE DNBS
Partners) position regarding the important future role of green infrastructure within Greater
EssexWe will protect, develop and enhance a high quality connected green infrastructure
network that extends from our city and town centres, and urban areas to the countryside and

coast and which is sedustaining and is designed for people and wildlife.

The Green Infrastructure Strategy aims to deliver the vision through the seven objectives:

1 Protect existing green infrastructure, especially designated sites

Improve existing green infrastructure so it is better functioning for people and wildlife

1 Create more higiyuality multifunctional green infrastructure, especially in areas of
deficiency

1 Improve the connectivity of green infrastructure for people and wildlife

1 Increase use and inclusivity of green infrastructure across all user groups, social groups
and abilities

1 Provide green infrastructure facilities to promote health and wellbeing

1 Working with partners to build and secure funding, effective governance and
stewardship for new and existing green infrastructure to ensure their l@mm
sustainability

=

Joint Strategic Framework (South Essex Councils)

South Essex Councils (SEC) comprises of Basildon, Brentwood, Castle Point, Rochford,
Southendon-Sea, Thurrock, and Essex County Council. The SEC aims to work together to
deliver improved prosperity and wellbeing in the region by tackling problems thatbeem
O2dzy OAfa OlFyQiu a2t @3S AYRAGARdAzZ tftex ONBIGAY3
leadership to promote South Essex.

One of the priorities of SEC is investment in green and blue infrastructure that supports parks
and river walks, active use of environmental assets, biodiversity, health, and wellbeing
outcomes, promoting active and thriving communiti@he South Essex Blue and Green
Infrastructure Strategy (detail outlined below) will help to deliver this priority along with
benefiting the economy, peopl@nd the environment of the region, and helping to deliver
biodiversity net gain and net zero carbon.
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South Essex Blue and Green Infrastructure Straté2fy20)
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LocalNature Recovery Network for Greater Essex

Led by Essex County Council, the loa#lirerecovery network strategy aims to find locations
for the creation or improvement of habitat which are most likely to provide the greatest
benefit for nature and the wider environment. The strategy will set out biodiversity priorities
across the county anbighlight proposed actions to achieve the priorities. The network will
include a map of important biodiversity area, description and opportunities for the strategy
area, agreement of priority areas and poterntraeasures for achieving recovery goals. It is
hoped that the final strategy will be published in July 2024.
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Essex Design Guide

The Essex Design Guide was established in 1973 by Essex County Council. It is used to guide
and create high quality places. The latest publication in 2018 seeks to address the evolution

of socieeconomic impacts ormplace makingincluding creating higlguality, sustainable
developmentsThe guide has 6 overarching themes:

1 Active Design Principlesdesigning and adapting where we live to encourage activity
in everyday life. The principles aim to inspire and inform the layout of places to
promote sport and active lifestyles.

1 Ageing Population¢ planning and designing new development with regard to the
needs of the ageing population to ensure that older people remain independent and
in their own home.

1 Health and Wellbeing; creating spaces that deter crime, help create socially inclusive
active communities and provide opportunities for residents to be active through their
everyday lives.

1 Digital and Smart Technology by introducing smart technology it provides an
opportunity for spaces to be both commercially viable and sustainable in the long
term. It aims to create places thaanevolve and progress over time.

1 Garden Communitie; environments that are designed to promote community
inclusion and walkable, social, vibrant neighbourhoods.

1 Climate Change; a set of project outcomes to drive a change in the approach to
planning, delivering, and managing new and existing communities, examplade
SUDs, electric vehicles, landscape and green spaces.

3.2.3 Local Context

Corporate Plan 202t, 24

The Castle Point Corporate Plan focusses on four priority areas of: economy and growth,
people, placel YR SY@ANRYYSyld G2 | OKASOS GKS @gAraArzy
O 2 Y Y dzyParéistopen spaseand beaches are considered under the environment priority

area. The objective is for these spaces to be protected and enhanced with a target of 70%
NBEaAaARSYy(GaQ aldGAaFl OGA2y & This Kssesdmald contribufeRto 2 LIS y
the shortterm plan for protecting and enhancing open spaceghwhe medium term to
successfully implement the strategy and finally in the long term to implement new
stewardship models.

Local Plan 1998

The current Local Plan was adopted in November 1998 and ran until SeptembeiS2Ot .
2007 only a handful of policies are still in pla®é those policies still active, the following
relate to open space:
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and parks in areas of identified need. Where possible and appropriate, such provision shall

be made in association with new development.

Policy RE5: Public Open Space
Land is allocated for public open space purposes (as shown on the proposals map) at 8
locations across the borough.

Policy RE6: Allotments
The development of sites allocated for allotment purposes will not be permitted. Where
appropriate, the council will seek to improve the provision of allotments within the borough.

Policy RE8: Hadleigh Castle Country Park

The Council will continue to seek the expansion of the Hadleigh Castle Country Park. Within

the park the council will, in principle, encourage informal recreation. Any planning

F LILJXE AOF A2y a F2NJ RSOSEt 2LIYSYyd oA (Kprgsenick S 02 dz
future use for informal countryside recreation will be refused.

Policy RE9: Informal Recreation in the Countryside
In considering applications for informal recreation in the countryside, the council will have
particular regard to:

() the impact upon wildlife of their habitats, agriculture, sites of archaeological importance
or ancient monuments.

(i) the impact upon the enjoyment of other users of the countryside.

(iii) the impact upon residential amenity

(iv) the impact upon the appearance of the landscape

(v) the adequacy of car parking provision and accessibility for those using public transport

Policy RE10: Water recreation
The Council will encourage the provision of recreational facilities within the estuary and creek
areas provided that:

(i) such uses would not adversely affect wildlife or threaten their habitats

(ii) use of water by one group does not unduly prejudice its use by another

(ii) that adequate car parking provision is made to cater for the needs of users
(iv) the proposal complies with any other policy contained within the local plan

Policy RE14: Planning agreements and recreational development

In appropriate cases, the Council will expect developers to enter into planning agreements to
secure the provision of open space or other recreational facilities such provision to be fairly
and reasonably related to the development, in scale and kind.
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Work has commenced to develop to new Local Plan (Castle Point Plan) which will guide
development up until 2050.

Emerging Local PlanThe Castle Point Plan

In June 2022, the Council took the decision to withdraw its local plan, and to commence work
on a new local plan, known as the Castle Point Plan. It will focus on meeting the needs of local
people and ensuring that development proposals bring about genoiced benefits that are
supported by local communities and stakeholders. Place making, including Gl and the natural
environment will be at the heart of the Castle Point Plan.

Open Space Appraisal Update (2012)

This study was conducted by the Council and provided an update of the previous 2006 Open
Space Appraisal. The appraisal follows the guidance of companionRfa@E#®7 and updated

the data and recommendations for each type of open sp#deund that as of 2012, there

were 142 open spaces within the borough, with the 24 new spaces since the 2006 appraisal
was conducted wittsignificant increases in parks and natural and semi natural spaces being
highlighted. 67% of those spaces were accessible to the public.

The recommendedstandards for the different types of open spacare set ouin the table
below, however, these standards were never adoptedl the 1998 adopted Local Plan does
not use standards.

Tabled Open space standards recommended in 2012 appraisal

Typology Quantity Access

Urban Parks and Gardens 0.103 ha/1,000 people 720m straight line distance or
15-minute walk time

Natural and SeriNatural 2.377 ha/1,000 people 720m straight line distance or

Areas 15-minute walk time

Outdoor Sports Facilities 3.217 ha/1,000 people 2,400 straight line distance or
10-minute drive

Amenity Greenspaces 0.452 ha/1,000 people 480m straight line distance or

10-minute walk time
Provision for children and 0.048 ha/1,00 people within = 480m straight linedistance or
young people existing areas 10-minute walk time
0.25 hd1,000 people within
new developments

Allotments and Community = 0.065 ha/1,000 people 2,400 straight line distance or
Gardens 10-minute drive
Country Parks 2.34 ha/1,000 people 480m straight line distance or

10-minute walk time

Playing Pitch Strategy (2018 and 2022)

The 2018 playing pitch strategy was a joint commission along with other neighbouring South
Essex authorities to assess outdoor sport facility needs. It sets out the supply and demand of
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playing pitches and other outdoor sports facilitesfore setting recommendations. In 20222,
an internal review of the 2018 was completed internally by Castle Point Borough Council. A

summary of the findings of both studies can be found below

Table5

Summary of playing pitch stratedpy sport/facility

Sport/Facility 2018 Strategy

2022 Update

Football There is an existing shortfall based Increase in the number of teams per a
the demand required, with limitec group especially for adults.
spare capacity to demand increase No changes in the supply.
the future.

3G and AGPS Only 1 full sized 3G pitcland there is No changes in supply but still a dema
need for an additional 4 pitches bas¢ for 3G pitches.
on existing demand. No AGPS w
demand relying on neighbourin
authorities.

Cricket Current and future demand can L Increase in teams, and lack of indo
accommodated. facilities. Need to improve existin

quality of facilities.

Rugby Shortfall for rugby pitches despit No changes in supply or demand.
there being some spare capacity.

Tennis All  facilities are located on th Need to improve existing facilities ar
mainland. There is enough capacity make more accessible.
meet the needs to existing clubs.

Athletics No athletics clubs or tracks with th Still no outdoor facilities, and deman
borough. One disused track i has reduced.
Waterside which has sufficier
demand for it to be reinstated.

Bowls 3 facilities on the mainland. Increas Demand has reduced and there is

for demand, therefore a need
protect existing provision.

3.3 Health and Deprivation Context

3.3.1 Health summary

Public Health England publiskveralindicators which can provide a summary of the health

context ofCastle Point

need to protect and enhance th
existing facilities.



Male Life
Expectancy
3 year range (2018 - 20)
is

79.4

which is the same
as the England
average
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Female Life
Expectancy
3 year range (2018 - 20)

is

83.1

which is the same
as the England
average

Adult Obesity

classified as
overweight or obese
(2021/22)

65%

which is higher than the
England average (63%)

W HEALTH SUMMARY

Physically

Active Adults
(2021/22)

65%

which is lower than the
England average (67%)

3.3.2 Health Policy

Essex County Council

Child
Deprivation

in relative low income
families (2021/22)

13%

which is lower than
the England average *

(19%)

Child Obesity

prevalence of obesity
in year 6 children
(2021/22)

23%
which is the same as
the England average »

(23%)

Essex County Council provides support and advises on work to reduce the gap in life
expectancy, increase the years of healthy life expectancy and reduce the differences between
health outcomes in the population. It oversees the development of the healthsawial care
needs assessment referred to as the Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA).

The assessment highlights that the preventative health issues are one of the key issues with
almost two thirds of adults being overweight and obese with excess weight in children also
being a concern. Physical activity and healthy weight are one of theegitagoriorities of this
assessment with the environment being a key factor in improving this including access to
greenspaces and active travel.

There are also health inequalities within Essex especially regarding life expectancy. Spatial
planning is recognised as a mechanism to improving this with housing growth and
regeneration provide environmental that promote access to green spaces.

The livewell campaign involved the local authorities and partners in Essex to collaborate on
the health and wellbeing agenda to achieve better health outcomes for people living in Essex.
The six themes that these focus on are:
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Startwell ¢ help young families have the best start in life.

