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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Overview

This Open Space Assessment has been undertaken by Ethos Environmental Planfang to

the South Worcestershire Councils (SWC) of Malvern Hills District Council, Wychavon District
Council and Worcester City Council Development Plan Review (DPRR Wv#ill2 Ny G KS {2
planrmaking and decisiemaking processes in relation to open space provision up to 2041.

The Study has been carried out in line with the National Planning Policy Fram@NRiPk)

in particularparagraph 96, which state#!! 00Saa G2 | ySiig2N] 2F KAII
opportunities for sport and physical activity is important for the health and-vesfig of
communities. Planning policies should be based on robust ataldgte assessmentsf 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
assessments should be used to determine what open space, spogaaedtional provision

A A ¥ oA

Ada YSSRSR>Y ¢gKAOK LXlya akKz2dZ R GKSy aSsS{ a2 |
This report (The Open Space Assessment) is one of three reports provided as part of the
overall Study. The other two reports are the Community and Stakeholder Consultatiort Repo

and the Village Halls and Community Centres Assessment.

The Open Space Assessment includes six key stages:

=

Strategic context/overview;

Identifying local needs (based on the Community and Stakeholder Consultation
Report)

Audit of open space provision;

Setting provision standards;

Applying provision standards; and

Draft policies and recommendations.

=

= =4 =4 A

Consultation andAudit of Provision

The Study examined localkeed for a wide range of different types open space, via
guestionnaire surveys which included a general household survey, a survey of Town and
Parish councils and a local groups and organisations survey.

The audit of open space provision included a poshensive mapping and audit process to
collate data on the current provision and quality of open space across the Study area. Open
spaces were mapped onto Geographic Information Syste@Ig (ArcView) and categorised

into individual typologies. Qualitgudits (based on the Green Flag assessment criteria) were
undertaken at key open spaces and all play spaces across the Study area.
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Development ofSandards

The information from the consultation (local needs assessment), along with the audit of
provision aml review of existing local and national standards were analysed in order to
produce new recommendedpen spacetandards for access and quantity. Quality standards
have also been recommended, based on Green Flag criteria. The quantitacards
standards recommended are summarised in the table below:

Quantity  standards  for,
assessing existing provisio

Typology and requirements for new| Access standard

provision

(ha/1000 population)
Allotments 0.30 TR YSUNBa 2N

walk time

Amenity Green Space| 0.70 600 metresorlamo Y A Y
(sites >0.15 ha) walk time
Park and Recreation 600 metresorlamo Y A Y]
Grounds (publicand | 1.70 walk time

private combined)

Play Space (Children)| 0.05

600 metresorlamo Y A Y

walk time

THAN YSUNBa 2N
Play Space (Youth) 0.05 walk time

BGHAN YSGNBA 2NJ
Natural Green Space | 1.0 walk time

ANGst Standards
Total for new 3.80ha/1000
provision

Application of Standards

The standards above (and qualgétandards) have been used to identify existing deficiencies
or surpluses in the quantity, access and quality of open space across the Study Area by district
and ward.

The use of the quantity statistics should not be in isolatiotihey should beconsidered
alongside the accessd qualitystandards.

The standards that have been proposed aremiimimum guidance levels of provisidDertain
geographical areas may enjoy levels of provision exceeding minimum starlettiss does
not mean there is a surpluss all such provision may be well used.

The application of standards is covered in sectiohe quantity analysis, summarised in
table 20 (section 7.2) shows that in every ward, there is a deficiency in at least one typology
of open space.
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Policy Reommendations

The strategic options and policy recommendations in section 8 isfrégport addresghe
processes for understanding the options around the following key areas:

1 Existing provision to be protected;

1 Existing provision to benhanced;

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

1 Facilities that may be surplus to requirement.

Section 8 also considers developer contributions, including costs of providing open space and
thresholds for omsite or/and off-site provision.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Overview

ThisOpen SpacAssessmentas been undertaken by EthEsivironmental Planngntoinform

the South Worcestershire Councils (SW@CMalvern Hills District Council, Wychavon District
Council and Worcester City CouredvelopmentPlanReview(DPR)It will informthe SWQ a
plan-making anddecisionmakingprocesgsin relation to open space provisiamp to 2041

The Open Space Assessment is on@@ereports provided as part of the overall Study. The
threereports are the:

1 South Worcestershir€ommunity and Stakeholder Consultation Report;
1 Sauth Worcestershir®Open Space Assessment (this regaat)d
1 South Worcestershir€ommunity Buildings and Halls Report

The NPPfparagraph 96)jecogniseshat access to high quality open spaces and opportunities
for sport and recreation can nka an important contribution to the health and wddking of
communities. It requires local planning authorities to set out p@& to help enable
communitiesto access high quality open spaces and opportunities for sport and recreation.
These policies el be based on a thorough understanding of the local needs for such
facilities and opportunities available for new provision.

The study has been carried outline with the NPPFwhich wasprincipallyupdated in July

2018 with further updatedollowing in February 2019Themethodology of theDpenSoace
Assessment has primarily been affected by #imsenceof updated information relating to

(the now supersededylanning Policy Guidance Note 17 (PPGrilifje NPPF and National
Planning Practe Guidance (NPPG)Whilst the government has not published anything
specifically to replace this documerit does signpost the Sport England guidance for sports
facilities assessmerfis there is however, still clear referensenade in the newNPPF and
NPPGto the principles and ideology established within PPG17. As such the underlying
principles of this study have been informed by the former guidance providéBlamning

t 2f AO& DAdzZARIyOS b2dS wmtY t {1 yy andis Cendahlom LISY
Guide Wssessing Needs and Opportun@es g KA OK A& | GNASR |yR
providesa consistent approach with many other local authorities.

It should be noted thathis study providesan evidence base for planning policydasnot a
strategy documentThe ecommendations (Section 8) dfis assessmercludethe basis for
the formulation of policies related to open space that willdmnsidered for inclusiowithin
the reviewed localPan, and the assessment can bsed to inform more detailed strategy
work.

! The plan period is 2021 to 2041
2 http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blogdiidance/openspacesportsandrecreationfacilities
publicrights-of-way-and-localgreenspace/openspacesportsandrecreationfacilities

7
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1.2 TheSouth Worcestershire Developmeritlan RevieW(SWDPR)

The South Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDP) was adoptezbruary2016 and
covers the period 2006 to 2030.

The SouthWorcestershire Councils started a review of the SWDP in late 2017. This is in line
with new Government requirements that local plans should be updated every five’yaads
therefore a revise®WDP is required by 2021. The review will provide an updasedgeriod

to the year 2041.

The plan will update the existing SWDP and where necessary its Vision, Objectives, Spatial
Strategy and policies for the future development of the South Worcestershire area. The plan
review will include site allocations, polgs and policy designations that will provide for the
development needs of the area up to 2041.

The Issues and Options Consultation (November 2018) set out the anticipated requirement
for new housingThe Government has introduced a standangthodology for calculating
housing need. The methodology is set out within the NRRG it is based on household
projections for the area, plus an uplift to take account of affordabilitshould be noted that

the housing figure derived from the standbmethodology will change at least annually as
new affordability data is published each year and new household projections are published
approximately every two year$he Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government
(MHCLG) conswt on revisonsof the standard methodology in late 2018his consultation
resulted in updated versions of the NPPF and NPPG in February 2019, with the NPPG stating
that in setting the baseline figure for household growth projections, the 2014 National
Statistics figure should be used as opposed to the more recent (but lower) 2016 figures.

¢tKS {25t A& OdzNNBydafte Fd 0KS WL&adzZSa of yR h L
318t March 2018,it is anticipated that theSVDPR currentlyneeds to make provision for
approximately 14,000 dwellings for the period tgp2041 in addition to those which have

already been delivered or are likely to be delivered based on current commitments and
completions

1.3 Purpose of this Report
1.3.1 Overnall Aimof the Open Space Assessment

The aims of the study are to provide a robust assessment of needs and deficiencies in open
spacesn orderto establish local provision standards and create an up to date evidence base
which can beused to inform theSWDPRThe standards will be used to assess proposals for
open spaces during the Plan perjoelcognising the need for improving the quality of exigt

open spaces in addition to reqeiments fornew provision.

Village halls and community centres are considered under a separate report as identified in
section 1.1.

3 https://www.gov.uk/quidance/plaamaking
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1.3.2 Scope ofAssessment

The overall aim of thassessmenis to audit the quality, quantity and accessibility of existing
open space within theéStudy Areaidentify any surpluss, shortfalls or deficiencies; assess
future needs as a result of proposed growth; and to develop local standards for planning

policy.

It will provide a comprehensive assessment of the current level of proyiaamessibility and
guality of the different types obpenspace. The assessment will alsoommendpolicies for
resisting inappropriate development on open spaces andpnaVidethe SWGQGwith a robust
evidence base to help justify contributions towards provision of and improvements to open
spacequality/provision.

The assessment excludas audit ofplaying pitche as these have been covered under a
separateSouth Worcestershire Playing Pitch Strategy (July 2@ilf)are considered within
the overall standards recommendatichs

1.4  Structure of the report
The open spacassessmentollows five key stages asimmarised below:

Step 1¢ Identifying Local Needs

Step 2¢ Audit of Existing Open Space Assets
Step 3¢ Setting Local Standards

Step 4¢ Applying Local Standards

Step 5¢ Policy Recommendations

= =4 -8 4 -4

1.5 The Study Area

151 Overview

South Worcestershire covers approximately 1,308k&md forms the southern limit of the

West Midlands region. It also borders the sowtbst and soutkeast regions. It comprises

the largely rural districts of Malvern Hills and Wychavon along Withicester City, the

largest urban area. Beyond the city are the three main towns of Droitwich Spa, Evesham and
Malvern & well aghe smallertowns of Pershore, Tenbury Wells and Upigoon-Severn. In
addition, there are over 200 villages of varying sizearacter and level of service provision.

The total population of south Worcestershire is approximagéy,857(2017 Mid-Year

Population Estimats).

The landscape is generally of a very high quality and is a defining feature of south
Worcestershire. The countryside is distinguished by the upland afgzest ofthe Cotswolds

“https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/documers/10586/8183916/South+Worcestershire+Playing+Pitch+Strategy+S
trateqgy+Final+Sept+2015.pdf/e470658ha04a9a8b94-318ad3d34e45



https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/documents/10586/8183916/South+Worcestershire+Playing+Pitch+Strategy+Strategy+Final+Sept+2015.pdf/e4706541-6ba0-4a9a-8b94-318ad3d34e45
https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/documents/10586/8183916/South+Worcestershire+Playing+Pitch+Strategy+Strategy+Final+Sept+2015.pdf/e4706541-6ba0-4a9a-8b94-318ad3d34e45
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(including Bredon Hill) anthe Malvern Hills Areas of Outstanding NaturabBgy as well as
the river valleys of the Avon, Severn d¢hd Teme. Parts dhe WorcesterCityand Wychavon
DistrictQare covered by the West Midlands Green Belt.

15.2 Administrative Boundaries

In order to analyse the current provision ahdure requirementsfor open space acroshe
Study Area, the following geographical areas have been used:

1 Whole Study Area boundaryguth Worcestershirean amalgamation of the three
districts);

1 Each district boundary; and

1 Ward boundaries.

These boundries are shown in figureldelow andwere agreed by the project steering gip
as the most effctive way to analyse provision.

Of particular relevance to thisly arethe ONS midrear (20%) population statistts by

ward, whichprovide much more ufo-date figures compared to the 2011 Census data and
have been used as the basis for much of the current and future assessment of need for open
space.

q>)~ % Malvern Hills = Wychavon
> 0 Worcester City — Wards 0 25 5 10 KM

South Worcestershire Open Space Mapping
e'h®s Study Area Boundaries 23/0L/2019

2}
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1.5.3 Population Statistic§ONS midyear (2017) population estimates)

The population of the Study Area384,857.

This is broken down hyistrict as follows:

1 Malvern Hills77,165
1 Worcester City102,314
1 Wychavon125,378

The further breakdown by ward is shown in tatlbelow.

Table 1 Ward population statistic<dNS midyear 20T population estimates)
Ward (Grouped by District) Population
Malvern Hills
Alfrick and Leigh 3493
Baldwin 2182
Broadheath 3593
Chase 6113
Dyson Perrins 4666
Hallow 1848
Kempsey 4096
Lindridge 2248
Link 6368
Longdon 2092
Martley 1917
Morton 2251
Pickersleigh 6446
Powick 3922
Priory 4463
Ripple 1766
Teme Valley 1879
Tenbury 4025
Upton and Hanley 4153
Wells 3242
West 4112
Woodbury 2290
Worcester
Arboretum 6301
Battenhall 5295
Bedwardine 8399
Cathedral 11488
Claines 8211
Gorse Hill 5749
Nunnery 8028
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Ward (Grouped by District) Population
Rainbow Hill 5525
St Clement 6037
St John 9074
St Peter's Parish 5536
St Stephen 5430
Warndon 5754
Warndon Parish North 5376
Warndon Parish South 6111
Wychavon
Badsey 3096
Bengeworth 7661
Bowbrook 2870
Bredon 2666
Bretforton and Offenham 2966
Broadway and Wickhamford 4662
Dodderhill 2835
Drakes Broughton 2519
Droitwich Central 2570
Droitwich East 5561
Droitwich South East 5400
Droitwich South West 4985
Droitwich West 5364
Eckington 2673
Elmley Castle and Somerville 2457
Evesham North 5293
Evesham South 5417
Fladbury 2783
Great Hampton 3168
Hartlebury 2936
Harvington and Norton 2704
Honeybourne and Pebworth 2758
Inkberrow 5685
Little Hampton 5665
Lovett and North Claines 5641
Norton and Whittington 3647
Ombersley 2451
Pershore 7716
Pinvin 3001
South Bredon Hill 2419
The Littletons 3111
Upton Snodsbury 2698
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2.0 METHODOLOGY

2.1 General

The starting point for this study has been tpedance 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 for open space, however it does not provide any detailed guidance
on how to conduct an opespace assessment. It is therefore both logical and acceptable to
reference the guidance for assessment provided in the former PPG17 anomisanion
guide.PPGL17 placed a requirement on local authorities to undertake assessments and audits
of open spacesports 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 Guid® tPPG17 recommended an overall approach to this kind of study as
summarisedn figure 2below:

Figure 2 Summary of methodology

Step 1: Identify local needs

— =

Step 2: Audit local
provision

e

Step 3: Set provision
standards

—

Step 4: Apply the provision
standards

= —

Step 5: Draft Policies /
Recommendations

Within this overall approach theompanion guide suggests a range of methods and
techniques that might be adopted in lpghg the asessment process. Where appropriate,
these methods and techniqudsave been employed within this study aade explained at
the relevant point in the report. In additiothey are summarised in thparagraphdelow.
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2.2 ldentify Local Need (Step 1)

The Community and Stakeholder Consultation Report (2018) examines identified local need
for various types of open spacgports and recreationapportunities. It has drawn upon a
range of survey and analytical techniques as well as a detailed reviexssthg consultation

data and other relevant documentation. The report details the community consultation and
research process that has been undertaken as part of the study as well as the main findings.
For further details of the findings, please refeo the Community and Stakeholder
Consultation Report

2.3 Audit of Existing Open SpackypologieqStep 2)
2.3.1 Defining the scope of the audit

In order to build up an accurate picture of the current open sppoavision in South
Worcestershire an initial desktop audit ofachopen spacdypologywas carried out This
included:

1 analysis of existing Gtfata held bySWC

1 desktop mapping of open space from aerial photography;
1 questionnaies to town and parish counciland

1 liaison wit council officers

Following this, ise visitswere undertakenby Ethosduring the summer of 2018t a total of

559sites, withquality audits undertaken &@49sites 282 ¥ G KSaS 6SNB OKA f RN
play spaces, and8were desktop quality audits of natural green spadesgssess thguality

of AaAGSad ¢KS ljdzr f AG& | dzZRAG RNB g Ahe aditsRvereS NA | &
undertaken using a standas#id methodology and consistent approa@xplained in more

detail in sectior’ .4). However, audits of this nature can only ever be a sstapt in time and

their main purpose is to provide a consistent and objective assessment of@ esttisting

quality ather than a full audit. Clearly, local communities may have aspirations which are not
identified in the quality audit, but it is hoped that these can be explored furthéside of

this studythrough site management plans and neighbourhood/parish plarepgasopriate.

2.3.2 Approach to mapping

As part of the audit processitas were mapped into their differertypologiesusinga mult
functional approach to mappingsdemonstrated in figure below.