Staywell ¢ work with community and professionals to provide access to the best
clinical services.

Feelwellg improve access to services that address mental wellbeing.

Eatwellg raise awareness about healthier eating.

Bewell¢ encourage more people to undertake regular physical activity.

Agewell¢ encourage people to improve their health and wellbeing now to lead to a
better quality of life and provide opportunities for the elderly to be more active during
retirement.

=

= =4 4 A

Castle Point and RochforgHealth and Wellbeing Strategy 20222025

This strategy sets out how Castle Point and Rochford Councils plan to improve the health and
wellbeing over the threg/ear plan period. It was developed with input from the Essex County
Council, the CCG and community and voluntary sector organisationsttitwegh the health

profile of Castle Point is relatively good, it has been identified that there are significant
differences within wards. Healthy life expectancy also indicates that there are lots of
preventative health issues that can be tackled to reelthisc currently in Castle Point there

is a 12year gap in healthy life expectancy for males andya& gap for females.

The four priority areas are:

1. Mental health and wellbeing
2. Physical health and wellbeing
3. Ageing well

4. Community resilience

Having the ability to access open spaces crosses across all four of these priority areas, and the
strategy highlights how the COVID pandemic has changed perceptions, such as, people
engaging with and are valuing nature, outdoor spaces, and gardens.

3.3.3 Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD)

The Indices of DeprivatioP019 provide a set of relative measures of deprivation for small
areas (Lowefayer Super Output Aread. SOA3)across England, based on seven different
domains of deprivation:

Income Deprivation

Employment Deprivation

Education, Skill@nd Training Deprivation
Health Deprivation and Disability

Crime

Barriers to Housing and Services

= =4 4 -8 A8 -2



Castle PoinOpen SpacAssessmen023) ¢ Final April2024)

1 Living Environment Deprivation

Each of these domains is based on a basket of indicators. Asifap@ssible, each indicator

is based on data from the most recent time point availablee Index of Multiple Deprivation
combines information from the seven domains to produce an overall relative measure of
deprivation.Figure4 below shows the IMD rank for each LSOA withindtiney area, where

1 is most deprived and 10 is least deprivéd.can be seerevels of inequality vary across
the borough with the highest levels of deprivation Canvey Island

A Public Health England rep¥rhighlights that improving access to quality green space has
the potential to improve health outcomes for the whole population, in a number of ways:

Promoting health behaviour including encouraging physical activity and active travel,
Improving social contacts and giving people a sense of familiarity and belonging;
Supporting the development of skills and capabilities; and

Mediating potential harms posed by the local environment for example air pollution,
heat, noise and flood risk.

= -4 —a -8

This is particularly true for disadvantaged communities, where the evidence suggests that
LJIS2 L)X SQa KSFfOK yR ¢StftoSAy3a Aa SyKIyOSR
that green space also can be an important tool in the ambition to increasdthyelife

expectancy and narrow the gap between the life chances of the richest and poorest in society.

3 wards
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Figure4 IMD ranks in the study area (by LSQMhere a rank ol ismost deprivecand 10isleast deprived

0 Public Health England Repeitnproving access to greenspace: a new review for 2020



https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/904439/Improving_access_to_greenspace_2020_review.pdf?utm_source=Green+Infrastructure+Partnership&utm_campaign=2e91181235-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2017_08_31_COPY_01&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_f4eb0dc7a3-2e91181235-105930361
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3.3.4 South East Essex Alliang®eveloping a South East Essex Alliance Plan (Data Trawl)

The wider determinants of health

10% . 5%

Socio-economic
Factors

40%

1A \ [ o/
10% | 070

source: Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute in US
to rank countries by health status

Key health informatiorof relevance to open space @astle Point is summarised below:

1 Percentage of Physically active children and young people decreassakile Point
from 2019/20 to 2020/21 and is currently"®ut of 9 in Greater Essex

1 Percentage of Physically inactive adults increased in Castle Point from 2019/20 to
2020/21 and is currently®™out of 14 in Greater Essex

1 Percentage of Physically active adults decreased in Castle Point from 2019/20 to
2020/21 and is currently 8th out of 14 in Greater Essex

1 Percentage of Obese recepti@ye children increased in Castle Point from 2018/19 to
2019/20 and is currently 4th out of 14 in Greater Essex

1 Percentage of Obese Year 6 children decreased in Castle Point from 2018/19 to
2019/20 and is currently'Tout of 14 in Greater Essex

1 Percentage of Overweight including obese adults decreased in Castle Point from
2018/19 to 2019/20 and is currently®®ut of 14 in Greater Essex

1 98% of houses in Castle Point have a private outdoor sp&asf, 34 in Greater Essex.
65% of flats in Castle Point have a private outdoor spdtef 44 in Greater Essex

1 Castle Point has Green Infrastructure in 49% of the local authority area.

1 The latest ONS data (2019) showed that the area with the highest percentage of
woodland cover (excluding inland wat&r)n Greater Essex was Brentwood (12%),
followed by Castle Point (11%).

'woodland cover for Great Britain is based on areas of trees of at least 0.5ha, wider than 20m, with a
minimum of 20% canopy cover, or the potential to achieve it.
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4.0 LOCAL NEEDS ASSESSMENT (STEP 1)

4.1 Introduction

The consultation report (2@ examines local needs for a wide range of different types of
open space and recreation facilities. It provides consultation findings from public consultation
and previous consultation findings from other strategies. The work was undertakerJtrigm

to September2023.

The consultation undertaken looked at the adequacy of current provision in terms of the
guantity, quality, and access. The results of this consultation and other analyses have helped
(amongst other aspects) to inform the content of the recommended loeealdsrds (section

6 of this report). It has also helped the study to understand the communities wider
appreciated and values attached to open space and recreation facilities.

Thissection summaries the key findings from the consultation report 8082 relation to
open space under the following headings:

1. Community Consultation
2. Stakeholder Consultation

4.2 Community Consultatiorg Key Findings

This provides some key consultation findings fromitd & A Rusvgyinfiéh wasostedby
0KS /| 2cmsdiationCPiatform and promotetthrough their website and social media
platforms duringluly¢ September 2023A total of578surveys were completed, representing
1,329 people. This response rate has provided statistically significant findings at a 95%
confidence level with a confidence interval of 4.06.

421 Quantity

1 For all kinds of open spaces/recreation facilitiespondentsghoughtthat there was
a need formore provision, however, high numbers also stated that there was
sufficient provision.

1 A large majority thought that there was a particular need for more woodlands, wildlife
areas and nature reserve$8%), informal open space$2%) and facilities for
teenagers $0%).

1 Types of open spaces where respondents thought that there were enough facilities
waswater recreation facilities @).

4.2.2 Quality

f Quality of open spaces were seen as varied in how they were @tedi K WI RS |j dzl {

being used as the most common rating.
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1 Beaches were rated the most highly in terms of quality Ww&% of respondents either
rating them as good or very godallowed by parks and recreation ground&%o)and
woodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves (45%)

1 Households highlighted the overall quality of outdoor facilities for teenagers as being
either poor or very poor bg 7%followed by32% forwater recreation facilities

4.2.3 Access

In general, a majority of household respondents report that they would not normally travel
more than 15 minutes to visit the different kinds of open spaces and recreation facilities.
There is considerable variation however between the typologies. For deamp

1 66% of households are prepared to travaebre than 10minutes to visit the study
I NBwoerinds, wildlife areas and nature reserves¥biould also travehore than
16 minutes to beaches

T 54 2F K2dzaSK2f R& ¢2dzZ R SELISOG-mdkeitravieINS y Q &
time, of which14% would not wish to travel more than 5 minutes.

1 43% of households would be prepared to travel betwedhminutes to parks and
recreation grounds with only326 willing to travel up to 5 minutes.

1 75% of households confirmed that they would be prepared to walk/cycle further if the
guality of the route was improved; an@®% of households also said that if the quality
of the route wasmproved,they would make the journey more often.

4.2.4 Priorities

1 The category highlighted by the largest number of households as a high pfarity
potential improvement/new provisionwas woodlands, wildlife area and nature
reservey68%)

1 Other notable high priorities for improvement includeotpaths, bridleways, and
cycle path provision (62%) and parks and recreation gro(&ick).

T / KAf RNByQa L | @& I NSFa +Ffta2 &a02NB ljdzAadS
high/medium priority choice for 68% of household36% high/32% medium). Youth
facilities were rated similarly (a combined high/medium priority choice for 57% of
households 25%high/32% medium).

9 Improving access at existing facilities was not deemed particularly significant across
any typologyexcept for allotments (26%).
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Stakeholder Consultation
Overview

Natural England suggests that the accessible natural green space standards developed
as part of the National Green Infrastructure Framework should be a starting point for
developing a standard for natural and semi natural green space.

There areseveralstrategic stakeholders which manage key green spaces within Castle
Point including Essex Wildlife Trust, RSPB and Salvation Army.

Many stakeholders also highlighted the importance of biodiversity within open spaces
especially given the unique and rare species and habitats that can be found in Castle
Point particularly along the coastal areas

Quantity

Most strategic stakeholders thought that there are enough open spaces across the
borough, except for the need for more cycle paths and bridleways.

The majority of community organisations thought that there was a need for more
facilities for teenagers and water recreation facilities.

Quality

Strategic stakeholders highlighted that the quality of spaces varies across the borough
with issues such as ardbcial behaviour, littering and poor management being
highlighted frequently.

It was suggested by community organisations that the quality of open spaces varies
with the majority rating them as either good or adequate.

Access

Strategic organisations stressed the importance of balancing recreational access with
the need to protect biodiversity within Castle Point particularly in terms of natural
green spaces and water recreation.

The cycle network and bridleways restrict access for those users, and this should be
also considered when looking at opportunities to connect open spaces.

Community organisations highlighted that lack of toilet facilities, accessible parking
facilities and parking charges can restrict people from accessing open spaces.
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4.4  Concluding remarks

wSalLlyasS tS@Sta were bigh JithAdded krBs8ettinmai thehaiahdh S &
geographically as well as a mixture of age groups and disabiltegever, responses from
stakeholders wereconsiderably low.There is a strong degree of consistency across the
various sources on key areas of local and strategic need/aspirations, from which we can be
confident that the findings are robust and reliable.

The findings provide evidence to support the spatial planning standards recommended for
the different typologies of open space (see Section 6).
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5.0 AUDIT OF EXISTING OPEN SPACE ASSETS

5.1 General approach

5.1.1 Review of existing open space typologies

tKS O2dzyOAf Qa OdaNNByid 2LISy aLlk O0S YIFLWAyYy3I ol
Appraisal Update 2012) includes the following typologies, which are based on the PPG 17
guidance, and also include two locally relevant typologies: Thames Estuary/Wateafrd

County Parks. These asemmarised as follows

1 Allotments and community gardensdesignated areas where people can grow their
own produce. These spaces promote sustainable growth of food, allowing a
community to grow produce at theeighbourhood level.

1 Amenity green spacemost commonly found in housing areas. These include informal
recreation spaces and greenspaces in and around housing, domestic gardens and
village greens. These spaces provide opportunity for informal play and promote social
interaction.