Where open spaces cross ward boundaries, in order to calculate the quantity of open space
by ward, these have beesplit using the ward boundary.

Only open spaces within the Study Area have been mapped i.e. althoughbomies use of
open space has been noted and considered (including within the Community and Stakeholder

5 http://www.greenflagaward.org.uk/judges/judgingriteria
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Consultation Report 2018), open spaces falling outside of the Study Areddrgumave not
been mapped.

The study maps open space typologies in the context of the wider Green Space (policy SWDP
38 layer) network. Although this study deals with certain typologies of open space, with a
focus on accessible open space, the importantéhe wider green space network e.g. in
terms of green infrastructure, biodiversity, visual amenégd health and wellbeing is
recognised, and is afforded protection through current policy SWBP 38

It should be noted that the typologies mapping is asusiate as possible (as Bébruary2019)
following cross checking with thEWQ &lSlayers, desktop mapping, consultation with
town/parish councils and site visits. However, there may be anomaly sites which are picked
up at a later date. The mapping will also be kept up to datthbysWQ@, &s new open space

is provided througtiuture development.

Figure3 Multi-functional mapping of open spa¢Example)
, w J/

b

= ’
© 2019 Microsoft Corporation @261 HERE

1,(:00 m ’NX

b bing /r

Openspace 3 Am: [ Outdoor Sport (Private) Ward
>~ Typology B Cemeteries and Churchyards [ Park and Recreation Grounds =] Boundary
Q) [ Accessible Natural Greenspace Il Education [ Play (Child)
X Allotments [ Outdoor Sport (Fixed) W Play (Youth) 0 250 500
L 1 1 1 1

e'h s South Worcestershire Open Space Mapping 19/02/2019
St. Clement Ward Open Space Provision

8 Policy SWDP 38 will be updated as part of SW¢DPRind will providefurther policy requirements/criteria in
relation to open spaces not covered by a particular typology
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2.4 Set andApply Provision t&andards (Steps 3 and 4)

Local provision standards have been gmtthe Study Aredin agreement with the project
team and theSW@ Officer Steering Groupyith three components, embracing:

1 quantity;
1 accessibility
1 quality.

Quantity

The GIS database and mapping has been used to assess tirgggxsvision of open space
acrossthe Sudy Area. The existing levels of provision are considered alongsiddindings

of previous studies, the local needs assessment and consideration of existing and national
standards or benchmarkslhe key to developingpbust local quantity standards is that they

are locally derivedgvidencebasedand most inportantly, achievable. Typicallgtandards are
expressed as hectares pe000 ppulation The recommended standards are then used to
assess the supply of eatype of open spacéypologyacross theSudy Area.

Access

Evidence from previous studies, thacal needs assessment and consideration of national
benchmarks are used to develop access standards for open space. Typically, standards are
expressed as straight line walkstances Drive time standards have not been proposed as
these are normally only apppriate for strategic sites such as sports hub sites. Drive time
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, and in additiorprtir@unity and
stakelolder consultation has shown that the majority of households access open spaces on
foot.

A series of maps assessing access for different typologies are presethasirgport. The
maps are intended to be indicative, and more detailed maps by districtneamdare provided

at appendix 2They show the straight line buffers along with population density (2011 census
output areas) so that the key gaps in access can be identified.

The straight line walking distances do not take into account roads or batoegiccess, and

so the actual route walked (the pedestrian route) is generally further i.e. straight line
distances are around 60% of actual distances. The standard walk time and straight
line/pedestrian route distances are shown in taBlbelow:

Table 2 Standard walk times and distances
walk time (minutes) Pedestrian Route (metres) Straight line (metres)
1 100 60
2 160 96
3 240 144
4 320 192
5 400 240
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walk time (minutes) Pedestrian Route (metres) Straight line (metres)
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 thacalneeds assessment and the findings of the quality
audits. The quality standards also include recommended policies to guiderbsion of

new open space through futumevelopment

2.5 Draft Policy Recommendations (Step 5

This section outlines higher level strategic options which may be applicable at \waxd,
and study area wide level. The strategic optiadsiresdive 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.

arwpdE
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3.0 CONTEXT

3.1 Introduction

This section sets out a brief revi@kthe most relevant national anldcal policies related to

the study, which have been considered in developing the methodology and findings of the
study. Policies and strategies are suj® regular change, therefore the summary provided

in this section was correct ¢ghe time of writing.

It also provides important contextual information regardingalth and deprivatiorfor the
Study Area

The policy overvievincludes analysis of theSWQ@ existingstrategies and policiedt also
includes areview of other stratggies of relevance at nationahd local levels and assess
their implications for the provision of open space, sport and recreation opportunities.

ThePPG17 companion guide identified the importance of understanding the implications of
existing strategies on the study. Specifically, before initiating local consultation, there should
be a review of existing nationand local plans and strategies, and assessment of the
implementation and effectiveness of existing planning policies and provision standards.

3.2 Strategic Context

3.2.1 National Strategic Context
3.2.11 National Planning Policy Framewo(lNPPF]February 2019)

The NPPF sets olitK S D2 @SNY YSy (i Qa LX FyyAy3d LRtAOASaE 7
applied. The NPPF must be adhered to in the preparation of local and neighbourhood plans,
and is a material condg¢ration in planning decisions.

Within the NPPF, open space is defited W! f £ 2 LISy &L} OS 2F LIz f A
land, but also areas of water (such as rivers, canals, lakes and reservoirs) which offer
AYLRZNIOFYG 2LILIR2NIdzyAGASE F2NJ 4LI2NI YR NBONSLE

The NPPF contains the folling 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 ofuture generations to meet their own needs.

1 Para 96- Access to a network of high quality open spaces and opportunities for sport
and physical activity is important for the health and wWmding of communities.
Planning policies should be based on robusli ap-to-date assessments of the need
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for open space, sport and recreation facilities (including quantitative or qualitative
deficits or surpluses) and opportunities for new provision. Information gained from
the assessments should be used to determine vdpEn space, sport and recreational
provision is needed, which plans should then seek to accommodate.
Para 97- Existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, including
playing fields, should not be built on unless:
a) an assessment hdmen 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 léa
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.
Para 98- 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
Para 149- 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 temperatures. 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 future elocation of vulnerable development and infrastructure
Para 170- Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the
natural and local environment.

Green Infrastructure

The concept of green infrastructure (Gl) is nfinmly embedded in national policy with the

NPPF requiring local planning authorities to set out a strategic approach in their Local Plans,

planning positively for the creation, protection, enhancement and management of networks
of biodiversity and greeryi ¥ NI & { NHzO & dzNB & L REWok®EmulEi NE Sy A
functional green space, urban and rural, which is capable of delivering a wide range of

Sy o

ANRYYSYGlt FyR ljddttAadGe 2F tATS o0SySFada

TheStudy Aredhas a wide ange of existing green infrastructure assets such as open spaces,
parks and gardens, allotments, wdadds, street treesfields, hedgeows, treelines lakes,

ponds,

rivers, meadows and grassland playing fields, as well as footpaths, cydeamdy

waterways. Howewe the concept of Gl looks beyond existing designations, seeking
opportunities to increase function and connectivity of assets to maximise the benefits for the
communityand wildlife

'.F
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3.21.3 The Natural Environment White Paper BWP) The Natural Choice: securing
the value of nature (2011)

The white papef recognise 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;
strengthening the conections between people and nature; creating a green economy and
showing leadershim the European UnionEU and internationally.

LG NBaLRyRa (2 GKS wnmn AYRSLISYRSYd NBOASg 2
chaired by Professor Sirklo Lawton, which identifies the need for more, better and bigger
joined spaces for nature.

3.214 . AZ2RAGSNRBAGE HaownaY | AGNYX GS3e FT2N 9y 3t
(August 201)

Thisbiodiversity strategy for England builds on tiatural Environment White Paper and sets
out the strategic direction for national biodiversity policy to implement international and EU
commitments.

CKS @AaArzy F2NJ 9y3IflFyR AAY W. & wnpn 2dzNJ £ yi
will be walued, conserved, restored, managed sustainably and be more resilient and able to
FRFLIWG G2 OfAYIFIGS OKIFyYy3ST LINPGARAY3I SaaSyuaalft

The mission of this strategy is to ‘'halt overall biodiversity loss, support healthy well
functioning ecosystems and establish coherent ecological networks, with more and better

LI I OS& F2NJ yI (dzNB T2 N K Sstrate§yCddthis four @uEomésh f Rt A T
to be achieved by the end of 2020. These are:

Habitats and ecosystems on land (including freshwater environments)

By 2020 we will have put in place measures so that biodiversity is maintained and enhanced,
further degradation has been hall and where possible, restoration is underway helping to
deliver more resilient and coherent ecological networks as well as healthy and well
functioning ecosystems which can deliver multiple benefits for wildlife and people too.

Marine habitats, ecosysiss and fisheries

By 2020 we will have put in place measures so that biodiversity is maintained, further
degradation has been halted and where possible, restoration is underway, helping deliver
good environmental status and our vision of clean, healthie peoductive and biologically
diverse oceans and seas.

Species
By 2020, we will see an overall improvement in the status of our wildlife and will have

prevented further humarinduced extinctions of known threatened species.

7http://www.official -documents.gov.uk/document/cm80/8082/8082.pdf
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People
By 2020significantly more people will be engaged in biodiversity issues, aware of its value

and taking positive action.
3.2.15 A Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to Improve the Environn{20t.8

This 25 Year Environment Plan sets out government action tothelpatural world regain

and retain good health. It aims to deliver cleaner air and water in our cities and rural
landscapes, protect threatened species and provide richer wildlife habitats. It calls for an
approach to agriculture, forestry, land use amhfng that puts the environment first.

The 25year goals are:

Clean air

Clean and plentiful water

Thriving plants and wildlife

A reduced risk of harm from environmental hazards such as flooding and drought
Using resources from nature mosestainably and efficientjyand

Enhanced beauty, heritage and engagement with the natural environment.

= =4 =4 48 -8 9

In addition, pressures on the environmenill be managedy:

Mitigating and adapting to climate change
Minimising waste

Managing exposure tohemicalsand
Enhancing biosecurity.

= =4 -4

Actions/policies are identified around six key areBdJsing and managing land sustainably;

2) Recovering nature and enhancing the beauty of landsca&)&3pnnecting people with the
environment to improve health ahwellbeing4) Increasing resource efficiency, and reducing
pollution and wastep) Securing clean, productive and biologically diverse seas and oceans;
and 6)Protecting and improving the global environment.

The Plan sits alongside two other importajavernment strategies. The Industrial Strategy

sets out how productivityill be boostedacross the UK through five foundatiogsdeas,

people, infrastructure, business, environmesmd places. Clean Growth is one of the four

Grand Challenges laid outtime strategy that will put the UK at the forefront of industries of

the future, ensuring that it takes advantage of transformational global trends. The Clean
DNRgGK { OGN GS3Ee aSata 2dzi GKS ! YQa NBFFFANKSE
and enviremmental policies to mitigate climate change and deliver clean, green growth.

3.216 Sporting Future A New Strategy for an Active Natiofpecember 2015

This crosgjovernment strategy seeks to address {diaing levels of sport participation and
high levels of inactivity in this country. Through this strategy, government is redefining what
success in sport means, with a new focus on five key outcomesigahyvellbeing, mental
wellbeing, individual development, social and community development and economic
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development. In future, funding decisions will be made on the basis of the outcomes that
sport and physical activity can deliver.

ltisthegovernmena | YOoOAGA2Y OGKIG Fft NBfSGOFyd RSLI NI
a more physically active nation, where children and young people enjoy the best sporting
opportunities available and people of all ages and backgrounds can enjoy the many benefits

that sport and physical activity bring, at every stage in their lives.

The g@vernment is reaffirming its commitment to Olympic and Paralympic success but also
extending that ambition to noi®lympic sports where it will support success through
grassrootsinv@ 1 YSY G Ay GK24aS aLRNIA&AX FyR o6& aKFNRY
The strategy outlines what is expected of the sector to deliver this vision, and how the
government will support it in getting there.

Public investment into community sport is teach children as young as five as part of a
groundd NBIF {Ay3 ySg aiNIiS3ed ¢KS Y20S gAftf &S
investing in sport for those aged 14 and over to supporting people from five years old right
through to pensioners, in a bid toeate a more active nation.

Investment will be targeted at sport projects that have a meaningful, measurable impact on
K2g (GKS& | NB A Y LJkaEdalping youd§ gebgie §anakill§ td gatSnio work,
to tackling social inclusion and improwgi physical and mental health.

Funding will also be targeted at groups who have low participation rates to encourage those
who do not take part in sport and physical activity to get involved. This includes supporting
women, disabled people, those in lower seeiconomic groups and old@eople.

3.217 Sport England StrateggyW¢ 2 ¢ F NRa |y (200B20RYWS bl GA2Y Q

Ly NBaLRyaS (2 (0KS D2@SNYYSylQiisiodis Hatth& 38> {
everyone in England, regardless of age, background or ability, feels able to take part in sport
2N F OdA@GAGed {LIR2NI 9y3AflyRQa ySg GAaAirzy I yR
achieving thegovernment's strategy. Key feates of the new Strategy are:

1 Dedicated funding to get children and young people active from the age of five,
including a new fund for family based activities and offering training to at least two
teachers in every secondary school in England to help thetermeet the needs of
all children, irrespective of their level of sporting ability

1  Working with the sport sector to put customers at the heart of everything they do and
using the principles of behaviarchange to inform their work

1 Piloting new ways ofvorking locally by investing in up to 10 places in Englaadnix
of urban and rural areas

1 Investing up to £30m in a new volunteering strategy, enabling more people to get the
benefits of volunteering and attracting a new, more diverse range of volustee

1 Helping sport keep pace with the digital expectations of customenaking it as easy
to book a badminton court as a hotel rogmnd
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1 Working closely with governing bodies of sport and others who support people who
already play regularly, to help thetvecome more efficient, sustainable and diversify
their sources of funding.

3.2.2 Local Context

3.22.1 Corporate Plans of the South Worcestershire local authorities

Each of the three SWEBINE RdzOS (G KSANJ 246y WO2dzy OAf LI I yaQ
short documents that are periodically updated, and they set the tone for council decisions
and actions over a set time horizon. The following summarises each of the three plans

Malvern Hils District Council Five Year Plahhevision is to make life better for everyone
who lives, works in and experiences the Malvern Hills District. To achieve this there are three
priorities with objectives and actions for each, making the most of resgurce

1 Building stronger and healthier communities
1 Driving economic prosperity and growth
1 Making the most of our superb environment

A fiveyear plan sets out specific ambitions and direction to help prioritise resources and
deliver actions.

Wychavon District Council Our strategy 20%62020: A fouryear strategy sets out the
direction for the council from April 2016 up until March 2020.

The stated purpose/aim is to be an outstanding, innovative council delivering great services
andmaking life better for everyone in Wychavon.

The strategy contains the three priorities shown belovith several goals under each priority:

1 People: healthy, happy, active and supported
1 Place: green, clean and safe with quality, affordable homes
1 Prosperity vibrant communities with quality jobs and skills.

Worcester City Plan 2018021 "Building a successful future on®0 years of history"

1 Stronger and Connected Communities:stated desire fopeople in Worcester to feel
they are part of a city where #y have positive relationships with each other, where
they feel safe and where they are able to succeed to the best of their abilities.

1 A Prosperous CityA goal of sustainable growth from which many people and
communities can benefit.

1 A Healthy and Adte City:A desire foresidents to have a good start in life, enjoying
healthy and fulfilling lives, through to a dignified end.

f A Heritage City forthe 21st Centurf:SS1 G2 NBOGFAY (KS WwWSaaSyc
accommodating the needs of sustainalgrowth and development in a way that is
sympathetic with a range of views, needs and potential.
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1 Sustaining and Improving our Asset& goal that people recognise the beauty of the
city help to protect, sustain and improve its environment for the benefiturrent
and future generations.

3.2.2.2 The South Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDP)

The SWDP was adopted and published on 25 February 2016. The SWDP is an integral part of
the Development Plan. Planning decisions by these Local Planning Authorities and the

@R OSNYYSYyiQa tftlyyAy3d LyalLlSOGu2Nr 4GS Yd@aid oS 0l
unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The SWQ@ started a review of the SWDP in late 2017. This is in line withgnearnment
requirements that local plans should lbeviewedevery five years, and therefore a revised
SWODP is required [8021. The review will provide an updated plan period to the year 2041.
The plan will update the existing SWDP and where necessary its Vision, Objectives, Spatial
Strategy and policies for the future development of the South Worcestershire area. The plan
will include site allocations, policies and policy designations that will provide for the
development needs of the area up to 2041.

Key objectives of the adopted SWDP

The key objectives of the adopted SWDP relevant to this study are contained under the
following themes, which also tend to reflect the stated aims and ambitions of the (above)
council plans:

W{GNRY3IASNI / 2YYdzyA(iASaQ

1 To deliver sufficient new homes needed by local communities and which will help
support economic growth

1 To allocate most developemt in locations where there is good access to local services
and where transport choice is maximised.

Wi SOGGSNI OYDBANRYYSYUd F2NJ ¢2RI& YR ¢2Y2NNERS
1 To protect the Green Infrastructure Network and take every opportunity to increase
its coverage anduality.
1 To enhance biodiversity, geodiversity, landscape quality, water quality and protect the

highest quality agricultural land.

WLYLINRE GAYy 3 OSSIAYiEKQ | yR 2 St €

8 Quantifiable housing needs change and the figures provided in the adopted local plan can only represent a
shapshot in time, as housing sites are committed and built, and other circumstances change. Therefore, the
guantum of housing allocations and needsc(uding those in the local plan) are not mentioned in this
consultation report, but are instead considered in other accompanying assessment reports where they have
particular relevance.
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1 To ensure that new development sets out high quality formal / informal recreational
opportunities and contributes to enhanced sporting facilities in order to encourage
healthy lifestyles.

Local Plan policies support the above objectives. In some cases, policies have supporting
footnotes and references included in the Local Plan, andua have been excluded for
brevity. The key local plan policies considered relevant to this study are therefore as follows:

SWDP 5: Green Infrastructure

A. Housing development proposals (including mixest schemes) are required to
contribute towards the povision, maintenance, improvement and connectivity of
Green Infrastructure (Gl) as follows (subject to financial viability):

i. For greenfield sites exceeding 1ha (greg¥)% Green Infrastructure (Gl).

ii. For greenfield sites of less than 1ha but more tharh@.2gross) 20% Green
Infrastructure (Gl).

iii. For brownfield siteg no specific Green Infrastructure (Gl).

B. The precise form and function(s) of Gl will depend on local circumstances and the
2 2NOSaAa0SNREKANBE DNBSY Ly TN ailNtwdId sedkBo { G NI
agree these matters with the local planning authority in advance of a planning
application. Effective management arrangements should also be clearly set out and
secured. Once a planning permission has been implemented, the associatdd@l wi
protected as Green Space (SWDP 38 refers).

C. Other than specific site allocations in the development plan, development proposals
that would have a detrimental impact on important Gl attributes within the areas
ARSYGAFASR & dLINRPAHBODGEI I YRR SNEKE yONER ¢ 32 NB &0
Environmental Character Areas Map, will not be permitted unless:

i. A robust, independent assessment of community and technical need shows the
specific Gl typology to be surplus to requirements in that location; and

ii. Replacement of, or investment in, Gl of at least equal community and technical
benefit is secured.

SWDP 37: Built Community Facilittes

A. The provision of new community facilities or the enhancement of existing facilities will
be permitted, particularly wherghe proposals have resulted from neighbourhood
planning, subject to satisfying the sequential test in the Framework where applicable.
Applicants will be required to consider whether the combining or rationalisation of
existing facilities would be more apypriate than the provision of a new facility.

1y SELXIYFG2NE y2G8 (G2 (KS LRAGDBAXI DEXLIOK 56 NR WEKOLT
associated land) for a range of uses, including: Health facilities. Emergency services i.e. ambulance, police, fire.
Educational establishments such as schools and colleges. Community centres, village hallancisuitaral

facilities. Public houses. Places of worship. Libraries. Built sports facilities Cinemas / theatres. Formal sports
pitches / courts.



South Worcestershire Open Space Assessm

B. Any proposal that would result in the loss of a site or building currently or last used as
a community facility will only be permitted if the following criteria are met:

Vi.

Vii.

An alternative communityacility which meets local needs to at least the same
extent is, or will be, provided in an equally or more accessible location; or

It has been demonstrated that there is an excess of similar provision in the
appropriate catchment area for that particulfacility and the site or building is
not needed for any other community facility; or

In the case of commercial community facilities, it has been demonstrated that it
would not be economically or operationally viable to retain the facility for
community useor

In the case of nowommercial community facilities, the use is no longer
operationally viable; or

The community facility could not be provided or operated by either the current
occupier or by an alternative occupier (e.g. by a local community bodylicpu
private partnership, etc.) and it has been marketed in accordance with Annex F
(Marketing Requirements).

Applicants are required to scope existing facilities in the area and consider
whether it would be more appropriate to combine or rationalise arigtfacilities

in the first instance.

Applicants proposing to rdevelop or convert a community facility should consult
the appropriate community prior to the submission of a planning application.

SWDP 38: Green Space

A.

B.

Green Space, as identified on theiBials Map, includes a range of private and public
open spaces and associated community facilities.

Development of Green Space will not be permitted unless the following exceptional
circumstances are demonstrated:

The proposal is for a community / recreata use that does not compromise the
essential quality and character of the Green Space; or

An assessment of community and technical need (using recognised national
methodology where appropriate) clearly demonstrates that the Green Space is
surplus to regirements; or

Alternative / replacement Green Space of at least equivalent value to the
community has been secured in a suitable location.

C. This policy should be read in conjunction with policies SWDP 5, 22, 29 &s38ny

new Green Infrastructure secured under these policies will be designated and
protected as Green Space.

10 SWDP 22 and 29 deal with Biological and Geological Diversity; and, Sustainable Drainage, respectively.
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SWDP 39: Provision for Green Space and Outdoor Community Uses in New Development

A.

Development proposals exceeding 5 dwellisigsuld makeprovision for Green Space

and outdoor community uses as set out in Table 10, together with secure
arrangements for its longerm management and ogoing maintenance. Enhancing
accessibility to these open spaces, e.g. through improvements to the Rightayof W
Network, is strongly encouraged. The total amount of Green Space will be within the
overall quantum of Green Infrastructure required by SWDP 5. In addition to Table 10,
the precise amount, form and type of outdoor community use will be informed by
local evidence, e.g. Parish and Town Plans, Neighbourhood Plans, Village Design
Statements.

Standards of Provision

Malvern Hills Worcester (within Wychavon
its administrative
boundary)
ha / 1,000 population
Amenity (including 2.00 1.11 1.03
informal pitches)
and semknatural
greenspace
Equipped Play 0.04 0.61 0.09
Space
Cemeteries, 0.41 No set standard No set standard
churchyards
Civic space 0.03 0.03 0.03
Allotments 0.14 0.4 0.39
Formal pitches etc.| No set standard (se{ No setstandard (see No set standard (sef
C below) C below) C below)
Total 2.62 2.15 1.54

B.

C.

D.

In cases where it will be impractical and inappropriate to deliver all the open space
typologies on site, developer contributions towards-sitie provision will be sought

and secured through a legal agreement. For large scale proposals, in particular the
urban extensions, most of the typologies must be delivered on site. In all cases the
developer will be required to secure the lotgrm maintenance / management
arrangements foall Green Space / outdoor community uses both on aneibdt
Requirements for new and improved formal sports pitches will be assessed on a case
by case basis using the most-tgqpdate available evidence.

Onsite provision of Green Space will have mehao the following accessibility
standards:

Playing Pitcheswithin 1.2km of all dwellings or within 20 A y dzii S dirfe irRWN& @ S

areas.
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There are other area and site specification polices, allocations and designations elsewhere in
the Local Plan thanay have relevance to aspects of this study.

The current standards will be reviewed and new standards proposed as part of this study.

3.2.2.3 Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) Developer Contributions
(Adopted July 2018)

This SPD sets out the apph that the three SW& will take when considering and
determining the amount a developer should pay towards infrastructure necessary to make a
development proposal acceptable in planning terms.

The SPD offers guidance on the application of developdribations, includingtowards the
implementation ofpolicy SWDP 39, where developments excBetivellings. Unit costs are
2FTFSNBR FT2NI RAFFSNByYy (G GeLlSa 2F 2Ly aLl 0SSz |
estimates to be made as required imet policy

The SPD adopts the approach that tlae average household sizes and per capita populations
vary between the three South Worcestershire Councils, so too will the unit costs of providing
open space between each authority, and the Sif@rs guidance in this regard through
bespoke tables.

The SPD also offers guidance on means to secure thadomgmaintenance of open space
provided either within a development or elsewhere. This includes future maintenance
scenarios ohow new open spce may be secured by a variety of means, including by a
management company and estate management charges or by adoption of the land by a local
authority, including parish and town councils.

3.2.24 Supplementary Planning Document (SPB)Planning for Helh in South
Worcestershire (Adopted September 2017)

This SPD provides guidance to local authority planning officers, applicants, relevant
organisations and the wider community on delivering healthier developments. The main
process of achieving this throlighe SPD is by Health Impact Assessments (HIA). HIA is a tool
that helps to predict the health implications on a population of planning proposals and can
help inform stakeholders when developing schemes or making decisions on planning
applications.

The SPD recognises the need to plan for hésdtldevelopments and better living
environments, and that the places and spaces where we live and work can have a real impact
on health and wellbeinglt recognises that as well as encouraging &l activity and
thereby reducing obesity, access to green space, sports and other recreational facilities
promotes relaxation and reduction in stress, and can also bring about social interaction within
communities.

1 The new typologies (developed in this study) will need to be adapted into a new costings matrix in a revised
SPD. Recommendations for a cost methodology which may be adopted by the SWC has been provided in
Section 8.7 of this report.
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The SPD primarily focuses on the piat links between planning and health. The SPD
addresses the following nine health and wellbeing principles:

Sustainablelevelopment

Urban formg design and the public realm

Housing and employment

Agefriendly environments for the elderly and thoseing with dementia
Community facilities

Green infrastructure and play spaces/recreation

Air quality, noise, light and water management

Active travel

Encouraging healthier food choices

= =4 8 -4 -8 -9 -5 _9 -2

The SPRIsoaims to contribute to the priorities withikiVorcestersh NE Q& &S O2y R W2 A
and Wellbeing Strategy (20421) which are:

1 Mental health and wellbeing throughout life
1 Being active at every age
1 Reducing harm from alcohol at all ages

3.2.25 Worcester City Council PPG17 Open Spaces, Indoor Sportantmunity
Recreation Assessment (20Q06Malvern Hill District Council Open Space, Sport and
Recreation Study (20073nd Wychavon District Council Open Space, Sport & Recreation
Study (2006)

These previouspen spaceassessmentfor each of thedistrictshave been considered in the
Development of Standards (Section 6 of this report).

3.3 Healthand DeprivationContext
3.3.1 Introduction

Public Health England spublished the 2018 Health Profdéor Malvern Hills, Worcest&ity
and Wychavot?.

Malvern Hills Summary:

The health of people in Malvern Hills is varied compared with the England average. About
13% (1,400) of children live in low income familieg &Xpectancy for men is higher than the
England average.

12 hitps:/ffingertips.phe.org.uk/profile/health
profiles/data#fpage/9/qid/1938132696/pat/6/par/E12000005/ati/101/are/EQ07000238
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WorcesterCity Summary:

The health of people in Worcest@ityis varied compared with the England average. About
16% (3,000) of children live in low income families. Life expectantpfbrmen and women

is similar to the England average.

Wychavon Summary:

The health of people in Wychavon is varied compared with the England average. About 11%
(2,200) of children live in low income families. Life expectancy for both men and women is
higher than the England average.

3.32 Index of Multiple Deprivation (MD) Analysis

The Indices of DeprivatioP015 provide a set of relative measures of deprivation for small
areas (Lowetayer Super Output Areas) across England, based on seven different domains of
deprivation:

Income Deprivation

Employment Deprivation

Education, Skills and Training Deprivation
Healh Deprivation and Disability

Crime

Barriers to Housing and Services

Living Environment Deprivation

= =4 4 4 8 8 -2

Each of these domains is based osuée of indicators. As far as is possible, each indicator is
based on data from the most recent time point availabiepractice most indicators in the
Indices of Deprivatio@015relate to the tax yea2012/13.

The Index of Multiple Deprivation combines information from the seven domains to produce
an overall relative measure of deprivation.

Figure4 below showsthe IMD rank for eacl. SOA withirthe Study Areawhere 1 is most
deprived and 10 is least deprived.
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IMD Deciles

As ca be seen from figurel, there are pockets of high levels of deprivatiwithin all three
districts,most notably inthe followingwards

Malvern Hills
1 Pickergeigh ward

Worcester City

1 St John ward
Cathedral ward
Nunnery ward
Rainbow Hill ward
Gorse Hill ward
Warndonward

= =4 4 -4 A

Wychavon
9 Droitwich West ward

1 Hawington and Norton
1 Evesham North
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4.0 LOCAL NEEDS ASSESSNENEP 1)

4.1 Introduction

The Community and Stakeholder Consultation Report (2@%8mnines local need for a wide
range of different types of opespaceand recreation facilitieslt draws upon a range of
surveyand analytical techniques including a review of consultation finding® relevant
studies questionnaire surveys and one to one stakeholder intervieWse work was
undertakenfrom Augustto October2018.

Questionnaire surveys were undertaken looking at the adequacy of current provision in terms
of the quantity, quality and access, in relation to the various typologiegpeh spaceThe
surveys were:

1 A general household surveypostal and online(sent to4,500 households, witt691
postalsurveys completedand 450 online surveys complejed

1 A survey ofown andparish councilsand

T [20Ff 3INRdzZLJA |YyRs 2NHIYyAalGA2yaQ adz2NBSe

In addition to the above a series of one to astakeholder interviewsvere undertaken.

The resuls of this consultation and other analyskavehelped amongst otherconsiderations

to inform the content of the recommended local standaf@dgsction7 of this report) It has

also helped the study toundarii F YR £ 2 OF f LJS2 L) S Qaand dutiddedS OA | § A
recreation facilities, and the wider green infrastructure and the values attached by the
community to the various forms of open spaces and facilifibss appreciation will have clear
implicatiors for the way in which open space and outdoor recreation facilities are considered

as part of the review of th&€WDRas well as in dealing with planning applications.

This section summariséise key findingdrom The Community and Stakeholder Consultation
Report (2018)n relation to open spacenderfour mainsections:

General Community Consultatipn

Neighbouring local authorities; town and parish councils
Parks, green spaces, countryside, and rights of, wagl
Pay and youth facilities

HwnNPE

4.2 General Community ConsultatiogKey Findings
Quantity

1 Inthe main respondents indicated that for most kinds of open space and recreational
facilities across théhree districtsthere is sufficient provision.
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1 A significant number of households (49%) reported a general need for more outdoor
tennis/netball cours across théhreedistricts. Similar numbers highlighted a need for
more facilities for teenagers (48%) and woodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves.

1 A large majority (at least 65%) thought that overall thevere enough outdoor
bowling greens, plagreas andMulti Use Games AreaM{UGAS.

Quality

For most kinds of outdoor facilities/open spaces a majority of households suggested that in
general they were of adequate or better quality. However, for some typologies there were
notable levels of dissafaction with general levels of quality as noted below

54% of households noted the overall quality of allotments as being poor or very poor.
41% highlighted the overall quality of outdoor facilities for teenagers as being either
poor or very poorsimilarly, for outdoor bowling greens.

1 The quality of tennis/netball courts was rated as poor or worse by 36% of respondents.

T
T

In contrast somefacilities/open spaces were rated highly in terms of quality

T ¢KS ljdztr t Ade 2F OKAf RNBo6Er venyigbod byl 6R% bfa & | :
households; similarly, for parks and recreation grounds (60% rate quality in general as
being good or very good).
1 Other kinds of open spaces with notable levels of satisfaction were woodlands, wildlife
areas and nature resergg52%); and informal open spaces for dog walking, picnics,
ball games etc (50%).

Access (Geographical)

In general, a majority of household respondents repdthat they would not normally travel

more than 15 minutes to visit most kinds of open spaaed @ecreational facilities. There is
considerable variation however between the typologies. For example, 55% of households are
prepared to travel 16 minutes or more to visit water recreation facilities (27% of those would
travel more than 20 minutes); arsB% of households are prepared to travel that long to visit
woodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves (of which 29% would travel more than 20
minutes).

In contrast, for significant numbers of residents, facilities need to be much more locally
accessite before they will be used (for example, play areas, youth facilities, informal open
space and allotments).