1 Churchyards and cemeteriesareas that serve churches, burial places or memorial
gardens. These spaces are used for the burial of the dead and quiet contemplation.

1 Country Parks provide vast areas of parkland which are important to biodiversity,
wildlife conservation and often are historically and ecologically important landmarks.

1 Green Corridors ¢ including linear routes adjacent to river and canal banks, cycle
ways, and rights of way used for cyclists and horse riddraese provide opportunity
to link other open spaces and neighbourhood areas. These spaces promote exercise
and encourage sustainable modes of transport.

1 Natural and seminatural areas - including woodlands, urban forestry, scrub,
grasslands (downlands, commons and meadows) wetlands, open and running water,
wastelands and derelict open land and rock areas (e.g. cliffs, quarries and pits). These
areas provide opportunity for biodiversity dnhabitat conservation as well as
education and environmental awareness.

91 Outdoor Sports Facilitiesincludes all outdoor facilities, both natural or artificial, that
are publicly or privately owned, that encourage participation in sports. This includes
tennis courts, bowling greens, football pitches, golf courses, mountain biking tracks,
athletics tracksind other institutional playing fields (such as school playing fields) and
other outdoor sports areas. These spaces promote benefits of healthy lifestyles
through participation in sport.

§ Parks and publicgardenst t DMT ARSYUGAFTFASA LI Nl A FyR Lk
2T &aL) OSzT aYlff GdzNBlIYy LINJ& FyR 3IFNRSya:
space appraisals categorise these together, however, this often results in small parks
(under 0.2ha) being omitted frod KS | LILINI A &l f & C2NJ KA a ai
LJdzo t AO Il NRSyae¢ ogAff NBFSNI azfSte G2 (GKS
parks have formal or informal planting and management, sculptures and memorials,
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served by benches and other street furniture. These spaces provide informal
recreation and a community focus.

1 Thames estuarythe coastal areas such as the promenade and esplanade area of the
South of Canvey Island help characterise the borarghgives the borougits unique
identity.

1 Young people and children including play areas, skateboard parks, outdoor
basketball hoops and other more informal areas. These spaces can promote social
interaction, informal play and help to keep children active.

Generally, these typologies are still considered to be fit for purpose, however, following the
site visits,a number ofamendmentswere agreed with the councih order to more clearly
separate out private spaces (not freely accessible to the public) and to provide more detail
around the definitions of some typologies, in some cases combining typologies and in others
separating them out.

Theagreedchanges are set out below:

Outdoor Sports Facilitiesthis typology includes private sports and education land that is not
publicly accessible as well as playing fields and sports grounds that are freely accessible. It is
recommended that the schools grounds go into their oiaducationtypology, and publicly
accessible playing fields and outdoor sports areas are included within aPaeks and
Recreation Grounds typologywhich will include more formal urban parks as well as
accessible recreation/sports grounds. Private sports greuad go into a nevdutdoor Sport
(Private) Typology. Accessible fixed facilities such as tennis courts will be map@eddisor

Sports (Fixed).

Young people and childrerit is recommended that this typology is split into twoK A f RNB Yy Q&
play spaceandYouth play spaceThis will mean that the different types of provision for older

children (e.g., stake parks, BMX, MUGAS) can be considered separately to equipped provision

for younger children (although it is acknowledged that there will always be some overlap). In
ouredXJSNASYy OS> Ylye [! Qa KIFIZS aK2NLITFFHffa Ay &2«
and youth standards can help highlightdaaddress this.

Country Parksit is recommended that this typology is merged with the natural and semi
natural green space typology, as these are predominantly natural in character. A sub typology
of Country parks will be retained to allow for filtering sites if needed.

Thames EstuaryThis typology consists of outdoor bathing pools, linear walkways along the
sea front, and linear/amenity type spaces. There appears to be some inconsistency in which
spaces are included in this typology, especially with regard to amenity green spaces. It i
therefore recommended that a simple approach is taken and that these are reclassified into
either: Green/Blue Corridor®r Outdoor Bathing.
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5.1.2 Revised typologies

This section sets out thegreedopen spaceaypologies which havhad standards developed

as part of thisassessmentand those which have been mapped, but do not have standards.
The typologies of open space have drawn on guidance provided within PPG17, and through
discussions with the proje¢eam. The agreed list of typologies is seen to be locally derived
and appropriate for the type and range of open spaces that exist within the study area.

Although sites have been categorised into different typologies, the multifunctionality of
different types of open space is important to recognesg.,amenity green spaceccessible
natural green space, parks and recreation grounds and allotments may all provide numerous
functions and benefits such as providing space for recreation, habitat for wildlife
conservation, flood alleviation, improving air quality, and providing food growing
opportunities.

The following typologies have been used in this assessment:

Table6 Castle Poin€ouncil Open Space Typologies
Typologies mapped with standards Typologies mapped but no standartfs

1 Allotments 1 Green/blue corridor
1 Amenity Green Space (>0.1ha) 1 Outdoor Spor{Private)
1 Parks and Recreation Grounds 1 Churchyards and Cemeteries
1 Play Space (Children) 1 Education
1 PlaySpace (Youth) 1 Small Amenity Green Space (<0.1l
91 Accessible Natural Green Space 1 Outdoor Bathing

5.2 Typologies with Standards

5.2.1 Allotments

¥

Figure5 Jotman's Fa

77

rm, Tarpots

2 An explanation for not developing standards for these typologies is outlined in the following sections
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This typology designated areas where people can grow their own produce, promoting
sustainable growth of food. It covers all forms of community growing areas including formal
Fff2GYSydasz YR IANRBgAYI | NBl Ad C2 NISYK S QLIZNIIE
be used throughout, however, it is intended that this does refer to the wider typology as
outlined.

Allotments provide areas for people to grow their own produce and plants. It is important to

0S Of SIFNJIo2dzi ¢KFG Aa YSIyd o0& GKS GSNY Wi f
1908 obliged local authorities to provide sufficient allotments andetothem to persons

living in their areas where they considered there was a demand. The Allotment Act of 1922
RSTAYySa GKS GSNY WwWLHtft20YSyd 3FNRSyQ |ay

Gy Et208YSyd vy 2inedhtWSd R vyl ommainlyLddliv&ed by the
occupier for the production of vegetable or fruit crops for consumption by himself or his

Tl YAT@EE

The Allotments Act of 1925 gives protection to land acquired specifically for use as allotments,

so called Statutory Allotment Sites, by the requirement for the need for the approval of
Secretary of State in event of sale or disposal. Some allotmentsagsiot specifically have

0SSy I OljdZANBR FT2NJ 0KAA LlzN1LI2&aSd { dzOK |t 20YS
have been in use for decades) and are not protected by the 1925 legislation.

5.2.2 Amenity Green Space

Figure6 Southwick Dyke, Canvey Island

The category is considered to include those spaces open to free and spontaneous use by the
public, but neither laid out nor managed for a specific function such as a park, public playing

1340 Poles equals 1,210 square yards or 1,012 square metres. A Pole can also be known as a Rod or Perch
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field or recreation ground; nor managed as a natural or seatural habitat. These areas of
open space will be of varied size, but are likely to share the following characteristics:

1 Unlikely to be physically demarcated by walls or fences.

Predominantly lad down to (mown) grass.

Unlikely to have identifiable entrance points (unlike parks).

They may have shrub and tree planting, and occasionally formal planted flower beds.
They may occasionally have other recreational facilities and fixtures (such as play
equipment, informal football or ball courts).

= =4 =4 =2

Examples mighihclude both small and larger informal grassed areas in housing estates and
general recreation spaces. They can serve a variety of functions dependent on their size,
shape, location and topography. Some may be used for informal recreation activitieg, whils
others by themselves, or else collectively, contribute to the overall visual amenity of an area.

Amenity green spaces smaller than 0.1ha are not included within the analysis for this
typology, as it is considered that these sites will have limited recreation function and
therefore should not count towards public open space provision. However, ittéxrtbat

that these spaces may have value in terms of their visual amenity and/or biodiversity value
and contribute to the wider network of Green Infrastructure within the borough. These
spaces have been mapped @all Amenity Green Space.

5.2.3 Parksand Recreation Grounds

‘&‘ - "v.‘ ” R ” 4| *54\ 7 .
d £ § &Y ¥ ) 4

i T
SR : e o] Mol L T .-
Figure7 John Burrows Recreation Ground, Daws Heath

This typology brings together the function of Parks and Recreation Grounds and Outdoor
Sports Space as identified in the former PPG17 typology. The distinction between the two
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typologies in the study area is blurred, with very few formal gardens and many parks and/or
outdoor sports spacehaving multifunctions used for both informal and formal recreation.
Therefore, for the study an overarching typology for Park and Recreation Grounds has been
used.

For the purpose of this study, a Park and Recreation Ground is defined as an open space that:

T1Fra 4G £tSrad G2 FFLOAEtAOGASAE SOIPE | OKATLF
1 Has provision for formal sports pitches e.g., football or cricket pitch (informal football
would be excluded); or
1 Are formally laid out e.g., with identifiable entrance points, formal paths, formal
planted shrub beds and flower beds, car parking; and
1 Are actively managed and accessible to the public.

The Parks and Recreation Ground typology comprises those areas laid out as pitches or fixed
facilities such as tennis which are accessible i.e., they can be walked over/used informally
Fixed facilities such as tennis courts will be mapped separat@yaor Sport (Fixed).

Pitches or facilities which have limited access e.g., they are fenced off and/or only open to
members or clubs are mapped as Outdoor Sport (Privaibe separate Playing Pitch
Assessment and Strategy (PPS) (2018 and updated in 2022) will provide the detail around the
locations of pitches.

The quantity figure for Parks and Recreation Grounds excludes the provision of children and
youth play spaces which have been mapped separately/have a separate typology.

Parks and Recreation Grounds take on many forms, and may embrace a wide range of
functions including:

=

Playspace of many kinds;

Provision for a range of formal pitch and fixed sports;
Provision of outdoor gyms and fitness trails;

Informal recreation and sport;

Providing attractive walks and cycle routes to work;
Offering landscape and amenity features;

Areas of formal planting;

t NEPGARAY3I | NBFa FT2N wS@gSyaaTQ
Providing habitats for wildlife and connection with nature;
Providing space for food growing;

Dog walking.

= =2 4 4 8 -4 -5 -5 5 -9

The recommended standards for this typology are intended to provide sufficient space for
sports facilities, pitches, and ancillary space e.g., footpaths, landscapifthetPlaying Pitch
Assessment and Strategy should be referred to for evidence relating to recommendations for
playing pitch requirements and their provisiomhe quantity standard is designed to be
flexible so that the Council can make the case for what type of open space/facilities are
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required, this would be justified on the analysis of local circumstances and on-byaase
basis.

5.2.4 Play Space (Children and Youth)

S NNNNASSSSSSSS

Figure9 eigh Beck Recreation Ground Bsketbzﬂhvey Island

It is important to establish the scope of thidy in terms of this type of open space. Children

FYR @2dzy3 LIS2LX S gAff LAFEekQKlIyYy3a 2dz0Q Ay | £
GKS aiGNBSGx 26y OSYyiUNBa |yR aldz NBaz LI NJa&:
well as the more reognisable play and youth facility areas such as equipped playgrounds,

youth shelters, BMX and skateboard parks and Multi Use Games Areas (MUGAS) etc. Clearly
many of the other types of open space covered by shusly will therefore provide informal
playopportunities.
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To a child, the whole world is a potential playground: where an adult sees a low wall, a railing,
kerb or street bench, a child might see a mini adventure playground or a challenging
skateboard obstacle. Play should not be restricted to designated resemgaand planning

and urban design principles should reflect these considerations.

Historically, much planned play provision across the country has been in accordance with
guidance provided by the then National Playing Fields Association (now known as Fields in
Trust or FIT). Categorisation of play space based on this guidance indhedeesignations:

Local Areas for Play (LAPs); Local Equipped Areas for Play (LEAPs); and Neighbourhood
Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPS). Best practice in terms of play provision has evolved greatly

in recent years resulting in part from issues arising dubongterm sustainability of facilities

provided through applying the above guidance; recognition of the value of more natural
SYGANRYYSyGa F2NJ LXFE@T LINAYOALX Sa 2F AyOf dz
W OO0OSLIiroftS NRAREA1TZIQ YR Y2NBo

As a consequence of the above, it is not considered appropriate to classify existing play
provision in accordance with the hierarchical categorisation of LAPs, LEAPs and NEAPs, but
instead using a classification that provides more flexibilitye assessment therefore covers

the following:

1 Play Space (Childre)equipped areas of play that cater for the needs of children up
to and around 12 years of age.
1 Play Space (Youth)e., Teenagdacilities ¢ informal recreation opportunities for,
broadly, the 13 to 17 age group, including skateboard parks, basketball courts, BMX
NI YLIA FyR WFNBS | 00SaaQ adzZ GA ! &S DI YSa !

In practice, there will always be some blurring around the edges in terms of younger children
using equipment aimed for youths and vice versa.

5.2.5 AccessibléNatural GreenSpace
A~- S ~~, ' “-;.', % ,_: .\. :\ S
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FigurelO Little Haven Nature Reserve, Daws Heath
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For the purpose othis study, accessible naturgreen space covers a variety of spaces
including meadows, woodland, copses, river valleys and lakes all of which share a trait of
having natural characteristics and biodiversity value and are also partly or wholly accessible
for informal recreation.

Thefocusfor this typology is those siteshere there are definitive boundaries or areas of
natural green space which have some form of public aceass Local Nature Reservds

some cases, access may not be fully clear, however, there is evidence of some level of informal
use and accessThis typology includes Country Parks (as a sub typology), which are
predominantly natural in character.

Some sites may provide access in different ways, for example, rivers or lakes are often used
for water recreation (e.g., canoeing, fishing, sailing). Whilst access may not be available fully
across all areas of these sites (e.g., the middle of a laker®edscrub in a woodland), the
whole site has been included within the assessment.

Some natural spaces have no access at all, and whilst they cannot be formally used by the
general community, they can be appreciated from a distance, and contribute to visual
amenity, green infrastructure, and biodiversity. Whilst every effort was madextdude

these spaces from this typology (as the focus is on publicly accessible space), as already
identified, in certain sites access may not always be clear.

The consultation and researcimdertaken as part of this assessméiatve identified the value

attached to natural spaces for recreation and emotional elhg. A sense of
Wobnectednessi 2 Yy I 0 dzZNBQ ¢AGK Ada FTGGSYRIFyd o0SyS¥T¥Adl
easily lost in urban areas. Natural green spaces can make important contributions towards

local biodiversity action plan targets and can also raise awareness of biodivelsigyg aad

issues.

5.3 Typologies with naquantity and accessstandardg#

5.31 Green/blue corridor

Green corridors are those sites/routes that offer opportunities for walking, cycling or horse
riding, for leisure purposes or travel and offer opportunities for wildlife migration. This
typology includedinear walkways along the sea frol€eygreen/blue corridors have been
identified and mapped where known, however, no quantity or access standard for provision
will be set.

5.3.2 Outdoor Sport Private

Qutdoor sports spaces which are privately managed, and which may have varying levels of
public access (e.g., private sports grounds), have also been maggpedutdoor Sport
(Private)

¥ However, some of thesepenspaces have been subject to a quality assessment (further detail is provided in
Section 7.4).
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This typology includes golf courdascluding municipal golf coursgsvhere more often than

not, public access is restricted. Nevertheless, these facilities are used by local people, and
they form part of the Green Infrastructure network. This typology also includes fixed outdoor
sports space (including tennis courts armiMing greens) which are privately managed, and

not freely accessible.

5.33 Churchyards and Cemeteries

The Study Area has numerous churches and cemeteries, and these provide significant
aesthetic value and space for informal recreation such as walking and relaxing. Many are also
important in terms of biodiversity. Their importance for informal recreatiogstaetic value

and contribution towards biodiversity must be acknowledged, and as such, investment in
their upkeep, maintenance and quality is an important factor. Churchyardsemeteries

have beendentified and mapped where known, however, no quantityaccess standard for
provision will be set, as it is outside the scope of this study to make recommendations related
to requirements for new provision.

5.3.4 Education

Many schools and colleges have open space and sports facilities within their grounds. This
may range from a small playground to large playing fields with several sports pitches. More
often than not, public access to these spaces is restriapiign forbidden. Nevertheless,
many of the sports facilities are used by local people on both an informal and formal basis.
Sports clubs may have local informal arrangements with a school to use their pitches, and in
a2YS OF aSa dud o T ANBISEY S Yiplace. Behdol gdobnds can also
contribute towards the green infrastructure and biodiversity of an area.

Education grounds will be identified and mapp&uantity, quality and access standards are

not being proposed for education sites. This is because they are not openly accessible to the
public and whilst important to the local community, there is less opportunity for the Council
to influence their provien and managementCommunity access to education sites is
assessed within the separate playing pitch strategy.

5.3.5 Small Amenity Green Space (<0.1ha)

This typology covers roadside amenity spaces which generally have a visual amenity function
and those informal green spaces on housing estates which effectively function as private
gardens or have visual amenity value and therefore have limited open $packon for the
general public. However, the importance of these spaces in terms of their contribution to the
overall Gl network is recognisedhese spaces have therefore been mappédt not
considered in the quantity or access analysis).

5.3.5 Outdoor Bathing

There are a number of outdoor bathing pools along the coast which provide unique
recreational opportunities in the borough. These have been mappedimihot subject to
guantity and accesstandards.
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5.4 Existing provision of open space
5.4.1 Open space provision across tistudy area

The existing provision of open spates based on the mappingompleted by Castle Point
Borough Councénd site sirveys undertaken by Ethos Environmental Planriegailed open

space provision maps by ward are provided in Appendix 1 of this report, and a GIS database
containing all mapped sites alongside quality results and access buffers has been provided to
the Council.

The table below provides a borough wide summary for each open space typology which
includesnumbers of sites, total hectarage (ha), hectares per 1000 population (ha/1000),
minimum, maximum and average sizes.

The figuresfor parks and recreation grounds (combined) are a combinatiopaoks and
recreation grounds; andutdoor sport (fixed).

Table7 Summary of existing provision of open space acrossttidy area

Allotments 8 7.24 0.08 0.11 2.24 0.91
Amenity Green Space 56 47.01 0.52 0.10 7.26 0.84
(>0.1Ha)

Parks and Recreation 19 102.58 1.14 0.28 25.09 6.42
Grounds(combined)

Parks and Recreation 17 101.70 1.13 0.06 24.43 5.98
Grounds

Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 2 0.88 0.01 0.22 0.66 0.44
Play Space (Child) 24 2.52 0.03 0.01 0.53 0.10
Play Space (Youth) 10 1.04 0.01 0.00 0.49 0.10
Accessible Natural 27 854.61 9.45 1.15 257.67 31.65
Green Space

SmallAmenity Green 97 3.89 0.04 0.01 0.24 0.04
Spacg<0.1ha)

Churchyards and 8 13.68 0.15 0.07 4.78 1.71
Cemeteries

Education 28 94.34 1.05 0.60 14.93 3.37
Green/Blue Corridors 16 84.48 0.94 0.04 38.63 5.28
Outdoor Bathing 2 0.47 0.01 0.22 0.25 0.24
Outdoor Spor{Private) 11 113.14 1.26 0.14 60.08 10.29

Tables8 and 9summarise the provision of open space for each typology, by ward and study
area, in hectares (ha) and hectares per 1p0fulation(ha/1000).

15 As of September2023, when the mapping was signed & the Councillt is acknowledged that new open
spaces will come forward, and there may have been sites that are used by the local community that have not
been recorded. The open space dataset will be monitored and refined by the Council, taking into account the
best nformation available at that time, to feed into future updates of this assessment.



5.4.2 Open space provision byard

Table8 Existing provision of open space (hectares) by ward

Ward Allotments Amenity Parksand Parksand Outdoor Play Play Accessible Churchyards Education Outdoor Green/
Green Recreation Recreation Sport Space Space Natural and Sport Blue
Space Grounds Grounds (Fixed) (Child) (Youth) Green Cemeteries (Private) Corridors
>0.1Ha (Combined) Space

St Michaels 2.24 1.44 8.47 8.25 0.22 0.06 0.00 126.18 0.07 12.13 0.24 0

Hadleigh St 1.03 0.97 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.24 0.00 188.86 0.52 2.92 0.14 18.21

James

Thundersley 0.00 5.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.00 74.92 0.00 7.28 3.31 4.08

South

{d DS2N 0.00 271 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.08 0.00 3.60 0.00 6.86 0.00 0

Appleton 0.00 1.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.06 0.00 9.89 0.06 0

Thundersley 0.19 0.63 19.01 19.01 0.00 0.22 0.02 27.00 5.72 6.88 0.27 0.07

North

{4 al NE 0.62 0.12 24.43 24.43 0.00 0.24 0.23 35.22 0.94 1.39 43.22 2.58

Tarpots 1.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.54 0.00 4.09 0.00 0.05

Canvey Island 1.23 15.14 27.03 26.37 0.66 0.69 0.24 362.62 4.88 25.05 60.85 6.27

Winter

Gardens

Canvey Island 0.00 0.21 7.59 7.59 0.00 0.30 0.49 0.00 0.00 13.23 1.89 14.14

South

Canvey Island 0.33 3.98 14.56 14.56 0.00 0.39 0.05 0.22 0.00 2.81 1.08 38.11

East

Canvey Island 0.00 2.85 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 17.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.96

North

Canvey Island 0.00 11.75 1.39 1.39 0.00 0.02 0.00 3.92 1.55 1.81 2.08 0.00

Central

Borough 7.24 47.00 102.56 101.68 0.88 251 1.03 846.56 13.68 94.34 113.14 84.47

wide

Outdoor
Bathing

o

0.47

0.47

Amenity
Green
Space
(<0.1ha)

0
0

0.01

0.08
0.01
0.03

0.19

1.3

0.37
0.37
0.28

1.26

3.9



Table9

Ward Allot-
ments

St Michaels 0.40
Hadleigh St 0.17
James
Thundersley 0.00
South
{4 DS2Nn 0.00
Appleton 0.00
Thundersley 0.03
North
{4 al NE 0.09
Tarpots 0.22
Canvey Island 0.17
Winter
Gardens
Canvey Island 0.00
South
Canvey Island 0.04
East
Canvey Island 0.00
North
Canvey Island 0.00
Central
Borough 0.08

wide

Castle PoinOpen SpacAssessmen023) ¢ Final April2024)