1 57% of users would expect play areas to be within a 10 minute travel time, of which
23% would not wish to travel more than 5 minutes; and 52%sefrswould expect
youth facilities to be within a 10 minute travel time, of which 13% would not wish to
travel more than 5 minutes.

1 52% of users would expect allotments to be within a 10 minute travel time, of which
23% would not wish to travel more thamainutes.



South Worcestershire Open Space Assessm

1 50% of users would expect access to informal open spaces to be within a 10 minute
travel time, of which 26% would not wish to travel more than 5 minutes.

For most typologies walking is tipeeferred choice most notably for facilities such asagl

areas (81%); recreation grounds and parks (77%); and informal open spaces and teen facilities
(76%). However, a small majority of respondent households would normally drive rather than
walk to water recreation facilities (54%). Significant numbers waldd drive to outdoor
bowling greens (48%); woodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves (46%); and outdoor
tennis courts, indicating a particular need for adequate parking spaces.

It is notable that for some MUGASs and youth facilities cycling is #isggrt mode of travel
(at least 10%)

Importance of footpath/cycle access

1 82% of households confirmed that they would be prepared to walk/cycle further if the
quality of the route was improved. 85% also said that if the quality of the route was
improved they would make the journey more often.

Priorities

1 The category highlighted by the largest number of households as a high priority for
potential improvement/new provision was better footpaths, bridleway and cyclepath
provision (59%); followedybwoodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves (54%).

1 Other notable high priorities for improvement noted by significant numbefs
respondentsg SNBE OKAf RNByQa LI & FFNBlFa ony::0T
informal open space for dog walking, bgéimes, picngetc.

Public Health and other issues

1 Each of the three SVé@ave local public health leads who work together alongside
WorcestershireCounty Coundi2 Rublic Health Consultant.

1 Worcestershire County Council and the thr&@& specifically recognise the value of
open space, recreation and physical activity in relation to promoting health and
wellbeing and public health objectives.

1 The SWCs each have their own local Health and Wellbeing Plan that supports the
/| 2dzy i & [Ndntreath &nd &Vellbeing Strategy. The individual Councils also
promote their own activity and education programmes based on their local Health and
Wellbeing Plan priorities.

f The SWCs have adopted¥t f  YYAy3d F2NJ | SIfOGKSPRY { 2d:
spedfically highlighting the importance of public healthd wellbeing in planningrhe
SPD was prepared in partnership with the Strategic Planning team and the Directorate
of Public Health at Worcestershire County Council and representatives from Planning
Pdicy and Development Management teamasrossthe three councils. The SPD
highlights that:

o Green and open spaces can improve public health and community wellbeing
and help people of all ages to remain active by improving environmental
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quality, providing opprtunities for recreation and exercise and delivering
mental and physical health benefits.

o Access to higlguality and welmaintained green space promotes physical
activity, positive mental wellbeing and healthy childhood development.
Children with acceds safe green spaces are more likely to be physically active
and less likely to be overweight. Outdoor play encourages healthy brain
development and promotion of wellbeing through adulthood.

o To encourage physical activity, new developments should begudegito
encourage alternative transport modes, for example by providing bicycle
storage points and/or changing facilities in work places. Similarly, travel routes
should be designed so that genuine priority is given to pedestrians and cyclists.

Somesectors of the community face particular barriers to access such as peofle
disabilities children and young people; households in the more isolated rural areas and those
in the more deprived wards of the study area

4.3 Neighbouring Local Authorities and Town/Parish Councils -
Observations and keyssues

Neighbouring Local Authoritieg Key Findings

Section 3.1of the Community and Stakeholder Consultation Report (20ti€fly reviewed
feedback from neighbouring Local Authorities in relation to the status of their open space
strategies/associated studies and any crbssder issues of significance. The variety of
documents and strategies in place (and their relevamgecurrent planning policy) is
considerable, embracing green infrastructure studies, open space strategies, and sport,
recreation and play strategies. The approach adopted by each authority is very much locally
derived.

A number ofheighbouringauthorities have highlighted issues relatingg@eninfrastructure

but in general few crosborder and wider strategic issues have been specifically identified
There may be scope for neighbouring local authorities to work mtweely across boundary
lines tomake the most of accessible natural green space resources and to develop additional
common themes and agendas.

Examples of specific issues of cross/border and wider strategic observations included:

1 Area of Outstanding Natural Beaut%@NB sites crossing boundaries in some areas
e.g. Cotswolds, Malvern Hills and Bredon Hill.

1 Possible implications arising from cross boundary landscape types to the south of
Bromsgrove and Redditch.

1 Cotswolds District Policy SP6 (Cheltenham to Stratford ugoron Railway Line) and
Policy & Policy INF6 (Heavy vehicles control zone) of the adopted Local Plan 2011
2031.



South Worcestershire Open Space Assessm

1 Tewkesbury- dwellings at Bredon on the edge of Tewkesbury town but within
Wychavon District; and eoncept masterplan for the Ashchurch areaig¥hlies close
to the boundary with Wychavon District.

It is notable that many authorities are currently involved vitlie commissioningf new open
space related studies dhe updatingof previous strategies that areow considered to be
out of date.

Parish/Town Councils and Wcester CityWard members

Section 3.2of the consultation reporttJNE A RSR FAYRAY3I& FNRBY GKS
undertaken for the study. 72 of the 127 local town and pacstncils responded. Section 3.3

of the consultation reportletailed responses from Worcester City ward members in relation

to 8 wards in the City.

GeneralOverview

1 52 of the 72 town/parish councils who responded were directly responsible for the
management of various local spaces and outdoor recreational facilities. 20 local
councils managed community buildings directly and many noted that they were
managed by a local trust.

1 44 of the local councils who responded noted that there was a need fditiadal or
improved open space, play and recreation facilities within their town or parish.

1 The sectors of the community most commonly identified as being poorly served in
relation to their needs were children, young people/teenagers, and older people.

1 Poor transport for all sectors but particularly for children and young people was
highlighted.

Common areas of concern

The needs and aspirations that individual parishes and WCC ward members identified were
very varied. The more frequently highlighted typgies are:

1 Community Buildingg village halls anccommunity centres. Need for quality and
access improvements to existing facilities in the main rather than additional halls

1 Footpaths, bridleways and cyclepatlifprovision of new cyclepaths being most
commonly identified along with improved maintenance of rights of wayd

1 Play areas and youth facilitigsmainly improvements in quality for play areas but
need for additional youth facilities.

Quiality factors- open space provision

The quality factors most commonly deemed to be of a high priority as regards recreational
public open spaces are that:

1 They should be safe and secure for those using them
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1 They should be easy to get to and to get around within for all members of the
community;

1 Equipment and grounds should be of high quality and well maintained

1 They should be muHunctional providing for all sectors of the community

1 There should be adequate opportunities for dog walking and freedom from dog
fouling, and

1 Thereshould be control of noise and unsocial behaviour

Other factors specifically highlighted included:

1 There should be provision of outdoor seated areas

1 They should be durable and aesthetically pleasing to a majority of villagers

1 Need for an Inspection arfdaintenance strategyany equipment on site shoultave
regular (weekly) inspections for damage and/or deterioration requiring repair and
have routine checks for health and safety standard compliance

Should be well and appropriately lit when necessand

Provision of shelter/performance areas, like the-fd@hioned band stands. iBlzould
encourage local groups to put on concerts and rpiiformancesand alsccould get

a fitness / walking group going etc.

= =

Detailed responses on open space typgies

The parish/town councils and dkcester Cityward members also provided detailed responses
relating to aspects of quantity and quality of the various elements of open spaces surveyed
which can be found in Appendixdf the Community and Stakehold@onsultation Report
(2018).

4.4 Parks, Green Space, Countryside and Rights of W&y Findings
Overview

1 The most important policy document relating to this stugythe current adopted
SWDHRor South Worcestershire, which is in the early stages of review.
TheSWDReontains standards of provision for Open Space and Green Infrastructure.
The SWDPalso containgoliciesrelating to the conservation of the stock of open
space.

1 There are otherecommended standards in relation to the provision of types of open
space notably the Accessible Natural Green Space StandafGStadvocated by
Natural England.

1 Other important documents relevant to this study include the Developer
Contributions SPD cevxing planning obligations and developer contributions; and the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan.

1 Itis noted that the current local plan does not contain standards for outdoor sports
pitches(however the July 2018 Developer Contributions SPD does featusiadestl).

1 Itis also noted that the SPD covering planning obligations and developer contributions
embeds figures relating to unit costs and household sizes that are susceptible to
change.

il
1



South Worcestershire Open Space Assessm

Quantity

Strategic organisationgincluding locahuthority officers, and policy documents)

1 Generally, the view ddtrategic organisations (including local authority officers) is that
guantitative provision across the area is quite good, although adopted peligyres
additional provision in association with planned new development.

1 Specific concern was highlightedrespect of a lack of allotment provision in some
areas.

1 Concernwasalsoexpressed about the shortage of country parks in the squat of
the study area.

Community groups survey
1 Of those responding to the question most (43%) thought there wereugh open
spaces to meet their needs; 25% felt there were not enough; with the rest unsure, or
with no opinion.
1 Specific instances of quantity issues are reported in the relevant part of this section.

Household Survey

1 Of the householders responding to the sample household survey conducted as part of
the core consultationa majority indicated a belief that for most kinds of open space
and recreational facilities across the area district there is sufficient provision.

1 However, a large minority of households (48%) reported a general need for more
woodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves.

§ The survey highlightedthai A& GKS NSl Qa F220LJI G4Kaxz oN.
are most commonly used by most householddemst monthly (86%); followed by
parks and recreation grounds (78%); and woodlands, wildlife areas and nature
reserves (76%).

1 Footpaths, bridleways and cycle paths are also by far the most frequently used facility
on both a weekly and daily basis (70%f which 42% use them almost every day);
followed by informal open spaces e.g. for ball games, picnics, hobbies, dog walking etc
(53%- of which 30% visit almost every day); and Parks and recreation grounds (53%
of which 17% visit almost every day);

Parish Councils
1 Many individual local councils made observatiosgardinghe quantitative adequacy
or otherwise of various types of open space provision, as summarised at the relevant
points in this section.

Quality

Strategic organisationgincluding local authority officers, and policy documents)
1 Generally, local authority officers observed that the quality of existing open spaces is
relatively good, and there are certainly parks and landscapes of high quality.
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1 However, issues can arisdrom the potential damage caused to habitats by
recreational useandhence a need to establish an appropriate balance on some sites
between recreational uses and wildlife protection/enhancement.

1 There is the potential for increased provision and improved quality of the provision of
'traffic free' access across the South Worcestershire area as a whole.

Community group survey

1 There was strong concern expressegjardingprovision of dedicated cycle paths,
with the view being that this was often piecemeal.

1 There was also concernregardingdeclining resources for the maintenance and
improvement of the Rights of Way network.

1 Many individual local councils made observatioegardingthe qualitative adequacy
or otherwise of various types of open space provision, as summarised at the relevant
points in this section.

1 Certain groups expressed conceagardingthe lack of facilities within certain types
2F 2LISYy &L} OS 0adzOK |'a WLI NJ] NYzyQ NRdziSa

Household Survey

1 For most kinds of outdoor facilities/open spaces the majorityhouseholds who
expressed a view suggested that in general they were of adequate or better quality.

1 However, for some typologies there were notable levels of dissatisfaction with general
levels of quality as noted below. 54% of households noted the dvetallity of
allotments as being poor or very poor.

1 In contrast some kinds of facilities/open spaces were rated highly in terms of quality.
The quality of parks and recreation grounds was rated as good or very good by 60% of
respondents.

1 Other kinds of opn spaces with notable levels of satisfaction were woodlands, wildlife
areas and nature reserves (52%); and informal open spaces for dog walking, picnics,
ball games etc (50%).

Access

Strategic organisationgincluding local authority officers, afqublicy documents)
1 Generally good access to green spamerall, but with some provisieapecific
exceptions.
1 Consultees expressed caution about access by people to areas valuable to flora and
fauna.

Household Survey

1 In general, the majority of household respondents repdrthat they would not
normally travel more than 15 minutes to visit most kinds of opemacss and
recreational facilities.

1 There is considerable variation however between the typologies. For example, 55% of
households are prepared to travel 16 minutes or more to visit water recreation
facilities (27% of those would travel more than @hutes); and 53% of households
are prepared to travel that long to visit woodlands, wildlife areas and nature reserves
(of which 29% would travel more than 20 minutes).
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1 In contrast, for significant numbers of residents, facilities need to be much more
locally accessible before they will be used (for example, play areas, youth facilities,
informal open space and allotments).

1 52% of users would expect allotments to be within a 10 minute travel time, of which
23% would not wish to travel more than 5 minutes.

1 50% of users would expect access to informal open spaces to be within a 10 minute
travel time, of which 26% would not wish to travel more than 5 minutes.

Residents were asked if they would cycle or walk further or more often if the quality of their
journey by foot or beycleto a nearby open space or facility was improved. 82% of households
confirmed that they would be prepared to walk/cycle further if the quality of the route was
improved; 85% also said that if the quality of the route was improved theyldvmake the
journey more often.

The above is a significant finding in terms of illustrating the potential benefit of ensuring good
foot and cycle path access to facilities; and providing cycle parking facilities,

Community groups survey
1 Strong views wee expressed by some groups in respect of access to the Rights of Way
network for those with physical limitations.
9 Similar sentiment was expressed in respect to off road routes for cycling.

45 Play Areas and Youth FacilitieKey Findings

The South Worcestershire Councils vary considerably in relation to their respective degrees
of management responsibility for play areas and youth facilities. Worcester City is the primary
provider in Worcester, Wychavon Districtanage a significant number and Malvern Hills
District only a small number. The Town and Parish Councils are important providers in
Malvern Hills and Wychavon Districts.

Quantity

1 The Worcester Play Council suggekthat overall there seemto be enough play
areas and youth facilities in Worcester City.

1 The Wychavon Youth Bus Manager thought that overall acrosdiskrict there were
not enough play areas or youth facilities.

1 A number of parish councils suggesthat there is not enough play provision in their
parish but a higher proportion highligid a lack of youth facilities. The local play and
youth organisations also highlighted a greater need for more youth facilities in
comparison to play areas.

Residents srvey
1 A majority of households (52%jated that overall there are enough play areas
compared to 35% suggesting a need for mprevision
1 A significant number of households (49%) reported a general need for more facilities
for teenagers.
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Quiality

T

TheWorcester Play Council nateghat in general the quality of local equipped play
areas is good, as are wheeled sports faciljtesd youth shelters/outdoor meeting

areas. Similarly, for wild natural areas for play e.g. grassed spaces, ponds, trees for

climbing, sand/mud etc).

The Wychavon Youth Bus Manager sugggshat in general the quality of local
equipped playgrounds, grass kickabout areas and natural areas for informal play is
good. By contrast, youth shelters and play areas with more challengingrequt for
teenagers tenddto be poor. MUGASs and skate parks/wheeled sports provisiere

no better than adequate.

A significant number of parish councils highleghti need for improvements to local
play areas and youth facilities. Many of the Play &fwadith Organisations repatl
similar concerns. In the main play areas tedtb be judged as being of better quality
than youth facilities

Residents survey

T

The quality of youth facilitiesasnot rated highly- 69% of respondent households
stated that theywere at best adequate with 41% of those rating them as poor or very
poor.

In general residersthave fewer concerrs with the quality of equipped play areas
across South Worcestershire (62%edhthem as being good or very good in contrast
to 11% rating them as poor or very poor).

Access

l

ARCO& local disability organisation would like to see more and better areas that are
inclusive for families with additional needs; and they woaldo like to see more
accessible natural areas for informal play.

Residents survey

T

T

57% of users would expect play areas to be within a 10 minute travel time, of which
23% would not wish to travel more than 5 minutes. 52% of users would expect youth
facilties to be within a 10 minute travel time, of which 13% would not wish to travel
more than 5 minutes.

A majority of respondents (68%) would be prepared to travel 15 minutes to make use
of Multi-use Games Areas (of which 29% would travel longer).

Priorities for improvement

T

T
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as priorities for improvement in comparison to many other typologies.

Stakeholders indicated that the kinds of facilities that were nfcequently rated as
being a high priority for improvement were play areas with more challenging
equipment for teenagers; skateboard, BMX or other wheeled sports facilities; and
youth shelters/outdoor meeting areas with seats.
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Other Issues / General Obsations

T ¢KS @IFftdzS 2F LXIFe& Ay NBflFGA2Yy (G2 AYLNERGJS)
and wellbeing was highlighted by a number of stakeholders.