Existingprovision of open space (hectares per 1000 population) by ward

Amenity Parks and

Green
Space
>0.1Ha

0.25
0.16

0.91

0.43
0.24
0.09

0.02
0.00
2.05
0.03
0.53

0.37

1.54

0.52

Recreation
Grounds
(Combined)

1.50
0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
2.72

3.47

0.00

3.66

1.02

1.93

0.00

0.18

1.14

Parks and Outdoor

Recreation Sport

Grounds  (Fixed)
1.46 0.04
0.01 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.72 0.00
3.47 0.00
0.00 0.00
3.57 0.09
1.02 0.00
1.93 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.18 0.00
1.13 0.01

Play
Space

Play
Space

Accessible Church

Natural

(Child) (Youth) Green

0.01
0.04

0.02

0.01
0.02
0.03

0.03
0.00
0.09
0.04
0.05

0.01

0.00

0.03

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.03
0.00
0.03
0.07
0.01

0.0

0.00

0.01

Space

22.32
31.25

12.13

0.57
0.01
3.86

5.00
0.92
49.14
0.00
0.03

2.28

0.51

9.45

yards and

Cemeteries

0.01
0.09

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.82

0.13
0.00
0.66
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.20

0.15

Education

2.15
0.48

1.18

1.08
1.51
0.98

0.20
0.57
3.39
1.78
0.37
0.00

0.24

1.05

Outdoor
Sport
(Private)

0.04
0.02

0.54

0.00
0.01
0.04

6.14
0.00
8.25
0.25
0.14

0.00

0.27

1.26

Green/
Blue
Corridors

0.00
3.01

0.66

0.00
0.00
0.01

0.37
0.01
0.85
1.90
5.05

0.13

0.00

0.94

Outdoor
Bathing

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.06
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01

Amenity
Green
Space
(<0.1ha)

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

0.03
0.00
0.18
0.05
0.05

0.04

0.16

0.04

2021
Population
Estimates
Provided
by council
5654
6043

6176

6351
6550
6993

7043
7143
7380
7438
7552

7636

7641

89600



6.0 THE DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS

6.1 General

Following the completion of the assessment of local needs and the audit of provision (the first
two steps of this study), new standards of provision for ogpace have been set. This
section explains how the standards for the study area have been developed and provides
specific information and justification for each of the typologies where standards have been
developed.

The standards for open space have been developedaordanceavith the NPPF. Standards
comprise the following components:

1 Quantity standards: These are determined by the analysis of existing quantity,
consideration of existing local and national standards and benchmarks and evidence
gathered from the local needs assessment. It is important that quantity standards are
locally derived and are rdatic and achievable. The recommended standards need to be
robust, evidence based and deliverable through new development and future
mechanisms of contributions through site or offsite provision.

1 Accessibility standardsFThese reflect the needs of all potential users including those with
physical or sensory disabilities, young and older people alike. Spaces likely to be used on
a frequent and regular basis need to be within easy walking distance and to have safe
access. Other facilities where visits are longer but perhaps less frequent, for example
country parks, can be further away. Consideration is also given to existing local or national
standards and benchmarks.

1 Quality standardsThe standards for each form of provision are derived from the quality
auditandexisting good practicandinclude recommended policies to guide the provision
of new open space through development in ture.

The principles behind applying thstandards

The standards are explained and justified in more detail below. The efficacy of standards will
depend heavily on the way that they are applied. Here are some important and interrelated
principles:

1 An inability to provide sufficient quantity might be at least partly compensated for
through better quality and access. Investment in the quality and robustness of open
aLJ O0S Oly I|faz2z 2F0iSy AYLINRO®S GKS WOl NNEA
offset some shortcomings in quantitative provision.

1 Consideration of other types of open space (which do not have quantity and access
standards developed) in meeting needs where there are deficiencies in open space
should be taken into account e.g. green/blue corridors.

1 New and improved open space should be designed to optimise-foualttionality to
benefit both people and nature/the wider environment e.g., offering wildlife habitats,
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flood management opportunities, providing recreation opportunities etc. Wherever
Ll2aaArAofS Al aKz2dzZ R KSAIKISY NBaAARSyGaQ 2
respect for that environment so it becomes an important and valued local resource.

Good pratice guidance for the design bigh-qualitygreen space should draw dest

practice guidance such #ise Green Flag Award guidance, the Building with Nature

. SYOKYIFN] Z FYR bliddzN¥f 9y3flyRQa DNBSYy Ly

1 Standards will need to be applied to a variety of circumstances, and flexibility of
interpretation is the key to success. A pragmatic approach will be essential given the
range of circumstances in which they will be used.

6.2 Allotments
Tablel0 Summary of quantity and access standards for allotments
Quantity Standard Access Standard
0.2 ha/1000 population 15Y A y dzii S-éine (720 fstiaight line)

Existing national or local standards

National standards for allotments and other such open spaces are difficult to find. The closest
comparisonto such standards appears to be those set out by the National Society of
Allotment and Leisure Gardeners (NSALG). These are as follows:

E

Standard Plot Size = 38Q.yards (250sgm)
Paths = 1.4m wide for disabled access
Haulage ways = 3m wide

Plot holdersshed = 12sgm

Greenhouse = 15sgm

Polytunnel = 30sgm

Justificationof a new quantity standard for allotments

il
il
1

The existing average levelmfovision across the study area i98ha/1000.

Provision varies by ward, without of the 13 wards having no provision.

The researchindertaken as part of this assessment highlights the value of open space
such as allotments in providing access to outdoor physical activity and associated
benefits for health and wellbeing.

Theresidents survey2023) found that53% of respondents never use allotmern@8%

think there is a need for more, 21% think there is enough, 38% had no opinion.

The 2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended a standard of 0.065ha/1000. This is
O2yaARSNBR (2 0SS OSNEB 26 Ay 9GK2aQ SELISN
The propensity for higher density new housing with smaller gardens is likely to
increase demand.

With the above in mind, a standard that is higher than the existing average level of
provision is recommended. Therefore, a standardOd ha/1000is proposed for
analysing existing provision and for new provision.
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9 Itis considered that thallotment standard would be used flexibly to meet local needs
¢ for example, in some areas the standard might be used to deliver other types of
community food growing, such as community orchards; unfefinéarmal growing
plots e.g., within open spaces; and urban farms.

Justificationof a new access standard for allotments

1 The 2023 residents survey found that the normal mode of travel to allotments is by
foot (51% walk) and driving (41%). Only 6% cycle3#dake public transport.

1 Responses received in relation to acceptable travel tifhes allotments from the
NEOSYyld NBAARSY(HIQa &adza2NBWSe& ARSYGAFASR |
within 10 minutes, 34% within 15 minutes and 21% up to 20 minutes.

1 Itis considered that the availability of allotments is more important than having them
very close to home, nevertheless there is some demand for facilities relatively nearby.

YA

1 The 2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended an access standard of 2400m straight

line distance od0-minute drive.

1 The concept of thel5-minute neighbourhood is growing momentum which, which
aims to transform urban spaces into connected and -sefficient
cities/neighbourhoods. This means that a resident can fulfil their basic needs such as
gaining access to local goodgrvicesand leisure within a 1&ninute walk or cycle
ride of their home. Essentially, it creates salfficient communities. This is also in line

GAGK bl ddzNI £ 9y 3t yRQa KSFREAYS | O0SaaArot

1 Therefore, a standard of no more thanp Y A y dzii S &d® 720 indtrés stinight” S
line) is recommended.

Justificationof a new quality standards for allotments

The stakeholder consultation (2023) highlighted issues with the quality of some allotment
sites. 50% of community organisations that responded to the 2023 survey thotrgtt
allotments were of average or poor quality (although 50% had no opinion).

The2023 residentsurvey found that the majority of respondentsSid0 R2y Qi KI @S
on the quality of allotments. However 1% think they are poor or very poor, 19% think they
are adequate and only3% think they are good or very good. This highlights issues with the
quality of allotments Out of the 7 sites that were audited as part of the quality audits
undertaken by Ethos in 2023, 5 were rated as good and 2 rated as fair.

A number of general recommendations are made in relation to quality, which should include
the following where possible (especially applicable to new provision):

1 Welldrained soil which is capable of cultivation to a reasonable standard.
1 A sunny, open aspect preferably on a southern facing slope.
1 Limited overhang from trees and buildings either bounding or within the site.

16 Mode of transport was not specified
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1 Adequate lockable storage facilities, and a good water supply within easy walking distance
of individual plots.

Provision for composting facilities.

Secure boundary fencing.

Good access within the site both for pedestrians and vehicles.

Good vehicular access into the site and adequate parking and manoeuvring space.
Disabled access.

Toilets.

Notice boards.

=4 =4 =4 48 -5 -8 -9

6.3 Amenity Green Space

Tablell Summary of quantity and accestsindards for amenity green space
Quantity Standard Access Standard
0.6 ha/1000 population (minimum size 0.1 he M1 Y A y dzii S 88D striaifh lingd

Existing national or local standards

The Fields in Trust (Previously known as the National Playing Fields Association) Guidance for
hdzi R22NJ { LI2NI FyR tfl & NBLENpropdseSabanéirark KS { A
guideline of 0.6ha/1000 population of amenity green space, and a walking distance guideline

of 480m.FIT recommend that the quantity guidelines are adjusted to take account of local
circumstances.

The 2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended a standard5#h@/1000.

Justification of a new gantity standard for amenity green space

1 The existing average level of provision across the study areg2&&/1000 (for sites
greater than 0.1 ha in size).

1 Provision varies by ward, with some areas falling well below the average, and others
exceeding it.

1 The Fields in Trust proposes a benchmark guideline of 0.6ha/1000 population of
amenity green space.

1 The 2023 residents survey identified th&% of respondents visit informal spaces at
least weekly (with 25% visiting almost every day). 52% of people felt there was a need
for more informal open space areas, whilst 32% felt there were enough.

1 Considering the above, a minimum standard@0 ha/1000(a small increase against
existinglevels of provision) is recommended for analysing existing levels of provision
and for new provision of amenity green space.

1 When delivering new provision, consideration should be given to combining this with
the natural green space standaride(,a combined standard 2.4 ha/1000) in order
to provide bigger, more biodiverse spaces.

1 The minimum size of a space that will be considered acceptable and count towards
open space provision is recommended to be 0.1 ha in size. This will avoid a
proliferation of small amenity spaces which have no real recreation function. Any
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spaces below this size will be acceptable in terms of their visual amenity but would
not count towards the required level of provision.

Justification of a new acess standard for amenity green space

1 Amenity green spaces provide important local access to green space for informal
recreation and therefore should be close to home.
CL¢ Y. Se2yR GKS {AE ! ONB {iGFYRINRQ LINERLRA
The 2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended a distance threshold of 480m straight
line distance or 1@ninute walk.
1 The 2023 residents survey identified people want spaces relatively close to h6%e (1
less than 5 mins32% less than 10 mins8% less than 15 minutes an&% less than
20 minutes)and that they access these spaces by f@@ef).
1 Therefore, a standard of no more thann Y A Yy dzii S 4(@80 détrésistraighit Y S
line) is recommended.

)l
T

Justification of a new qgality standard for amenity green space

The 2023 residents survey found that theajority of respondents thought the quality of
amenity green space was generally averadéqB 3% thought they are good or very good,

and 2% thought they are poor or very poddut of 55 amenity green spaces (>0.1ha), 25
were rated as good and 29 rated as fair with 27 of these were identified as having an issue
I.e., scoring 4 (poor) or below for at least one criterion.

The value of informal/amenity green space must be recognised especially within housing
areas, where it can provide important local opportunities for play, exercise, \asuahity,

and biodiversity that are almost immediately accessible. It is important to strike the correct
balance between having accessible and attractive space to meet the needs of the community
and having too much which may be difficult to manage properly andefoee a potential
liability and source of nuisance. It is important thateamty green space should be capable

of use for at least some forms of public recreation activity.

It is therefore recommended that, in addition to the minimum size threshold identified above
(0.1 ha), all amenity green space should be subject to landscape design, ensuring the
following quality principles:

1 Capable of supporting informal recreation such as a kickabout, space favalkigpg or
space to sit and relax;

1 Include high quality planting of trees and/or shrubs to create landscape structure and

biodiversity value

Include paths along main desire lines (lit where appropriate);

Be designed to ensuigafety and personal security; and,

1 Be designed to ensumasy maintenance.

= =4
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6.4 Parks and Recreation Grounds

Tablel2 Summary of quantity and access standards for parks and recreation grounds
Quantity Standard Access Standard
1.1 ha/1000 population Mp YAydziSaQ ot ft1 G,
line)

Existing national or local standards

¢tKS CAStRA AY ¢NMzAd O0CL¢UO DdzARFYOS T2NJ hdziR
{ G y ROI8YRroposes a benchmark guideline of 0.80ha/1000 population for parks and
gardens, with a walking distance guideline of 710m.

The 2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended a stand@d @3 ha per 1000 population
for urban parks and gardens aB®17 hectares per 1,000 people for outdoor sports facilities.

Justification of a new gantity standard forparksand recreation grounds

1 The existing average level of provision across the study areddi$d/1000.

1 There is an additiondl.26ha/1000 ofoutdoor private sports spacehich includes a
variety of usesifcludinggolf courses).

1 Green spaces including parks are vital to physical and mental health and wellbeing,
and this was demonstrated throughout the COMMD pandemic (including through
the results of the Natural EnglamENE survey).

9 The 2023 residents survey identified that 74% of respondents visit local recreation
grounds and parks at least weekly (with 34% visiting almost every day). 48% of people
felt there was a need for more of this type of open space, whilst 45% felt there was
enough.

1 The Fields in Trust proposes a benchmark guideline of 0.80ha/1000 population for
parks and gardens.

1 Considering the above, a quantity standard1atha/1000, in line with the existing
average level of provision is recommended for analysing existing provision and the
requirements for new provision.

1 It should be reiterated that this standard is intended to provide sufficient space for a
variety of park uses anfacilities ands designed to be flexible so that the council can
make the case for what facilities/sports are required. The separate Playing Pitch
Strategy will deal with the detail around pitch/sports requirements.

Justification of a new acess standard for pagand recreation grounds
1 The 2023 residents survey identifiethat 81% of people walk to local recreation

grounds and parks, and that 13% walk up to 5 minutes, 30% up to 10 minutes, 29% up
to 15 minutes and 16% up to 20 minutes.

17 hitps://www.gov.uk/government/collections/monitonf-engagemenwith-the-naturakenvironmentsurveypurpose
andresults
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T CL¢ W. Se2yR GKS {AE ! ONB {{iFyYRINRQ LINELRSZ
parks and gardens and 1,200m for playing pitches and outdoor sports.

1 The2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended an access stand@2dmof straight
line distance or 18ninute walk.

f bl dGdzNF £ 9y3AflyRQa 3INBSYy aLI OS aidl yRIFENR T2
accessible green space should be within arfibute walk time.

f Considering the above, a standard of no more thap Y A y dzi Sa@ 72001 t { (A
metres straight line) is recommended

Justification of a new gality standard for park and recreation grounds

The 2023 residents survey found thda#% of respondents thought the quality of local
recreation grounds and parks was good or very go® 3hought they were adequate and
20% poor or very poorl7 parks and recreation grounds were audited by Ethos in 2023, and
a large proportion scored as good (10 sites), with 6 being rated as fair and 1 site as poor.

The stakeholder consultation (2023) found that respondents thought the quality of parks is
varied,with comments includingome parks look uninviting, and others have issues with anti
social behaviour and littering.

braGA2ylf 3JFdzZARFYyOS NBfSGFyld G2 GKAa deLkRftz3e
parks which sets out benchmark criteria for quality open spaces. New and emerging guidance

is also available from Building with Nature and the Natural Engareen Infrastructure
Standards Framework.

For outdoor sportgrovision Sport England and the various national governing bodies of
sport have produced a wealth of useful documents outlining the quality standards for facilities
such as playing pitches, changing rooms, MUGAs and tennis courts plus associated ancillary
facilities. It is recommended that the guidance provided in these documents is adopted by
the Council, and that all new and improved provision seeks to meet these guidelines.

6.5 Play Space (children and youth)

Table13 Summary of quantity and access standards for play space (children and youth)
Typology Quantity Standard  Access Standard
| KAf RNBY (007 ha/1000 mn Y A ¥y dzii S §480mgstraighit liné) A
Space population
Youth Play Space 0.07 ha/1000 mp Y A Yy dzii S §7@0mgstraighit liné) A
population

Existingnational or local standards

¢tKS CL¢ 3dzA R yOS W. Seé 2 (@@8) radsrBmenfish rovislo® NS { § I
0.25ha/1000 population of equipped/designated play areas, with a walking distance of 100m

for Local Areas for Play (LAPs), 400m for Local Equipped Areas for Play (LEAPs) and 1000m for
Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPalso recommends a quantity standard of
0.30ha/1000 for MUGAs and skateboard paaks a walking distance of 700m.
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The following minimum size guidelines and buffers are recommended by FIT:
Playable space (LAP typ@eed not be equipped)

1. Minimum active playable space of 160.m (need not be equipped).
2. Buffer zone of 5m minimum depth between the active playable space and the
nearest dwelling

Equipped play area (LEAP type)

1. Minimum activity zone area of 4G€.m.

2. Buffer zone of not less than 10m in depth between the edge of the equipped activity
zone and the boundary of the nearest dwelling and a minimum of 20m between the
equipped activity zone and the habitable room facade of the dwelling.

Teen Play including a MUGA (NEAP type)

1. Minimum activity zone area of 10G@.m divided into two parts; one part
containing a range of playground equipment; and the other a hard surface MUGA of
at least 465q.m.

2. Buffer zone of not less than 30m in depth between the activity zone and the
boundary of the nearest dwelling. A greater distance may be needed where purpose
built skateboarding facilities are provided.

The 2012 Open Space Appraisal recommen@@48 ha per 1,000 people within existing
areasand0.25 ha per 1,000 people within new developmefds provision for children and
young people.

Justification of new gantity standards for play spaces

T ¢KS SEA&AGAY3T | SN IS tSOSt 2F LINRPOA&AAZY 2
0.03 ha/1000, and for youth play space it is 0.01 ha/1000.

1 The2023 residents survey identified that 43% of people felt there was a need for more
OKAf RNByQa LI & aLl OSz gKSNBlIFa owm: (GK2dAK
teenagers, 50% felt there was a need for more, while 16% thought there are enough.

1 The 2023 Stakeholder Consultation highlighted that consultees think there are
AK2NIFLFEEA AYy 020K OKAfRNBYQa |yR @2dziK
being in youth provision.

T ¢KS CL¢ 3IdzARIyOS w.Se2yR G(KS {AE ! ONB
0.25ha/1000 population of equipped/designated play areas, and 0.30ha/1000 for
MUGASs and skateboard parks. These standards are considered to be high and difficult
to deliver (thisisi® 1 K24 Q SELISNASYyOSo ®

1 Considering the above factoiisjs recommended that the standards for children and
youth play spaces are increased against the current average levels of provision (with
a greater increase for youth provision), with a standar@.67ha/1000recommended
for analysing existing provision and the requirements for new provision for both
OKAf RNBYyQa IyR @2dzikK LI & aLl OSo
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1 It should be reiterated that these are minimum standards for equipped provision and
do not include the need for surrounding playable space as recommended by FIT and
Play Englandi.e., this surrounding playable space will need to be provided in addition
to the quantity standard.

1 Itis considered that the minimum size of equipped play provision would be 100 sgm
(0.01ha).In addition to this, buffer zones (which will take a landscape design
approach) will be provided between 5m and 30m, depending on the size of the play
area. Proximity to housing requires careful consideration in order to avoid conflict.

¢ LG Aa Ffaz2z NBO23IyAaSR (KIFIG 2Ly aLl OS oy
82dziK FIOAtfAGASE0 LINPOARSE WL L&l otS aLk C

Justification of new acess standarsifor play spaces

T DSYSNIfttex GKSNB A& | NBLIANBYSyild FT2N OKA
reliance on walking, whereas for youth play spaces older children cariwti&r and
will often use other modes of transport such as cycling.

T ¢KA&a A& NBFEtSOGSR Ay GKS CcL¢ WY.Se2yR (KS
distance guideline of 100m for Local Areas for Play (LAPs), 400m for Local Equipped
Areas for Play (LEAPs) and 1000m for Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPS).
FONJ a! D! Qa YR &a1lFdiSo62FNR LI NJa CL¢ LINRLRA

1 The2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended and access standard of 480m straight
line distance or 1@ninute walk for provision for children and youth.

f The2023residentssurvey foundthaf: 2 F NBalLRRyRSyi(da é2dzZ R SE
areas to be within 40-minutetravel time, of whichL4% would not wish to walk more
than 5 minutes2%% would be prepared to travel up to 15 minutes. For youth facilities,
there is spread of results witB7% expecting youth facilities to be within 6 to 10
minutes,30%between 11 to 15 minutes8% between 16 to 20 minute48% more
than 20 minutes. The preferred mode of travel isby fay ¢ £ 1 G2 OKAf RN.
areas, compared t82% who drive, and for youth faciliti®l% walk or cycle (of which
12% cycle), compared t87% who drive (there is also similar picture for Multi Use
Games Areas).

9 Considering the above, the following access standards are recommended:

0 / KAt RNBY Q-av nLIYIA Y dzi LSIA@BS ngetrds btraight live$
0 Youth play spacemp Y A Yy dzii S &(T20 ngekrds btraighd lines

Justification of a new gality standard for playspaces

The 2023 resident& dzZNIJS& F2dzy R GKF G GKS LISNOSLIIA2Yy 27
ranges¢ 262 (G K2 dzZaKG OKAf RNBYy Qa LI | 86 tHowgk kthéy ale NBE 3 2
average and 2% poor or very poor. The perception of the quality of teenage facilitigelise

¢ 37% thought they are poor or very podt6% adequate, and only 5% good or very good.