1 In support of public health objectives, Malvekhlls District Council have adopted a
smoke freepolicy for all 7 of the play areas that they manage.

1 A number of town and parish councils refed to a lack of funding to develop and
maintain play and youth facilities to a satisfactory level.

1 The Perdiswell Skate Park Group (Worcester City) chatespedic need for
improvements to their skate park which attracts skaters from a very wide catchment
across South Worcestershire.

1 Stakeholders noted the need for welesigned play and youth facilities, the value of
consultation with young people and the wideommunity in that process, and the
potential for natural landscaped play areas in which play equipment may not be
necessary or simply be a small element of the overall design.

1 Play England and FiT provitigseful guidance on play and spatial planningygpace
design; and managing risk in play. Some of these could be adopted as guidance
Supplementary Planning Documents.

46 ConcludingRemarks

The survey work, stakeholder consultation, désised research and group sessions have
highlighted a wide range of issues ofuato the Open SpacdkssessmenResponse levels to

GKS NBAARSY(1aQ adzaNBSes (G26ykLI NAaAaK O2dzyOAf a
been high. This has ensured that a wide and diverse range of viewddcahresidents and

groups with an interest in open space and outdoor recreation facilities have influenced the
findings of the study. All the main strategic stakeholders have responded and key issues have
been identified.

There is a strong degree of castency across the various sources on key areas of local need
and aspiration from which we can be confident that the findings are robust and reliable,
providing a strong evidence base to be combined with the detaigdlogiesaudit and
analysis

The firdings and evidece highlighted in the Community and Stakeholder Consultation report
will feedinto:

1 the development obpenspace policy statementand
1 the recommended standards for typologies afen spaces (quantit, quality and
acceselements)
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5.0 AUDIT OF EXISTING OPEN SPACE ASSETS

5.1 General approach

This section sets out the typologiéw which standardshave beerdeveloped or have been
included within the quantitative or access analy3ise typologies of open space have drawn
on guidance provided within PPG17, and through discussions with the psbgecinggroup.
The agreed list of typologidss been establigtd adocally derived ands appropriate for the
type and range of opespaes that exist withirBaith Worcestershire

Although sites have been categorised into different typologies, the multifunctionality of
different types of open spaces important torecognisee.g. amenity greerspace, natural
green spaceparks and recreation groundand allotmentsmay all provide numerous
functions such as providing space for recreation, habifat wildlife conservation, flood
alleviation, improements toair qualty, and provision offood growingopportunities Linked

to this are the intrinsic benefits of open space, such as providing an attractive landscape for
improving health and wellbeing.

The following typologiebave been used in this assessment

Table3 SWC typologies

Typologiesnappedwith standards Typologies mapped but no standard®
1 Allotments 9 Education sites
1 Amenity Green Spade0.15ha) 1 Churchyardand Cemetaes
1 Parkand Recreation Grounds: 1 Policy SWDP 38 Green Space

Parks and Recreation Grounds
- Outdoor Sports Space (Fixed)
Outdoor Sport (Private)
Play Space (Children)
Play Space (Youth)
Accessible Natur@reen Space

E NI I

1 An expanation for not developing standards for these typologies is outlined in the following sections
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5.2 Open Space Typologies withandards

5.2.1 Allotments

Allotments provide areas for people to grow their own produce and plantsintigertant to

0S OfSINJFoz2dzi 6KIFG A& YSIyd o6& GKS GSNY wIf
1908 obliged local authorities to provide sufficient allotments and to let them to persons

living in their areas where they considered there was a deina

¢KS 1fft20YSyd ' 00 2F mMpHH RSFAYSAE (GKS GSN¥Y U
Gty ftt2G6YSyid y2i SEOSSRAY3I nn LRtSa Ay SEG!
occupier for the production of vegetable or fruit crops for consumption by himself or his

famA f € €

(n.b. 40 Poles equals 1,210 square yards or 1,012 square metres. A Pole can also be known
as a Rod or Perch.)

The Allotments Act of 1925 gives protection to land acquired specifically for use as
allotments, so called Statutory Allotment Sites, by tlequirement for the need for the
approval of Secretary of State in event of sale or disposal. Some allotment sites may not
specifically have been acquired for this purpose. Such allotment sites are known as
GOSYLIZNI NBEE 0SOSY A Hecadssband delndt rotectSdSoy theh 1925 dza S
legislation.

No allotments were quality audited, as access is generally restricted.
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5.2.2 Amenity Green Space

The category is considered to include those spaces (minimum 0.15ha’if) sjzen to free

and spontaneous use by the public, but neither laid out nor managed for a specific function
such as a park, public playing field or recreation ground; nor managed as a natural or semi
natural habitat. These areas of open space will be of varied size rélikaly to share the
following characteristics:

Unlikely to be physically demarcated by walls or fences.

Predominantly lain down to (mown) grass.

Unlikely to have identifiable entrance points (unlike parks).

They may have shrub and tree planting, andassonally formal planted flower beds.

They may occasionally have other recreational facilities and fixtures (such as play
equipment informal footballor ball courts).

= =4 -4 4 A

Examples might include both small and larger informal grassed areas in housing estdte
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 activities, whilst
others by themselves, or else collectively, contribute to the oVeralial amenity of an area.

It should be noted that amenity green spaces smaller than 0.15 ha and amenity roadside
verges were not included within the analysis for this typology, as it is considered that these
sites will havea limited recreation functon and therefore should not count towards open
space provision (although they may have other functions such as visual amenity or
biodiversity valueand some areas may be included under policy SWDP 38

1 The quality audit only covered those amenity green spaces 0.30 ha or above, due to resources. However, all
amenity spaces above 0.15ha in size were inclugligin the quantity and access analysis.
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5.2.3 Parkand Recreation Ground@ncluding Outdoor Sport (Fixed) and Outdoor Sport
(Private))

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
typologies in the study area is blurred, with very few formal gardens and meukg and/or
outdoor sports space having muftinctions used for both informal and formal recreation.
The consultation undertaken indicated that people refer to their local park or rec, and
communities do not make a distinction between outdoor sports spand parks and
recreation grounds. Therefore, for the study an overarching typology for Park and Recreation
Grounds has been used.

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

f Has at leasttwo facilite S®3Id I OKAf RNByQa L& | NBI
1 Has provision for formal sport e.g. football or cricket pitch;

Those outdoor sports grounds which are privately managed and have varying levels of public
access (but none the less still provide a comityufacility) have been mapped as Outdoor
Sport (Private) and are included within the quantity and access analysis along with the Park
and Recreation Ground typology.

This typologyalsocomprises the general open space surrounding play areas, spoittsefac
etc. used for general recreation and includes those areas laid out as pialiesugh the
pitches themselves haveot been mapped and audited as part of this studyhich are
accessible i.e. they can be walked over/used informally. Pitches kil no access e.g.
they arefenced off/privately managed have been mapped as Outdoor Sport (Private)
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The quantity analysis for Parks and Recreation Grounds also includes fixed outdoor sports
space (comprising all other nguitch based provisiofmncluding tennis courts and outdoor
gyms which are publicly accessible/available to Hook

The quantity figure for Parks and Recreation Grounds excludes the provision of children and
youth play spaces which have a separate typology (see below).

As with formal pitches, nformal football pitches have not been mappeahd these are
generally found within amenity green spaces (see above).

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

Play spacef 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 fomal planting;

t NEPGARAY3I | NBFa FT2N wS@SyihaQrT
Providing habitats for wildlifeand

Dog walking.

= =4 4 -4 -8 -4 _45_9_°2_2

The recommended standards for this typology are intended to provide sufficient space for
facilities and sportThe current South Worcestershire Playing Pitcht8gy (2015) should be
referred to for evidence relating to recommendations for playing pitch requirements and
their provision The quantity standard is designed to be flexible so that$NéC<an make

the case for what type of open space/facilities aegjuired where there are multiple use
opportunities For example,this could bewhere one use is needed more than another,
particularly for oftsite contributionse.g. in some cases, additional fsplortspitches may not

be required, however junior pitches extensions for training may be more appropriathis
would be justified on the analysis of particular local circumstances and on ebgasse
basis.

As already stated above, the quantity analysis (and therefore the standards) for parks and
recreaton grounds includes fixed outdoor sports space (e.g. tennis, bowls), privately
managed outdoor sports space (which have varying levels of access) and ancillary space e.g.
footpaths, landscaping ete The proposed standard for park and recreation grounds is
designedo include an allowance for formal pitches as per the standard detailed in the current
SWC Developer Contributions SPD (2018) of 1.2ha per 1,000 populzdsed on existing
provision and Fields in TrugEIT)guidelines This allowance will prade for additional

15 Section? of this reports set out the justification for the proposed standards, and that a quantity standard
based on the existing levels of provision of parks and recreation grounds, fixed outdoor sports and privately
managed outdoor sports space is justifiedflaes recent consultation undertaken as part of this study

identified that the priority is for improvements to existing facilities, rather than a need for additional parks and
recreation grounds.
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flexibility in the type of new provision, as mentioned above. Therefore, the proposed quantity
standards accommodate the allowance within the SPD and associated ancillary space and
fixed outdoor sports facilities and is justified thrduthis assessment.

All parks and recreation grounds were subject to quality audits.

5.2.4 Play Space (Children and Youth)

It is important to establish the scope of the study in terms of this kind of space. Children and
young people wilLJt | @ Kk QK y3 2dziQ Ay FfYyY2ad Fft Lzt Ao
Aa0NBSGx 26y OSYGNBa FyR aljdzz NBax LI Nyl az LI
as the more recognisable play and youth facility areas such as equipped playgrourttis, yo
shelters, BMX and skateboard parksU®Asetc. Clearly many of the other types of open

space covered by this study will therefore provide informal play opportunities.

To a child, the whole world is a potential playground: where an adult sees a ldvawailing,

kerb or street bench, a child might see a mini adventure playground or a challenging
a1Fr0S02FNR 204Gl 0ftSd tfle aK2dzZ R y20 06S NBai
and urban design principles should reflect these considerations.

The study has recorded the following:

1 / KAt RNBY Q& Areak bf dlay{thiailcade® for the needs of children up to and
around 12 yearsof age Play Areas are an essential way of creating safe but
adventurous places for children of varying ages &y @nd learn. The emphasis in play
area management is shifting away from straightforward and formal equipment such as
slides and swings towards creating areas where imagination and natural learning can
flourish through the use of landscaping and naturalding materials and the creation
of areas that need exploring.

1 Youth Play Spacelnformal recreation opportunities for, broadly, the 13 to 16/17 age
group, and which might include facilitissch askaeLJ- NJ a> ol a1 Sdol f ¢
I OO MB@EAR. In practice, there will always be some blurring around the edges in
terms of younge children using equipment aimed for youths and vice versa.
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shelters and providing them with things to do such as bike ranipwe stakeholder
consultation has highlighted thatirrently recognisable provision for teenagers is few and far
between.

lff OKAfRNBYyQa |yR &2dziK LI & &Ll OSa gSNB

5.2.5 Natural Green Space

For the purpose of this study, natural aseminatural green space covers a variety of partly

or wholly accessible spaces including meadows, woodland and copses all of which share a
trait of having natural characteristics and wildlife value, but which are also open to public use
and enjoyment.

There are large tracts of open countryside within #tedy area much of this is private land

used for farming, however, there is access to the countryside provided through the rights of
way network. It was not the intention of this audit to survey andpnadl these areas, but to

focus on sites where there are definitive boundaries or areas of natural green space which
have some form of public access. In some cases, access may not be fully clear, however there
is evidence of some level of informal use awtess.

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 oka ta dense scrub in a woodland), the
whole site has been included within the assessment.

Some naturagjreenspaces were found to have no access at all, and whilst they cannot be
formally used by the general community, they can be appreciated frodistance, and
contribute to visual amenity, green infrastructure and biodiversity. Whilst every effort was
made to exclude these spaces from the assessment, as already identified, in certainesites

lj d
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amount/type of access was not always clear. Althouglthsgpaces are not the subject of
standards developed by this study, their value is recognised.

The local consultation and strategy review, and research elsewhere (e.g. Natural Eyland

have identified the value attached to natural spaces for recreadiah emotional wetbeing.

I aSyasS 2F woOtz2asSySaa G2 ylFradaNBQ gAGK Ada |
too easily lost in urban areas. Natural green spaces can make important contributions towards

local Biodiversity Action Plan targetad can also raise awareness of biodiversity values and

issues.

Due to resources, not all natural green spaces were quality audited. A number of the larger
natural green spaces were desktop audited e.g. using google earth and internet searches.

5.3 Open Spacdypologies with noSandards

None of the typologies belowere subject to quality auditg due to access and resources
(for churchyards and cemeteries).

5.3.1 Churchyards and Cemeteries

Thestudy areahas many churches and cemeteries, and these provide significant aesthetic
value and space for informal recreation such as walkiglgxation and reflection Many are

also important in terms of biodiversity, particularly closed churchyards. Their intpe@téor
informal recreation, aesthetic value artfieir contribution towards biodiversity must be
acknowledged, and as such, investment in their upkeep, maintenance and quality is an
important factor. Churchyards and Cemeteries have been identified and edapgere
known, however, no quantity or access standard for provision have been set, as it is outside
the scope of this study to make recommendations related to requirements for new provision.

5.3.2 Education

Many schools and colleges have open spau 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 restricted and in many cases forbidden.
Nevertheless, many of ehsports 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
a42YS OFaSa Y2BS F2ININBSWROAE YI & o8Banalsd LI I O
contribute towards the green infrastructure and biodiversity of an area.

The following dualise agreements are in place in MalveHills (Dual use is not a
consideration in WorcesteCity'” and Wychavon):

16 Natural England have published a variety of health and #itenal environment publications at
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/category/127020

71t is understood that Bishop Perowne School in Worcester is open to Community Useof Bacilities, but
there may not be a formal community/dual agreement in place.
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Dyson Perrins CofE Acaderyal Use Agreement between the Council and School, for the
Sports Centre which is brand&bport Dyson Perrig¥ihere is also aeparate Community Use
Agreement between Council and School in relation to the more recently installed 3G pitch.

The Chantnschool Dual Use Agreement between the Council and the School, for the Sports
Centre which is branded &8port MartleyQ @

Malvern CollegeCommunity Use Agreement between the Council and Malvern College, for
GKS {LR2NIia /SyYyiNB sKADKQAA Oo0NIYRSR Wal f SNy

Malvern St James Girls SchoBbmmunity Use Agreement between the Council and the
a0K22f 3 F2NJ GKS {LER2NIa&a /SFINBE 6KAOK Aad 0NIFYR

Quantity, quality and access standards have not been 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 th&WCsto influence their provisio and
management.

5.3.3 SWDR38 Green Space

This Green Space layer shows all green space, as identified curtbat SWDP Policies Map.
This layer was provided by the 8#/It includes a range of public and private open spaces
and associateccommunity facilities. It highlights ere the important Gl routes areThe
policy outlines the requirements and criteria that must be satisfied for proposals seeking to
develop onGreen Saces identified on the Policies Map.

The open space typologies withthis open space study have therefore been mappethén
context of the wider green space network. It is also worth noting that a greater Gl network
exists within South Worcestershire beyotik coverage identified throug8WDP 38.
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5.4 Existingprovision of open space
5.4.1 Open space mvision across thestudy Area

The existing provision of open space is based on the desktop mapping and site surveys
undertaken by Ethos Environmental Planning which included:

1 analysis of existing GIS data helglthe SWG and from other sources such as the
Ordnance Survey Greenspace layer;

desktop mapping of open space from aerial photography;

guestionnaires to town and parish councils;

liaison with council officers; and

Site visits to check accessibility, bourida, typologies and complete quality audits.

= =4 =4 A

We understand that new sites will come forward and there may have been sites that are used
by the local community that have not been recorded. Local communities are encouraged to
share this information withhe SWGfor future updates of this assessment.