Out of 230K A f R NB y Q avhidnlivére auditddlbyCEshas, 10 were as good quality, 12

were rated as fair and 1 rated as poor. All those sites that were rated as fair also were

18 Design for Play: A guide to creating successful play spaces
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identified as having an issue i.e., scoring 4 (poor) or below for at least one critéoioyouth
provision, 6 sites wereisited,and all of these were rated as fair quality.

It is expected that the design of new play provision would take a landscape design approach
(designed to fit its surroundings and enhance the local environment), incorporating play into
the overall landscape masterplan for new development, and could iechadural play e.g.
grassy mounds, planting, logs, and boulders to make a more attractive and playable setting
for equipment, and planting which can also help attract birds and other wildlife to literally
bring the play space alive. In densely populateolanr areas with little or no natural or green
space, this more natural approach can help soften the hard, urban landscape.

The challenge for play providers is to provide the best possible play opportunities, and to
create play spaces which will attract children, capture their imagination and give them scope
to play in new, more exciting, and more creative ways e.g. moving &eayfencing play
areas (where it is safe to do so0), so that the equipment is integrated with its setting, making
it feel more inviting to explore and so people are free to use the space without feeling
restricted.

a2@Ay3 FT2NBINR>: tflre 9y3attyR g2ddZd R fA1S GKS
referenced and added as a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) in standard
O2y FAIAzNI A2y tflFe 9y3IflyR KIFE@S |ta2 RS@GSft ;
usal to judge the quality of individual play spaces. It is recommended that the council
considers adopting this as a means of assessing the quality of play spaces. Play England also
highlight a potential need for standards for smaller settlements and ruedsamwhere the

doorstep, local, neighbourhood, and destination hierarchy is unlikely to be appropriate.

Disability access is also an important issue for Bagland,and they would like local
authorities to adopt the KIB®LJdzo f A Q Iy (DX Hza T 2 YisadSPD.5THBelr hasyfalent

3dzA R yOS RSOGSRY &Il @Sa G2 givésldétailed gdAndzada t £ |y
setting local standards for access, quantity and quality of playable space and is considered as
a background context for the standards suggested in this study.

Make space for girls acampaign for parks and public spaces to be designed for girls and
young women, not just boys and young mény  (iR€®adrddIBatkground Report (2023)

they identify that arrently provision for young people consists almost entirely of facilities

such as skate parks, MUGA (aka fenced pitches) and BMX tracks. These are seen as meeting
the needs of all young people when in fact they are places dominated by boys. Girls feel tha
parks are unsafe, and offer nothing for them, yet these issues are seldom acknowldged
addressedRace and national heritage, religion, culture, relative deprivation and disability all
FFFSOG IANI &AQ | O0Saa (2 Lldzestedd tha fadilit@Swhioh al y @
FNB 2y 2FFSNIJ 2NJ R2y Qi FSSt (kKSe& Oly I00Saa i
lighting and toilets, could have benefits for many other groups too, such as older people,
women and other marginalised genders, ahd disabledOne of the most important actions

19 KIDS, is a charity which in its yiars, has pioneered a number of approaches and programmes for disabled children and
young people. KIDS was established in 1970 and in 2003, KIDS merged with KIDSACTIVE, previously known as the
Handicapped Adventure Pl@ssociation.
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is to ask girls what they want and provide facilities which they are interested in and will use.
Only by doing this can councils, designers and planners find out what girls want from parks,
and what the problems are with the current provision.

6.6 AccessibleéNatural Green Space

Table14 Summary of quantity and access standards for accessible natural green space
Quantity Standard Access Standard

1.8 ha/1000 population(for 15 YA y dzii S & Q (&0t straighit Ainé)and Natural
new provision 9y 3f I yRQa ! OO ®aSpacatan8ardb I G d:

Existing national or local standards

bl {dzNJF f Nayoaaf GrgeR (dfiastructure Framework2023) establishes national
standards for Gl in Englan@ihey recommend the following:

Capacity criteriat.ocal authorities have at lea3thectares of publicly accessible greenspace
per 1,000 populationn.b. not only accessible natural greenspace).

Size and Proximity criterialhe Green Infrastructure Headline Standards states everyone

should have access to good quality green and blue spaces close to home for health and
wellbeing and contact with nature, to meet the Accessible Greenspace Standards, with an

initial focusonr 00Saa G2 3INBSY |yR o0fdzS aL)l Okase g A i KA
in bold below relate specifically to accessible natural green space.

2 AGKAY Mp YAydzZiSaQ &1 f1Y

EITHER Boorstep OR Local Accessible Greenspace

1 A doorstep greenspace of at least 0.5ha within 200 metres, or
1 Alocal natural greenspace of at least 2ha within 300 metres walk from home.

AND
1 A medium sized neighbourhood natural greenspace (10ha) within 1km.
l b5 0S@2yR mMp YAydziSaQ ¢ty

1 A medium/large wider neighbourhood natural greenspace (20ha) within 2km, and
1 A large district natural greenspace (100ha) withirk, and
1 A very large subregional greenspace within (500 ha) within 10 km.

Quality criteria:Accessible greenspace meets Becen Flag Award CriterjdEllicott, 2016)
andbest practice in accessibility for alBy All Reasonable Means: Least restrictive access to
the outdoors (The Sensory Trust, 2020).
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The Woodland Trust has researched and developed the Woodland Access Standard (WASt)

for local authorities to aim for which is written in the Space for People publicitidimey

believe that the WASt can be an important policy tool complimenting other access standards
using in delivering green infrastructure for health benefits. The WASt is complimentary to

bl GdzNF £ 9y 3t yRQA ! bD{ ¢ | yR AdlandA¢RS8tEINGaRI 68 b
recommends:

1 that no person should live more than 500m from at least one area of accessible natural
woodland of no less than 2ha in size.

9 that there should be at least one area of accessible natural woodland of no less than
20ha within 4km (8kmround NA LJ0 2 F LIS2 L)X SQ& K2YSao

¢tKS CL¢ 3FdZARIyOS w. Se2yR G(KS {AE ! ONB {iGFyR
1.8ha per 1000 population for natural and semaitural green space, with a walking distance
of 720m.

Justification of a new gantity standard foraccessiblanatural green space

1 The existing average level of provision of accessible natural green @pizdacludes
country parkspacross the study area &45ha/1000.

1 Many of the wards fall below this average level of provision, with a small number of
wards having comparatively very high levels of provision.

1 The2023 residents survey found th&6% of respondents usedoodlands, wildlife
areas and nature reserves at least week®@% used daily). 58% of respondents
thought that there was a need for more natural green spaces with 36% saying that
there are enough.

1 The Stakeholder Consultation (2023) also that on the whole there are enough
accessible natural green spaces but there should also be an aim to deliver, more,
bigger and less fragmented sites.

1 The importance of natural green spaces (along with other open spaces) is recognised
not only in their contribution to recreation and health and wellbeing, but also
importantly in terms of green infrastructure and nature conservation/biodiversity and
climate change mitigation/adaptation.

1 FIT recommends a quantity standard of 1.8ha per 1000 population for natural and
semknatural green space.

1 The2012 Open Space Appraisal recommended a quantity standa2d3@? ha per
1000 population for natural and semi natural areas ar&#t hectares per 1,000 people
for country parks.

1 Considering the above, a standard 108 ha/1000 (in line with FIT)s proposed for
analysingexisting provision and the requirements foew provision. Thisconsidered
realistic and achievable in terms of new provision.

1 Just because a ward may have levels of provision above the minimum standard, it does
not mean these spaces are surplus to requirement (as access and quality also need to
be considered, and they may be important in terms of heritage, biodiversity, green

20 Space for People: targeting action for woodland accgdsly 2017
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infrastructure etc). The minimum standard for assessing existing provision serves to
highlight those areas with low levels of provision, and therefore where new provision
should be focused.

1 As already mentioned under the quantity standard for amenity green space, when
delivering new provision, consideration should be given to combining this with the
amenity green space standard (i.e., a combined standard4f2a/1000) in order to
provide bigger, more biodiverse spaces, in accordance with the NPPF.

Justification of new access standagéor accessible natural green space

1 The 2023 residents survey found that a large proportion of respondents are prepared
to travel up to 15 minutes to visit spaces/facilities including water recreation sites
(56%)and wildlife areas, nature reserves and woodlands (64%). Significant numbers
are also willing to travel that long to access footpaths, bridleways, and cycle paths
(70%).

T ¢KS CL¢ 3FdARFIyOS w. Se2yR (KS {AE ! ONB
720m for natural and senrmatural green space.

{ 01

f Natural Englana 3INBSy &LI OS aidlyRIFENR FT2NJ I 00Saa
d

accessible green space should be within ariibute walk time. The standards base
on different size thresholds will be applied to identify key gaps in access.

 ltis therefore recommended that an access standarti®¥ A y dzil S a Q (780mf |
straight line) is used to identify key gaps in access to all accessible natural green
spacesin addition to the Natural England Accessible Green Space Standards.

Justification of a new qgality standards foraccessiblenatural green space

The 2023 residents survey found that that respondents generally think the quality of
woodland, wildlife areas and nature reserves are either good or adequdss)@ith a
smaller amount (46%) saying the same for water recreation facilRiesites were quality
audited by Ethos in 2020, 21 of which were rated as either excellent or good quality, with only
6 sites being rated as fair.

The shape and size of space provided should allow for meaningful and safe recreation.
Provision might beexpected to include (as appropriate) elements of woodland, wetland,
heathland and meadow, and could also be made for informal public access through
recreation corridors. For larger areas, where-barne visits might be anticipated, some
parking provision will be required. The larger the area the more valuable sites will teed to b
in terms of their potential for enhancing local conservation intereat ebiodiversity.
Wherever possible these sites should be linked to help improve wildlife value as part of a
network.

In areas where it may be impossible or inappropriate to provide additional natural green
space consistent with the standard, other approaches should be pursued which could include
(for example):

1 Changing the management of marginal space on playing fields and parks to enhance
biodiversity.

GAY
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Encouraging living green roofs as part of new development/ redevelopment.
Encouraging the creation of native mixed species hedgerows.

Additional use of long grass management regimes.

Improvements tovatercourses and water bodies.

Innovative use of new drainage schemes / Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS).

Use of trees and plants with biodiversity value in high quality soft landscaping of new
developments.

= =4 -8 4 -8

The aboveare principles to be pursued and encouraged at all times.

Protecting, creating, enhancing and reffitiing accessiblenatural and semnatural features

is a costeffective and winwin approach to delivering positive outcomes for people and
wildlife. TheBuilding with Natur& benchmark quality standards for the design and delivery
of Glcouldbe alvocated by the councénd included within their GI policy.

6.7 Summary of open spacguantity and accesstandards

Tablel5 Summary of open spacgiantity and access standards
Typology Quantity  standards  for Access standard
existing provision and new
provision
(ha/1000 population)
Allotments 0.2 Mp YAYydziSaQ ¢
straight line)
Amenity Green Space 0.6 10YAydziSaQ ol f
(sites >0.1ha) straight line)
Parksand Recreation 1.1 Mp YAYydziSaQ ¢
Grounds straight line)
Play Space (Children) 0.07 Mn YAYydziSaQ g
straight line)
Play Space (Youth)  0.07 Mp YAydziSaQ ¢
straight line)
AccessibléNatural 1.80 15Y A y dzi S&a Q 720 €
Green Space straight line)and Natural
oy 3IflyRQa ! 00!
Greenspace Standards.
Total for new 3.84
provision

These quantity and access standardsarg f Ay S A GK Dbl GdzNI> € 9y 3t yF
and proximity standards for Green Infrastructure (summarised in Section 6.6).