Table 4 shows the average existing provision of open space in hectares and ha/1000
population across th&tudy Areawith tables 5 to 7 showing provision by distrithe figures

F2NJ Wt FN] FYR wSONEBI (A 2y canbiiatiay’ Bf thé folowidgA Y S R 0 ¢
typologies:

1 Park and Recreation Ground,;
9 Outdoor Sport (Fixedpand
1 Outdoor Sport (Private).

Tabk 4 Summary of existing provision of open space acrosStindy Area

Typology Existing (ha) Existing (ha/1000%
Allotments 83.99 0.28
Amenity Greenspace (>0.15ha) 213.08 0.70

Parks and Recreation Grounds (including
Outdoor Sport (Fixeddnd Outdoor Sport

(Private) 513.32 1.68
Parks and Recreation Grounds 326.08 1.07
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 3.96 0.01
Outdoor Sport (Private) 183.28 0.60
Play (Child) 14.82 0.05
Play (Youth) 3.06 0.01
Accessible Natural Greenspace 2611.43 8.57
Cemetries and Churchyards 150.73 0.49
Education 415.5 1.36

18 Calculated using ONS 2017 mid year population estimates



5.4.2 Open space mvision by District
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Table 5 Summary of existing provision of open space within Malvern Hills
Typology Existing (ha) Existing (ha/1000)
Allotments 9.38 0.12
AmenityGreenspace (>0.15ha) 81.15 1.05
Parks and Recreation Grounds (including
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) and Outdoor Sport
(Private) 119.33 1.55
Parks and Recreation Grounds 62.50 0.81
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 0.61 0.01
Outdoor Sport (Private) 56.22 0.73
Play(Child) 3.41 0.04
Play (Youth) 0.92 0.01
Accessible Natural Greenspace 1784.31 23.12
Cemetries and Churchyards 56.11 0.73
Education 154.43 2.00

Table 6 Summary of existing provision of open space within Worcester
Typology Existing (ha) Existing (ha/1000)
Allotments 27.36 0.27
Amenity Greenspace (>0.15ha) 55.84 0.55
Parks and Recreation Grounds (including
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) and Outdoor Sport
(Private) 179.21 1.75
Parks and Recreation Grounds 135.50 1.32
Outdoor Spor{Fixed) 1.36 0.01
Outdoor Sport (Private) 42.35 0.41
Play (Child) 4.18 0.04
Play (Youth) 0.74 0.01
Accessible Natural Greenspace 173.05 1.69
Cemetries and Churchyards 24.81 0.24
Education 119.33 1.17

Table 7 Summary of existing provision@ben space within Wychavon
Typology Existing (ha) Existing (ha/1000)
Allotments 47.25 0.38
Amenity Greenspace (>0.15ha) 76.49 0.61
Parks and Recreation Grounds (including
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) and Outdoor Sport
(Private) 217.49 1.73
Parks andRecreation Grounds 128.08 1.02
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 1.99 0.02
Outdoor Sport (Private) 84.70 0.68
Play (Child) 7.24 0.06
Play (Youth) 1.41 0.01
Accessible Natural Greenspace 654.07 522
Cemetries and Churchyards 69.81 0.56
Education 141.49 1.13
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5.4.3 Open space vision by Ward

Table8 Existing provision of open space (hectalssyard
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Malvern Hills 9.41 81.13 119.33 62.49 0.60 56.22 3.40 0.91| 1784.32 56.12 154.43

Alfrick and
Leigh 1.60 0.36 3.15 3.10 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.00 103.90 2.83 3.82
Baldwin 0.00 2.43 7.04 2.30 0.00 4.74 0.03 0.00 0.00 1.72 0.27
Broadheath 1.13 14.88 5.75 2.69 0.00 3.06 0.24 0.04 3.23 1.71 1.91
Chase 0.00 19.74 14.13 0.00 0.00 14.13 0.30 0.03 18.33 0.44 12.99
Dyson Perring 0.59 3.31 1.05 0.82 0.24 0.00 0.32 0.00 0.71 0.20 8.03
Hallow 0.43 1.39 2.59 2.19 0.00 0.39 0.08 0.12 69.65 1.57 1.39
Kempsey 0.00 2.88 3.95 2.86 0.19 0.89 0.05 0.01 159.82 1.80 0.83
Lindridge 0.00 0.21 0.96 0.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 28.45 3.17 1.20
Link 1.72 0.43 11.26 5.81 0.12 5.33 0.34 0.16 26.18 1.70 0.42
Longdon 0.00 0.92 2.80 1.13 0.00 1.67 0.01 0.00 76.68 1.98 20.63
Martley 0.11 1.72 2.09 2.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.06 0.64 1.00 7.43
Morton 0.00 0.43 2.07 2.07 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.02 352.92 1.62 1.03
Pickersleigh 0.10 7.54 15.40 6.11 0.00 9.29 0.36 0.08 14.49 5.76 4.13
Powick 0.91 5.88 6.97 4.67 0.00 2.30 0.43 0.05 242.18 11.29 1.88
Priory 0.00 1.60 14.60 4.38 0.00 10.22 0.04 0.00 67.29 1.30 26.11
Ripple 0.16 1.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 66.91 0.87 0.00
Teme Valley| 0.17 0.00 1.33 1.33 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.00 6.76 2.51 0.45
Tenbury 0.00 3.36 7.84 7.84 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.10 54.22 2.91 13.81

Upton and
Hanley 0.99 4.19 10.84 7.99 0.00 2.85 0.31 0.16 85.34 3.44 511
Wells 0.00 4.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.00 262.62 5.26 6.79
West 1.50 0.00 5.38 4.03 0.00 1.35 0.06 0.00 140.56 1.59 3.68
Woodbury 0.00 4.00 0.12 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.08 3.44 1.45 32.50
Worcester 27.37 59.77 179.21 | 135.48 1.35 42.35 4.17 0.73 169.36 24.81 119.33
Arboretum 4.05 0.45 10.09 4.69 0.01 5.39 0.17 0.06 0.00 0.00 3.82
Battenhall 4,96 1.54 8.38 8.13 0.00 0.24 0.44 0.01 3.29 0.02 21.72
Bedwardine 1.47 2.93 8.82 3.23 0.00 5.59 0.09 0.00 13.03 0.25 27.55
Cathedral 3.38 6.91 40.55 38.48 0.00 2.07 0.45 0.07 14.42 1.37 8.80
Claines 7.73 0.31 55.46 41.82 0.12 13.51 0.22 0.18 2.74 1.42 3.11
Gorse Hill 0.19 0.60 0.32 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 8.67 0.00 1.79
Nunnery 0.00 0.72 17.52 8.46 0.00 9.07 0.45 0.06 47.97 0.00 9.49
Rainbow Hill 0.00 0.08 13.70 13.21 0.28 0.21 0.09 0.13 0.00 0.16 0.00
St Clement 0.37 21.60 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.02 0.00 0.99 0.00 7.16
St John 3.91 6.37 3.76 2.83 0.93 0.00 0.77 0.05 7.00 3.88 5.17

St Peter's
Parish 0.00 1.30 12.55 12.55 0.00 0.00 0.57 0.08 0.00 0.00 2.21
St Stephen 0.89 0.00 4.98 0.00 0.00 4.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 16.86 17.07
Warndon 0.00 3.39 0.00 1.76 0.01 1.18 0.08 0.08 0.06 0.16 0.07

Warndon
Parish North 0.00 3.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.00 29.72 0.69 1.47

Warndon
Parish South 0.42 5.74 2.95 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.01 45.16 0.00 9.90
Wychavon 47.24 76.49 217.49 | 128.07 2.00 84.68 7.23 1.42 654.06 69.82 141.49
Badsey 0.00 0.00 6.97 6.96 0.01 0.00 0.29 0.02 0.00 0.54 1.13
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Bengeworth 0.00 3.34 11.79 11.43 0.36 0.00 0.88 0.12 1.06 1.99 3.50
Bowbrook 1.08 1.30 3.53 3.35 0.12 0.06 0.19 0.05 42.87 1.28 1.10
Bredon 4.28 0.00 5.86 3.70 0.22 1.94 0.09 0.08 37.58 0.92 0.63
Bretforton
and Offenham 0.00 0.00 5.24 4.04 0.00 1.20 0.16 0.00 0.00 1.36 6.43
Broadway and
Wickhamford 0.00 0.36 6.70 2.64 0.00 4.05 0.71 0.07 19.78 2.54 1.24
Dodderhill 3.09 1.46 3.25 3.24 0.01 0.00 0.17 0.10 16.36 0.77 0.66
Drakes
Broughton 2.01 0.00 1.68 1.68 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.00 12.83 17.97 1.99
Droitwich
Central 0.00 2.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.44 3.61
Droitwich East 0.28 4.26 22.82 21.70 0.19 0.94 0.61 0.05 3.40 1.95 3.77
Droitwich
South East] 0.00 6.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 5.75 0.00 0.00
Droitwich
South West 0.50 2.69 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.39 1.01 6.61
Droitwich
West 0.94 10.12 12.36 11.69 0.00 0.67 0.07 0.06 11.74 0.00 15.36
Eckington 0.16 0.45 4.50 2.10 0.00 2.40 0.18 0.01 42.68 2.14 0.93
Elmley Castle
and Somerville 0.78 0.33 3.44 2.22 0.00 1.22 0.26 0.00 0.06 2.31 1.33
Evesham
North 2.65 15.60 9.14 0.00 0.00 9.14 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.00 14.48
Evesham
South 0.00 2.69 3.87 3.87 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.07 0.00 3.26 14.14
Fladbury 5.03 0.49 7.14 3.88 0.02 3.23 0.28 0.03 0.00 2.39 0.92
Great
Hampton 0.00 4.88 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 7.64 0.89 1.08
Hartlebury 1.12 0.38 1.11 1.11 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 93.04 1.47 3.38
Harvington
and Norton 2.72 0.96 3.19 1.19 0.00 2.00 0.26 0.09 26.71 1.01 0.88
Honeybourne
and Pebworth 1.55 6.51 3.43 3.43 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.11 0.00 1.61 0.90
Inkberrow 2.20 0.28 25.53 10.35 0.12 15.05 0.41 0.08 3.43 9.66 1.84
Little
Hampton 0.19 0.42 2.92 2.92 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lovett and
North Claines 1.04 1.52 24.34 0.97 0.00 20.66 0.18 0.00 95.29 2.27 25.12
Norton and
Whittington 1.32 2.52 4.54 1.86 0.05 2.63 0.39 0.06 0.53 1.27 2.00
Ombersley 3.40 0.00 5.44 0.97 0.00 4.47 0.04 0.00 0.00 1.25 1.41
Pershore 8.64 3.52 14.63 10.05 0.27 4.32 0.27 0.04 103.50 2.46 14.24
Pinvin 2.23 1.37 8.04 4.23 0.00 3.81 0.36 0.03 8.87 1.05 2.05
South Bredon
Hill 0.81 0.00 6.35 3.98 0.57 1.81 0.13 0.01 2.93 1.65 5.16
The Littletons 0.92 1.95 4.90 2.31 0.00 2.59 0.29 0.02 54.01 1.12 1.30
Upton
Snodsbury 0.30 0.49 4.69 2.14 0.06 2.49 0.17 0.01 62.24 3.24 4.30
Total ha 84.02 213.34 516.03 | 326.04 3.95 183.25 14.80 3.06 | 261143 150.75 415.25
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Table9 Existing provision of open space (hectgres 1000 populatiopby ward
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Malvern Hills
Alfrick and Leigh | o 46 0.1 0.9 0.89 0.01 0 0 0 29.75 0.81 1.09
Baldwin 0 1.11 3.22 1.05 0 217 0.01 0 0 0.79 0.13
Broadheath 0.31 4.14 16 0.75 0 0.85 0.07 0.01 0.9 0.48 0.53
Chase 0 3.23 2.31 0 0 2.31 0.05 0 3 0.07 292
Dyson Perrins 0.13 0.71 0.23 0.18 0.05 0 0.07 0 0.15 0.04 1.72
Hallow 0.23 0.75 1.4 1.19 0 0.21 0.04 0.06 37.69 0.85 0.75
Kempsey 0 0.7 0.96 0.7 0.05 0.22 0.01 0 39.02 0.44 0.2
Lindridge 0 0.09 0.43 0.43 0 0 0 0 12.66 1.41 0.53
Link 0.27 0.07 1.77 0.91 0.02 0.84 0.05 0.03 411 0.27 0.07
Longdon 0 0.44 1.34 0.54 0 0.8 0 0 36.65 0.95 9.86
Martley 0.06 0.9 1.09 1.09 0 0 0.05 0.03 0.33 0.52 3.88
Morton 0 0.19 0.92 0.92 0 0 0.04 0.01 156.78 | 0.72 0.46
Pickersleigh 0.02 1.17 2.39 0.95 0 1.44 0.06 0.01 2.25 0.89 0.64
Powick 0.23 15 1.78 1.19 0 0.59 0.11 0.01 61.75 2.88 0.48
Priory 0 0.36 3.27 0.98 0 2.29 0.01 0 15.08 0.29 5.85
Ripple 0.09 0.59 0 0 0 0 0 0 37.89 0.49 0
Teme Valley 0.09 0 0.71 0.71 0 0 0.19 0 3.6 1.34 0.24
Tenbury 0 0.83 1.95 1.95 0 0 0.03 0.02 13.47 0.72 3.43
Upton and Hanley| g 24 1.01 2.61 1.92 0 0.69 0.07 0.04 20.55 0.83 1.23
Wells 0 1.49 0 0 0 0 0.04 0 81.01 1.62 2.1
West 0.36 0 1.31 0.98 0 0.33 0.01 0 34.18 0.39 0.9
Woodbury 0 1.75 0.05 0.05 0 0 0.02 0.03 1.5 0.63 14.19
Worcester
Arboretum 0.64 0.07 1.6 0.74 0 0.86 0.03 0.01 0 0 0.61
Battenhall 0.94 0.29 1.58 1.54 0 0.05 0.08 0 0.62 0 41
Bedwardine 0.18 0.35 1.05 0.38 0 0.67 0.01 0 1.55 0.03 3.28
Cathedral 0.29 0.6 3.53 3.35 0 0.18 0.04 0.01 1.26 0.12 0.77
Claines 0.94 0.04 6.75 5.09 0.01 1.65 0.03 0.02 0.33 0.17 0.38
Gorse Hill 0.03 0.1 0.06 0.06 0 0 0.01 0 1.51 0 0.31
Nunnery 0 0.09 2.18 1.05 0 1.13 0.06 0.01 5.98 0 1.18
Rainbow Hill 0 0.01 2.48 2.39 0.05 0.04 0.02 0.02 0 0.03 0
St Clement 0.06 3.58 0.02 0 0 0.02 0 0 0.16 0 1.19
St John 0.43 0.70 0.41 0.31 0.1 0 0.08 0.01 0.77 0.43 0.57
St Peter's Parish | 0.23 2.27 2.27 0 0 0.1 0.01 0 0 0.4
StStephen 0.16 0 0.92 0 0 0.92 0 0 0 3.1 3.14
Warndon 0 0.59 0 0.31 0 0.21 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.01
Warndon Parish|
North 0 0.7 0 0 0 0 0.07 0 5.53 0.13 0.27
Warndon Parish|
South 0.07 0.94 0.48 0 0 0 0.07 0 7.39 0 1.62
Wychavon
Badsey 0 0 2.25 2.25 0 0 0.09 0.01 0 0.17 0.36
Bengeworth 0 0.44 1.54 1.49 0.05 0 0.11 0.02 0.14 0.26 0.46
Bowbrook 0.38 0.45 1.23 1.17 0.04 0.02 0.07 0.02 14.94 0.45 0.38
Bredon 1.61 0 2.2 1.39 0.08 0.73 0.03 0.03 14.1 0.35 0.24
Bretforton and
Offenham 0 0 1.77 1.36 0 0.4 0.05 0 0 0.46 217
Broadway and
Wickhamford 0 0.08 1.44 0.57 0 0.87 0.15 0.02 4.24 0.54 0.27
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Dodderhill 1.09 0.51 1.15 1.14 0 0 0.06 0.04 5.77 0.27 0.23
Drakes Broughton| o g 0 0.67 0.67 0 0 0.04 0 5.09 7.13 0.79
Droitwich Central | o 0.96 0 0 0 0 0.03 0 0 0.17 1.4
Droitwich East | 0,05 0.77 4.1 3.9 0.03 0.17 0.11 0.01 0.61 0.35 0.68
Droitwich ~ South
East 0 1.14 0 0 0 0 0.01 0 1.06 0 0
Droitwich ~ South
West 0.1 0.54 0.01 0.01 0 0 0 0 0.28 0.2 133
Droitwich West | .18 1.89 2.3 2.18 0 0.12 0.01 0.01 2.19 0 2.86
Eckington 0.06 0.17 1.68 0.79 0.9 0.07 0 15.97 0.8 0.35
Elmley Castle and
Somerville 0.32 0.13 1.4 0.9 0 0.5 0.11 0 0.02 0.94 0.54
Evesham North | o5 2.95 173 0 0 173 0 0 0.07 0 2.74
Evesham South | o 05 0.71 0.71 0 0.01 0.01 0 0.6 2.61
Fladbury 1.81 0.18 2.56 1.39 0.01 1.16 0.1 0.01 0 0.86 0.33
Great Hampton | o 1.54 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.41 0.28 0.34
Hartlebury 0.38 0.13 0.38 0.38 0 0 0.04 0.04 3169 |05 115
Harvington  and
Norton 1.01 0.36 1.18 0.44 0 0.74 0.1 0.03 9.88 0.37 0.33
Honeybourne and
Pebworth 0.56 2.36 1.24 1.24 0 0 0.13 0.04 0 0.58 0.33
Inkberrow 0.39 0.05 4.49 1.82 0.02 2.65 0.07 0.01 0.6 17 0.32
Little Hampton | ¢ 03 0.07 0.51 0.52 0 0 0.02 0.03 0 0 0
Lovett and North
Claines 0.18 0.27 4.32 0.17 0 3.66 0.03 0 16.89 0.4 4.45
Norton and
Whittington 0.36 0.69 1.25 0.51 0.01 0.72 0.11 0.02 0.15 0.35 0.55
Ombersley 1.39 0 2.22 0.4 0 1.82 0.02 0 0 0.51 0.58
Pershore 1.12 0.46 1.9 1.3 0.03 0.56 0.03 0.01 13.41 0.32 1.84
Pinvin 0.74 0.46 2.68 1.41 0 1.27 0.12 0.01 2.96 0.35 0.68
South Bredon Hill | ¢ 33 0 2.63 1.65 0.24 0.75 0.05 0 121 0.68 2.13
The Littletons 0.3 0.63 1.58 0.74 0 0.83 0.09 0.01 17.36 0.36 0.42
Upton Snodsbury | 9,11 0.18 1.74 0.79 0.02 0.92 0.06 0 23.07 12 16
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Maps showing provision by Ward

Appendix1 provides a map for each of the wards within tBidy Areahowing the provision
of open spaceAn example map is shown in figuséelow.