2L https://iwww.buildingwithnature.org.uk/about
221n addition to these open space standards, the PPS sets out the requirements for playing pitches.
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7.0 APPLYING LOCAL STANDARDS

7.1 Introduction

This part of the report uses th@oposed newstandardsh y NB a LJISOG 2 F Wljdz y i A
Wl O Q& analy@e open space provision across #tedy area This section provides an

overview of provision and supply across ttady area andindividualwards with mapsby

ward provided inAppendicedl, 2 and 3.

It also looks at theontribution of open spaces to the green infrastructure netwarkh a
summary of themethodology andesults provided The full resultsare providedas part of
the GIS database.

Abiodiversity net gain assessmems also been completed for five open spaces within the
borough. A summary of the methodology and results is provided, with further detail in
Appendix 4.

Quantity analysis

The quantity of provision is assessed usingrdf@mmended quantity standards for each of
the typologies where a quantity standard has been developed. Recommended standards are
expressed as hectares of open space per 1000 population.

The quantity assessment looks at the existing levels of provision, then uses the
recommended standard to assess the required level of provision. From this a calculation is
made of the supply, which will either be sufficient or insufficient.

Access analysis

This section of the report provides analysis of the recommended access standards for each
typology across the study area. The maps and analysis in this section are intended to be
indicative, providing an overall picture of provision and highlighting agydseies across the
study area.

However, the key to access analysis, is understanding the picture at a more localised level,
therefore, maps showing local access provisionayd are included in Appendix 2.

Quality analysis

This section of the report makes analysis of each typology across the studyiaheghlights
any common themes or issues that have arisen from the consultaimh provides a
summary of the quality audit results at tisguidy arealevel. The detailed quality audits have
been provided tdhe Councibs part of the GIS database, and mapsvayd are provided at
Appendix 3which show the ranking of each open space auditextéllent,good, fair, or
poor).
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7.2 Application of quantity standards

7.2.1 Current supply against thetandards

The table below shows the existing supply (in hectares) of open space for each typology for
each of the wards, and at the study area level. The supply is calculated using the population
figures (using 202 ward estimatesprovided by the councit see Section 1.4)3and the
guantity of open space compared to what the requirements for open space are against the
recommended standards.

Positive figures show where thstudy area/wards meet the quantity standard for the open
space typology, and negative figures show where there is a shortfall in supply against the
guantity standard.

Although these figures highlight where there are shortfalls in supply against the quantity
standards and therefore where new provision should be sought, in many cases new provision

will not be achievable (unless, for example, through new development).eThigsres can

help inform decisions about the form of new open spaces and improvements to existing open

aLJ 0Sazx NI OGKSNI GKFY AG 0SAy3 AYLISNI GAGS GKI

It is important that these figures are considered alongside the access analysis (see section
below), as even if a ward is showing a shortfall in the supply of a particular typology, there
may be access to open space in a neighbouring ward.

Tablel6 Open space supply (ha) by ward and study area

{G aiOKI 1.11 -1.95 2.25 -0.34 -0.40 116.00
Hadleigh St

James -0.18 -2.66 -6.59 -0.18 -0.42 177.98
Thundersley

South -1.24 1.90 -6.79 -0.30 -0.43 63.80
{G DS2NE -1.27 -1.10 -6.97 -0.36 -0.44 -7.83
Appleton -1.31 -2.34 -7.21 -0.36 -0.46 -11.73
Thundersley

North -1.21 -3.57 11.32 -0.27 -0.47 14.41
{0 al NBC -0.79 -4.11 16.68 -0.25 -0.26 22.54
Tarpots 0.17 -4.29 -7.86 -0.50 -0.50 -6.32
Canvey Island

Winter Gardens -0.25 10.71 18.91 0.17 -0.28 349.34
Canvey Island

South -1.49 -4.25 -0.59 -0.22 -0.03 -13.39
Canvey Island

East -1.18 -0.55 6.25 -0.14 -0.48 -13.37

Canveyisland
North -1.53 -1.73 -8.40 -0.49 -0.53 3.68
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Canvey Island
Central -1.53 7.17 -7.02 -0.51 -0.53 -9.83

Borough wide -10.68 -6.76 4.00 -3.76 -5.24 685.28

Table16 shows that open space provision varies acrassds and typologies, with some

meeting the standards ansbomefallingbelow. Looking across the borough, most typologies

have a shortfall except for parks and recreation and accessible natural gpaer All wards

have a shortfall in youth provisidny R OKA f RNBy Q&a LY & &Ll 0SS o6SEC
Gardens).This will be an important consideration when determining the need fosita

open space as part of new development.

Wdzati o0SOlFdzasS | GeLkRfz23&8 A& Ay adzZFFAOASY(H 3
requirements, as the access and quantity standards also need to be considered alongside the
guantity requirements. There may also be other factors such as a sites ratnservation,

historic or cultural value, or its contribution to the Green Infrastructure network which mean

it should beprotected, or if it can be redesigned/re-designated used to reduce the shortfalls

in other types of open spagseeSection 8.2 otthis report).

7.2.2 Future need for open space

The Local Housing Needs Assessment (2023) identifies a need for 255 homes per annum in
Castle Point. This will be used by the Council to prepare a plan for the period, 2023.

Over the 20 year period this equates to 5,100 hon¢singan average household size of 2.4
persons/householdbased on Census 20RXhisresults in an estimategopulation increase
of 12,240.

Based on an estimated population increasel®f40, this is likely to result in the following
indicative open space requirements up to430(using the quantity standards set out in
Section 6.7, Tableb):

Allotments:2.45ha%3

Amenity green spacé€..34ha

Parks and recreation grounds3.#i6ha
Play space (children).87ha

Play space (youthp.87ha

= =4 4 4

23The quantity requirement for open space is calculated as follows: The open space quantity standard is divided
by 1000 and then multiplied by the proposed population increase. An example for allotments is provided:
0.2/1000 x 2,240=2.45
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1 Accessible natural green spa@2.0ha

The figures for open space requirements are for indicative purpesies calculations are
based on all open space being provided on site (which will not be the reality in some cases,
as consideration of the individual development size and proximity tstiagi open spaces
needs to be taken into account (see Section 8)).

More detail around the application of the open space standards and a recommended costings
methodology for open space provision/contributions is provided in Section 8.7 of this report.

The effectiveness of standards will depend heavily on the way that they are applied. Some
important principles have been set out in Section 6.1 to help guide their application.

7.3 Application of accesstandards

This section provides an overview of access to different types of open space typologies across
the study area, using the access standards summarisetible 15. The maps are intended

to provide an overview and are for illustrative purposes onlylore detailed maps byard

are provided for each typology with#ppendix 2

The maps show the walikme buffers for each open space typologgd are created using
QGIS and the OSM Tools plugin which relies oOenStreetMapaths and street network
to accurately map realistic potential walking routes. The buffers are based on dimelkf
5 kilometres/3.1 miles an hotft.

Table2 (Section 2.4 of this report) shows how wdikne relates to straightine distances and
pedestrian route distance3he straightine walking distances do not take into account roads

or barriers to access and so the actual route walked (the pedestrian route) is generally further
i.e., straightline distances are around 60% of actual distan@é® more basic straighine

buffer access analysis approach has been used for the Natural England ANGSt standards,
which define straight line buffers and naalk time

24 This is in line with the British Heart Foundatiate as an average walking pace on country and forestry
footpaths: https://www.bhf.org.uk/how-you-canhelp/events/trainingzone/walkingtraining-zone/walking

fags



https://www.bhf.org.uk/how-you-can-help/events/training-zone/walking-training-zone/walking-faqs
https://www.bhf.org.uk/how-you-can-help/events/training-zone/walking-training-zone/walking-faqs

7.3.1 Accesdo allotments, amenity green space, parks and recreation grounds and play space (children and youth)
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Figurel2 Access to amenity green space (10 minutes' walk time buffer)
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Figurel3 Access to parks and recreation grounds (15 minutes' walk time buffer)
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Figureld Access tehildren's play space (10 minutes' walk time buffer)
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Figurel5 Access to youth play space (15 minutes' walk time buffer)



Tablel7 Summary of access issues for allotmeatsenity green space, parks and recreation grounds and play
space (children and youth)

Typology Key Access Issues

Allotments There are some largegaps acrossthe
borough in particular the majority of
Canvey Island has no access except for
eastern side of the Islan@he mainland ha:
better access to allotments apart from in
Marys ward, west of Appleton and sou
Thundersley.

Amenity Green Space Generally goodaccess across thieuilt-up
areas of the boroughalthough there are
small gaps within several wards. TI
includes the west of St Marys, east
Tarpots and Appleton. In Canvey Islal
access is generally good with a small ga
the south of Canvey Island Central.

Parks and Recreation Grounds Largely good access across the majority
the study area, although there are son
significant gapscross the central part ©
the mainland (south Tarpots, soul
Thundersley Noth and Thundersley Sout

Play Space (Children) There are significant gaps acroghe
borough, although all wards have son
access to provision. The most significi
gaps are in the east of Canvey Island,
Michaels and in the south of Thundersl
North.

Play Space (Youth) Access to youth play space is poor acr
the borough with six wards having r
access provisionThe only ward with gooc
access is Canvey Island East, east of Ca
Island Winter Gardens, Appleton, St Mal
and St Georges.

7.3.2 Access taccessiblenatural green space across ttstudy area

This section looks at accessaocessiblenatural/seminatural green space within thetudy

area, through the application of the locally derived access standsegFigurel5), and the
Natural EnglandAccessible Greenspace Standarafs order to identify the main gaps in
access. As already mentioned undection 5.2.5, this typology only includes those natural
green spaces which have a definitive boundary and public aecgskocal Nature Reserves,
and not the open countryside where the only access is via the Public Right of Way network.
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Natural England Accessible Gregrace Standard$2023)

The Green Infrastructure Headline Standards states everyone should have access to good
guality green and blue spaces close to home for health and wellbeing and contact with nature,

to meet the Accessible Greenspace Standards, with an initial focasagss to green and

0ofdzS &LJ OSa gAGKAY ™pThosd iy i Befo@ relate dpdcificaliiNi® ¥ K2
accessible natural green space.

2 AGKAY mMp YAydziSaQ o171y

EITHER a Doorstep OR Local Accessible Greenspace

1 A doorstep greenspace of at least 0.5ha within 200 metres, or
1 Alocal natural greenspace of at least 2ha within 300 metres walk from home.

AND
1 A medium sized neighbourhood natural greenspace (10ha) within 1km.
| b5 0S@2yR mMp YAydziSaQ glflyY

1 A medium/large wider neighbourhood natural greenspace (20ha) within 2km, and
1 A large district natural greenspace (100ha) withiskEn, and
1 A very large subregional greenspace within (500 ha) within 10 km
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Figurel8 ANGSt Standard: Accesslttha+ sites withirlkm
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Figurel9 ANGSt Standard: Access to 20ha+ sites within 2km