Figureb

Example map showing existipgovision of open space by wa@ppendixl)

S

ENDD 2l

y -

Droitwich Central Ward Open Space Provision

Openspace [ Amenity Greenspace ] Outdoor Sport (Private) Ward
>~ Typology B Cemeteries and Churchyards [ Park and Recreation Grounds = Boundary
@) [ Accessible Natural Greenspace Il Education =1 Play (Child) ’x
B Allotments B Outdoor Sport (Fixed) I Play (Youth) 0 115 230 460 m S
L 1 ! 1 | 1 1 ( |
e‘l’h@s South Worcestershire Open Space Mapping 19/02/2019
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6.0 THE DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS

6.1 Introduction

Following the completion of the assessment of local ne@#snmunity and stakeholder
consultation)and the audit of provision (the first two steps thiis study), new standards of
provision for open space are proposed below. This section explains how the staridard
South Worcestershirehave been developed and provides specific information and
justification for each of the typologies where standalds/e been proposed.

Gonsiderationhas been given tthe need fordevelopingndividual standards for each district,

or overarchingSWCstudy area wide standards. The justification for SWC study area wide
standards is provided ithe Draft Standards Pap&ippendix4), which was signed off by the
SWQoroject team and thesSWQfficer Steering Grodp

The standards for open space have been developelihénwith 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
locallyderived realistic and achievable. The recommended standards need to be robust,
evidence based and deliverable through new development and future mechanisms of
contributions through orsite or off-site provision

1 Accessibility standardsFhese reflecthe needs o#ll potential usersncluding those with
physical or sensory disabilitiegoung and older people alik€paces likely to be used on
a frequent and regular basis need to be within easy walking distance and to have safe
access. Other facilitieshere 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
audit, existing good practice and from the views of the community and those that use the
spaces. Again, quality standards should be achievable and reflect the priorities tha
emerge though consultation.The current financial climate (with large cut backs in
government funding to Local Authorities) means that achievable quality standards are
key, and they are likely to vary depending on the geographical area.

191t should be noted that the figures within the Draft Standards Paper (January 2019) are slightly different to

the final figures published in this report, due to final updates to the mapping to ensure accuracy in February

2019. However, the updates made meminor, and therefore the figures only differ slightly, and the changes

do not impact on the justification for standardshe decision was also taken by the project steering group to

slightly increase the youth play space standard in line with the stdditla ¥ 2 NJ OK A f RablfBiyiQa LJX | & &l
justified by the results of the consultation which clearly highlighted a need for more youth provision.
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The standards that have ba proposed are fominimum guidance levels of provision.
Certaingeographical areas may enjoy levels of provision exceeding minimum stardrds
thisdoes not mean there is a surplus, as all such provision may be well used.

6.2 Allotments

TablelO Summary of quantity and access standf@odallotments
Quantity Standard Access Standard
0.30 ha/1000 population 720 metres (15 minutes walk time)

Existing national or local standards

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

Standard Plot Size = 330 sq yards (250sgm)
Paths = 1.4m wide for disabled access
Haulageways =3m wide

Plotholders shed = 12sgm

Greenhouse = 15sgm

Polytunnel = 30sgm

=4 =4 -4 -4 -4 -5

The Worcester City Council PPG17 Assessment (2006) sets the following standards for
allotments:

1 0.4ha/1000 (provision at that time fell well below this standaialit waiting lists were
identified as significant)

1 Minimum size: 1.3ha

1 Allotments are demaah led and as such provision should be to the current City
Standard of 0.4 ha per 1000 pop as demand exceeds supply with 100+people on
waiting lists across the City

The Malvern Hills District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2007) sets the
following standards for allotments:

9 0.14ha/1000

1 All settlement areas within 120m of a site up to 0.66ha and/or 1200m of a site
between 0.66ha and 1ha and/or 900m of a site between 1ha and 10ha and/or a site
of more than 10ha

The Wychavon District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2006) sets the
following standards for allotments:

1 0.39ha/1000
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1 15minute walk time

Quantity standard for allotments

T 85 2F I|ff NBAaLRyRSyita FNRBRY (KS K2dzaSK2f R
this is the least used type of open space;

1 The existing average level of provision across the studyisi@28ha/1000;

Provision varies greatly by ward;

1 The level of provien within the Malvern Hills is comparatively very low (at 0.12
ha/1000), and it was noted from the parish councils within this area that there is
demand for more allotments;

1 The household survey identified 39% of people felt there should be more alldgmen
however, 37% felt there are enough;

1 However, onsultationwith Town/Parish Councils and local organisations (including
local councils) highlighted specific concern around a lack of provision in some areas,
and also long waiting lists;

1 The propensity fo higher density new housing with smaller gardens is likely to
increase demandgthis was also highlighted within the consultatipn)

1 Whilst the need and value of allotments is recognised, there is no solid evidence
which justifies a large increase againise texisting levels of provision at the Study
Areg

1 The existing standards are considered to be too low for the Malvern Hills, and too
high for WorcesterCity. The existing standard for Wychavon 0.39ha/1000 is
acceptable, however, the higher level of proersin this district is caused by a low
number of wards that have large/large amounts of allotment space, and therefore a
lower standard is considered appropriate when analysing supply and requirements
for new provision;

1 With the above in mind a standard line with currentstudy aregprovision levelss
considered appropriate Therefore, a standard of 0.30 ha/1000 is proposed for
analysing existing provision and for new provision of allotments

1 This will highlight the low provision of allotments within Mern Hillsand will be
deliverable through new provision.

==

Access standard for allotments

1 Responses received in relation to acceptable travel times to allotments from the
household survey identified a mix in responses, wbeavantingallotments within 5
minutes, 2% between 6 to 10 minutek2% between 11 to 15 minuteand 13%
between 16 to 20 minutesand that they access allotments by fo60%0).

This suggests that people do not want to travel to far to reach their allotment;

It is onsidered that the availability of allotments is more important than having them
very close to home, nevertheless there is some demand for facilities relatively nearby.
Therefore, a standard of no morethaBY A y dzii S & Q 720imdtrgs sttaight IBe o
walk) is proposed.

= =
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Quality standards for allotments

The household survey identified thahly 196 of respondents thought that allotments were
either good or very good qualitywhereas27% thought they were averag@6% poor and
28% very poarThis tymlogy was also rated as a high priority for improvementB%o of
respondentsAllotment sites were not subject to quality audits as part of this study, this was
agreed by the project group as the majority of allotments are lockedawoessible.

However, a number of general recommendations are made in relation to quality, which
should include the following:

Welldrained soil which is capable of cultivation to a reasonable standard.

A sunny, open aspect preferably on a southern fasinge.

Limited overhang from trees and buildings either bounding or within the site.
Adequate lockable storage facilities, and a good water supply within easy walking distance
of individual plots.

Provision for composting facilities.

Secure boundary fenog.

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 8 -4 -8 -9 -9

6.3 Amenity Green Space

Tablell Summary of quantity andccess standarftbr amenity green space
Quantity Standard Access Standard
0.70ha/1000 populationgites> 0.1%1a) 600 metresor 1I23Y A y dzi S&AQ 4

Existing national or local standards

The Fields in Trust (Previously known asMlagonal Plaing Fields Association) Guidance for

hdzi R22NJ {LR2NI FyR tfl& NBLR2NI W.Se2yR GKS
guideline of 0.6ha/1000 population of amenity green space, and a walking distance guideline

of 480m.EIT recommend that thquantity guidelines are adjusted to take account of local
circumstances.

The Worcester City Council PPG17 Assessment (28@6)the following standards for
amenity green space

M 0.5ha/1000, minimum size: 1.61ha
1 Residents should have access to gapglity amenity space within 0.67 miles of their
home.
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The Malvern Hills District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2007) sets the
following standards formenity green space

)l
)l

1.86ha/1000

All settlement areas within 120m of a site up td6ha and/or 1200m of a site
between 0.66ha and 1ha and/or 900m of a site between 1ha and 10ha and/or a site
of more than 10ha

The Wychavon District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2006) sets the
following standards for amenity green space:

T
T

0.61ha/1000
10-minute walk time

Quantity standard foramenity green space

T

M

Existing average level of provision in the study arga78 ha/1000population (for

sites greater than 0.15 ha in size);

The household survey identified th@8% of people felt there was a need for more
informal open space areas, whil34% felt there were enougland 27% felt there
R2y Qi ySSR ;G2 o6S lFa Yrye

Provision varies by ward, with some areas falling well below teeaae, and others
exceeding it; at the district level, provision is similar within Worcester and Wychavon
(at 055ha/1000 and 0.6ha/1000 respectively, while provision Malvern Hills is
much higher at 15ha/1000.

Considering the above factors, a minimstandard of 0.70 ha/1000 is recommended

for analysing existing provision and for new provision of amenity green space;

The minimum size of a space that will be considered acceptable and count towards
open space provision is recommended to be 0.15 hazm @bout the size of a mini
football pitch). This will avoid a proliferation of small amenity spaces which have no
real recreation function. Any spaces below this size will be acceptable in terms of
their visual amenity, but would not count towards thequired level of provision.

When delivering new provision, consideration should be given to combining this with
the natural green space standard (i.e. a combined standard76fiia/1000) in order

to provide bigger, more biodiverse spaces.

Accesstandard for amenity green space

M

Responses received in relation to acceptable travel times to informal open space from
the household survey identified that people expect informal open space/amenity
green space to be close by, with% expecting informalmen spaces to be within a

10 minute travel time (of which@6 expecting to travel no more than 5 minutes) and

a further 2% expecting to travel no more than 15 minutes; and that they access these
spaces by foot %0);
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1 Therefore, a standard of no more th&00 metres (R-13 Y A Y davalk&ife) is
proposed.

Quality standards for amenity green space

The household survey revealed that the major§@%) of respondntsthink that the quality

of informal open space is good or very good qualitith 26%stating averagequality and
24% poor or very poofThis typology was also rated as a high priority for improvement by
47% of respondents.

The audit of provision as welk the consultation has identified the importance attached by
f20Ff LIS2LX S G2 2Ly aLl O0S Otz2asS (2 K2YSo
recognised especially within housing areas, where it can provide important local
opportunities for play, exeise and visual amenity that are almost immediately accessible.

On the other hand, open space can be expensive to maintain and it is very important to strike
the correct balance between having sufficient space to meet the needs of the community for
accesible and attractive space, and having too much which would be impossible to manage
properly and therefore a potential liability and source of nuisance. It is important that
amenity green space should be capable of use for at least some forms of pubdatien

activity.

It is therefore recommended that in addition to the minimum size threshold identified above
(0.15ha), that all amenity green space should be subject to landscape design, ensuring the
following quality principles:

1 Capable osupporting informal recreation such as a kickabout, space for dog walking or
space to sit and relax;

71 Include high quality planting of trees and/or shrubs to create landscape structure and
biodiversity value;

1 Include paths along main desire lines (lit whappropriate);

1 Be designed to ensure easy maintenance.

6.4 Parkand Recreation Ground@ublic and private combined)

Table 2 Summary of quantity and access stand&wd parks and recreation grounds (public
and private combined)

Quantity Standard Access Standard

1.7 ha/1000population 600metres (2-13Y A Y dailafk &infe)

Existing nationalor local standards

The Fields in Trust (FIT) Guidance for Outdo@J2 NIi YR t f & NBLIR2NI W.
{GF YRINRQ LINRPLIZ&ASa || 0SYOKYIFN] 3JdARStEAYS 27
with a walking distance guideline of 710m. In addition to this they also recommend the
following standards:
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Playingpitches: 1.20ha/1000 population with a walking distance of 1,200m

All outdoor sports: 1.6ha/1000 population with a walking distance of 1,200m

1 Equipped/designated play areas: 0.25ha/1000 population, with a walking distance of
100m for Local Areas for PldyAPs), 400m for Local Equipped Areas for Play (LEAPS)
and 1000m for Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPS).

1 Other outdoor provision (MUGAs and skateboard parks): 0.30ha/1000 population

and a walking distance of 700m.

E R

The Worcester City Council BP7 Assessment (20063ts the following standards fqrarks
and gardens

1 0.61ha/1000 (based on provision level at that time, and consultation), minimum size
of future provision: 6.1ha
1 Residents should have access to a good quality park within 0.67 ofifesme

And the following for outdoor sports:

T moyKFrkmnnn O0R2Say Qi YIF1S OftSIFENI ¢gKIG GKAaA
provision: 1.8ha,
1 Residents should have access to a good quality facility within 1.4 miles.

The Malvern Hills District Councipéh Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2007) sets the
following standards foparks and gardens

1 0.14ha/1000
1 400m of a local park, 1,200m of a district park and 3,200m of a borough park.

And the following for outdoor sports:

1 1.83ha/1000
1 Teams tchave access to appropriate site at relevant time

The Wychavon District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2006) sets the
following standards for parks and gardens:

1 0.76ha/1000
1 15minute walk time (urban)

And the following for outdoor spost

1 1.9ha/1000 (excluding golf courses)
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f 15minute walk for grass pitches and tennis courts:Y13 y dzi S RNA @S F2 NJ
courses and bowling greens.

Quantity of park and recreation grounds

=

Existing average level of provision in Bady Area is1.07 ha/1000

1 There is an additional 006ha/1000 of private sports space which includes a variety
of useg(excluding golf courses)

1 The household survey identified tha4% of people felt there were enough parks and
recreation grounds (compared t®% who felt there was a need for more);

1 The consultation revealed that the priority was for improvements to existing facilities
(53%) ovenew provision (32%);

1 A proposed standard of 70 ha/1000 (combining public and privately managed
provision)is therefore proposed for assessing existing provision and for assessing
requirements for new provision gfark and recreation grounds;

1 It should ke reiterated that this standard is intended to provide sufficient spixe
facilities including pitches (whereas play space is provided in addition to this
standard).

1 Ahierarchyapproach fomprovisionis not recommendegin order to ensure simplicity

in the application of this standard.

Access standard for park and recreation grounds

1 17% of people want facilities to be within &minute travel time, 32% within 10
minutes and 8% within 15 minutes and7P%6 of people walk to parks and recreation
grounds.This indicates that people do not want to travel too far to reach their park
and recreation ground.

A standard of 600 metres (I o0 Y A walkiiiiSe} iQtherefore recommended.

Quality standards for park andecreation grounds

60% of respondents from the household survey felt that the quality of parks and recreation
grounds is either good or very goaahd 28% average.3% also felt they are a high priority
for improvement, and a furthe40% a medium priorityor improvement.

bl GA2y It 3dZARFIYyOS NBfS@OlIyd (2 GKA& (eLkRftz23e@
for parks which sets out benchmark criteria for quality open spaces. For outdoor sports
space, Sport England have produced a wealtlus#ful documents outlining the quality
standards for facilities such as playing pitches, changing rooms, MUGAS and tennis courts
plus associated ancillary facilities. The Rugby Football Union have provided guidance on the
guality and standard of provisioof facilities for rugby, and the England and Wales Cricket

Board have provided guidance for cricket facilities. It is recommended that the guidance
provided in these documents is adopted by tB&/Csand that all new and improved

provision seeks to meet #se guidelines.
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6.5 Play Space (children and youth)

Table B Summary bquantity and access standartts play space
Typology Quantity Standard | Access Standard
/| KAt RNByY (0.06 ha/1000 600m (1213Y Ay dzi SaQ oI f
Space population
Youth Play Space | 0.05 ha/1000 720mA5YA Yy dzi SaQ o6 f
population

Existing National and Local Policies

¢tKS CL¢ 3JdzARIyOS w. Se2yR G(KS {AE ! ONB {0 vyt
population of equipped/designated plagreas, 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 (NEAPS). The guidance does not specifically cover the
needs of most teenagers.

The previous FIT guidance (The Six Acre Standard) recommended provision of 0.8 hectares
LISNJ mnannn LIS2LX S FT2N) OKAf RNByQa LXlFe 2F GKA
provision. These standards had been criticised because they are often saadedserable

andcan result in a proliferation of play areas that can be difficult to maintain, as well as setting
unrealistic aspirations in urban areas where insufficient land is available to provide facilities,
especially higher density development on browefd sites. The level recommended within

the new guidance (0.25 ha/1000 population), although lower than previously, is still
considered to be high.

The followingminimum sizeguidelinesand buffersarerecommended by FIT
Playable space (LAP typ@eed not be equipped)

1. Minimum active playable space of 100 sq 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 400 sq 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 MUGAEAP type)

1. Minimum activity zone area of 1000 sq m divided into two parts; one part containing
a range of playground equipment; and the other a hard surface MUGA of at least
465 sgq m.

2. Buffer zone of not less than 30m in depth between the activity zonetla@d
boundary of the nearest dwelling. A greater distance may be needed where purpose
built skateboarding facilities are provided.
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The Worcester City Council PPG17 Assessment (28@6)the following standards for
provision for children and young people

! 0.6ha/1000, minimum size for future provision: 400m

1 Residents should have access to good quality play provision within 0.5 miles of their
home.

The Malvern Hills District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2007) sets the
following standards foprovision for children and young people

1 0.04ha/1000

1 All settlement areas within 400m of a LEAP (pedestrian route) and/or 1,000m of a
NEAP fedestrian route) and/or 1,000 or a site greater than a SEAP (Straight line
distance)

The Wychavon District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2006) sets the
following standards for provision for children and young people:

1 Children: 0.07hal000, Urban: 19ninute walk for children, Rural: 10 minute walk for
children

1 Young People: 0.02ha/1000, Urban:rbnute walk, Rural: not defined
Quantity standards for play

 / dzZNNBy il I gSNF3IS f S@St a 2 Fo.0emBM@Opddatiofy, 2 F OK
for youth space this is 0.01 ha/1000 population;

1 The household survey identified th86% of people felt there was a need for more
OKAf RNBYy Qa LJ I & 2% Miolfelt théraeydnbughls Rheréad fomp
facilities for teenagerd8% felt there was a need for more (compared &/@who felt
there are enough);

1 The household survey also found that when asked about the kind of improvement
needed, 70% of respondents thght that additional facilities were needed (where as
HT2 (0K2dAKG ljdzr ft AGe AYLNROSYSyila 6SNB yS:
space there was less of a clear divigeith 43% identifying that additional facilities
are required, compared 49% whelff that quality improvements to existing facilities
is the priority.

1 Itis therefore recommended that existing levels of youth play facilities are increased
with a standardf 0.06 ha/1000for analysing existing and required provision, and that
provision2 ¥ OKAf RNBy Qa LJX I & aLl OS NBYlIAYya Ay f
0.05 ha/1000;

1 It should be reiterated that these aminimum standards for equipped provisioand
do not include the need for surrounding playable spaas recommended b¥IT°

20 Fields in Trust Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play, Beyond the Six Acre Stasetardut guidance on
buffer zones, which should be well designed to enhance play.
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and Play Englard i.e. this surrounding playable space will need to be provioked
additionto the quantity standard.

T N. @ 2S INB y20 NBO2YYSYRAYy3 | KASNI NOKeg ¥
- a4GFyRIFENR F2NJ OKAf RNByQa LXIFeée aLl oS IyR
highlight those spaces where quality and play value could be improved, and the study
gAftf NBO23ayAaS GKIFIG it 2Ly &Ll OS LINRJAR

1 TheFIThierarchy approach (LAPs, LEAPs, NEAPs etorsisiered to belated and it
directs developers towards providing standardised play rather than thinking about
what is needed locally,ral opportunities for more creative play design e.g. natural
L e ! aAy3aftS adGrFyRFENR FT2NJ OKAf RNBy Qa LI
areaswith low play valuewhich are notsustainable and providingbetter designed
play areawith high play value

1 To order to achieve this, it is considered that the minimum size of equipped play
provision would be 100 sgm. In addition to this, buffer zones (which will take a
landscape design approach) will be provided between 5m and 30m, deyead the
size of the play area.

Access standards for play

f ¢KS K2dzaSK2f R adz2NB¥Seé ARSY Nk bpeopldivkanti T 2 N
facilities within 10 minutes and a furth@6% within 15 minutes. For teenage facilities
42% of people wantedakilities within 10 minutes, with a furtheil0% willing to travel
up to 15 minutes;

81 2F LIS2LIX S gt 1 1 26%@ukidoRdalr yeenhage Bdilites.t A G A S

In light of these findings, the following access standards are recommended:

 ChilNByYy Qa IgsBnXi2mb 2 W A walkiirfed, Q
f Youth ProvisiogT H 1Y & mp wakiingedlzi S a Q

Quality standards for play

/| KA RNBYyQa LJX & aLl OS gl a 02y BriobrékpoRderts2 06 S
of the household survey, where@3% felt they were average quality. A similar number felt

that facilities for teenagers were average qual2$%o), wherea81% feltthey were good or

very good quality, and1%felt they wereLJ2 2 NJ 2 NJ GSNE L2 2NJ 6 O2 YLI NBF
play space).

It is expected that the design of play would take a landscape design appi@esigned to

fit its surroundngsand enhance the lkal environmeny, incorporating play into the overall
landscape masterplan for new development, and could include natural qlgygrassy
mounds, planting, logs, and boulders can all help to make a more attractive and playable
setting for equipment, andlpnting can also help attract birds and other wildlife to literally
bring the play space alive. In densely populated urban areas with little or no natural or green
space, this more natural approach can help soften the hard urban landscape.

2! Design for Play: A guide to creating successful play spaces
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The challengedr 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 wayg. moving away from fencinglay
areas (where it is safe to do sej that the equipment is integrated witlks setting, making

it feel more inviting to explore ando people are free to use the space without feeling
restricted

Play England are keen to see a range of gieces in all urban environments:

A Doorstep spaces close to home

B Local play spaceglarger areas within easy walking distance

CNeighbourhood spaces for plgyarger spaces within walking distance

D Destination/family siteg, accessible by bicyclpublic transport and with car parking.

a2@Ay3a FT2NBIFINRI tfle& 9y3fl yR5S2MAWR 16 BNISt fiIKS
referenced and added @ 3 Din standard configuration. Play England have also developed

v ez £ AdGe 1| aabichzard yised t¢jadae te quality of individual play spaces.

It has been recommended thatll local authoritiesconsider adopting this as a means of
assessing the quality of play spaces in thigtrict. Play England also highlight a potential

need for stmdards for smaller settlements and rural areas where the doorstep, local,
neighbourhood, and destination hierarchy is unlikely to be appropriate.

Disability access is also an important issue for Play England and they would like local
authorities to adopthe KID%LJdzo f A Q Iy DX 2138 R 2 YWsaroSPD. 5TBeir thadtyfe@ent

3dzZA Rl yOS R8OAUIBY @ E @Sa G2 givdsldéailed gudBndedokd t f |y
setting local standards for access, quantity and quality of playable space and is conaglered

a background context for the standards suggested in this study.

6.6 Natural Green Space

Table 14 Proposed quantity and access standfodnatural green space
Quantity Standard Access Standard
1.0ha/1000 population OHANY O Hwakkingedzi S & Q
ANGst Standards

Existing National and Local standards
Natural England Accessible Natural Green Space Standards (ANGSt):

ANGSt recommends that everyone, wherever they live should have accessible natural
greenspace:

22KIDS, is a charity which in its yiéars, has pioneered a number of approaches and programmes for disabled
children and young peoel KIDS was established in 1970 and in 2003, KIDS merged with KIDSACTIVE, previously
known as the Handicapped Adventure Play Association.
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Of at least hhectares in size, no more than 300 me=t (5 minutes walk) from home;

at least one accessible 20 hectare site within two kilometfehome;

one accessible 100 hectare site within five kilometres of home; and

one accessible 500 hectare site within t@lometres of home; plus

a minimum of 1 hectare of statutory Local Nature Reserves per thousand population.

= =4 =4 4 A

The Worcester City Council PPG17 Assessment (2806)the following standards for
Natural Green Space

1 2.0ha/1000 (based on Englidlature 2ha/1000 national standard), minimum size of
future provision: 3.8ha

1 Access standard: residents should have access to good quality natural green space
within 1.4 miles of home

The Malvern Hills District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreatign(300Y) sets the
following standards foprovision for natural/semnatural green space

1 7.72ha/1000

9 All settlement areas within 120m of a site up to 0.66ha and/or 1200m of a site
between 0.66ha and 1ha and/or 900m of a site between 1ha and 10ha andSie
of more than 10ha

The Wychavon District Council Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study (2006) sets the
following standards for provision for natural and sematural open space:

1 0.7%ha/1000
1 15 minute walk time (urban)

Quantity standards fomatural green space

1 The existing level of provision across the study are@8.53 ha/1000 population
however this is highly variable by distramtd ward, and therefore a standard based
on this level of provision is not considered deliverable or effectiv

1 In terms of analysing existing provision, it is recommended that the ANGst standards
are applied, to identify where there are any key gaps in acgedthough these are
aspirational standards

1 In addition, it is recommended that a standard is $et new provision from
development and also that an access standard is applied for analysing access to all
natural green space across the Study Area

1 The household survey identified that 48% felt there is a need for more woodlands,
wildlife areas and nate reserves, compared to 38% who felt there are enough,;

1 The purpose of the quantity standard therefore to ensure that wards with
comparatively low quantities of provision do not lose further space, and also that
developments provide natural green spaoeareas of need,;



South Worcestershire Open Space Assessm

1 It is therefore recommended that a standard of 1.0ha/1000 is used for assessing
existing provision (it will highlight those areas which have particularly low levels of
provision) and also for providing new provision through developmestwih all
standards, this is minimumrequirement;

1 Just because a ward may have levels of provision above the minimum standard, it does
not necessarily mean these spaces are surplus to requirement;

1 The importance of natural green spaces is recogniseaniytin their contribution to
recreation and health and wellbeing, but also importantly in terms goden
infrastructure andbiodiversity.

1 As already mentioned under the quantity standard for amenity green space, when
delivering new provision, considerah should be given to combining this with the
amenity green space standard (i.e. a combined standadd#f ha/1000)n order to
provide bigger, more biodiverse spaces.

Access standards for natural green space

1 The household survey identified 1Would likewant woodlands, wildlife areas and
nature reserves within 5 minutes travel time, 14% within 10 minutes, 21% within 15
minutes, 24% within 20 minutes and 29% more than 20 mingiasthese, 46% walk
and 46% dve.

1 This indicates that people are generally willing to travel further to access this type of
open space compared to other typologies, and therefore a standard of 960m (20
minutes straight line walk time is proposed).

Quality standards for natural greespace

52% of respondents from the household survey felt that woodlands, wildlife areas and nature
reserves were good or very good, a further 34% felt they were average and 14% felt they were
poor or very poorNatural green space was also noted dsgh priority for improvement by
significant numbers (54%) in the household survey. Consultation results also highlight the
value attached to certain attributes of open space, in particular:

M Good maintenance and cleanliness
i Ease of access
M Lack of antisoal behaviour, noise etc.

This suggests that the provision of new or improved open space cannot be considered in
isolation from the means of maintaining such space, perceptions of antisocial behaviour, and
ease of access from within tiseirrounding environment.

The shape and size of space provided should allow for meaningful and safe recreation.
Provision might be expected to include (as appropriate) elements of woodland, wetland,
heathland and meadow, and could also be made for infopualic access through recreation
corridors. For larger areas, where car borne visits might be anticipated, some parking
provision will be required. The larger the area the more valuable sites will tend to be in terms
of their potential for enhancing lotaconservation interest and biodiversity. Wherever
possible these sites should be linked to help improve wildlife value as part of a network.
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In areas where it may be impossible or inappropriate to provide additional natural green
space consistent witthe standard, other approaches should be pursued which could include
(for example):

T

= =4 -8 4 -8 -

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

Encouraging living green roofs as part of new development/ redevelopment.

Ercouraging the creation of mixed species hedgerows.

Additional use of long grass management regimes.

Improvements to watercourses and water bodies.

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

Use of native trees and plantgith biodiversity value in high quality soft landscaping of
new developments.

In any event, the pointabove shouldbe principles to be pursued and encouraged at all times.

6.7 Summary of open space standards

Table b Smmary of open spacgandards

Quantity standardsfor assessing
existing provision and

Typology : . Access standard

requirements for new provision

(ha/1000 population)
Allotments 0.30 t7ir2noemetres orl¥ Ay dzu S a
Amenity Green Space | 0.70 600metres or 1213Y A y dzil S
(sites >0.15 ha) walk time
Parkand Recreation 600metres or 2-13Y A y dzil S
Groundg(publicand 1.70 walk time

private combinegl

(0o}

600 metres or 12A3Y A y dzii

Play Space (Children) 0.05 walk time

720 metresor 1 A y dzii S &

Play Space (Youth) 0.05 time

dHn YSUGNBa 2N
Natural Green Space 1.0 time
ANGst Standards

- 3.80ha/1000
Total for new provision
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7.0 APPLYING LOCABTANDARDS

7.1 Introduction

This part of the report uses the recommended standardsu@lyseprovision across the
Sudy Area. This section provides an overviewmbvision and supplgcrossthe Study Area
and individual vards, with more detadd mapsprovided in apendix1, 2 and 3 This section
includes:

Quantity analysis

Thequantity of provision is assessed using the recommended quantity standards for each of
the typologies where a quantity standard has been developed. Recommended standards are
expressed as hectares of open space per 1Qfjfufation

The quantity assessmenibooks 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. Within this seckiwels

of provisia are provided byVard, District and Study Area.

Access analysis

This section of the report provides analysis of the recommended access standards for each
typology across the study areal’he maps and analysis in this section are intended to be
indicative providing an overall picture of provision and highlighting any key issues across the
Sudy Area.

However, the key to access analysis, is understanding the picture at a more localised level,
therefore, maps showing lotaccess provision Byard are inaided inAppendix2.

Quality analysis

This section of the report makes analysis of each typahegyss the study areait highlights

any common themes or issues that have arisen from the quality alldé.detailed quality
audits have been provided to tHe 2 / &3 ¢art of the GIS database, and maps by ward are

provided atAppendix 3 which show the ranking of each oppace audited (good, average
or poor).

7.2 Application of quantity standards

7.2.1 Curment supply against thesauth Worcestershirestandards

Tables 16 to 20belowshowthe existing supplpf open space for each typology the Study
Area,District and Ward level The supply is calculatadsing the population figures faach
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open space are againgte recommended standard$

¢ KS TFA3IdzNB

following typologies:

A SORBIWEA N D NRIZWR A

1 Park and Recreation Ground,;
1 Outdoor Sport (Fixedpand
1 Outdoor Sport (Private).

0/ 2YOAYSROQ AY

Tablel6 Open spaceupplyat the Study Area levagainst theSNCquantity standards
Standard/
Required | Required
Existing Provision | Provision | Supply Supply
Typology Existing (ha) | (ha/1000) | (ha) (ha/1000) | (ha) (ha/1000)
Allotments 83.99 0.28 91.46 0.30 -7.47 -0.02
Amenity Greenspace
(>0.15ha) 213.08 0.70 213.40 0.70 -0.32 0.00
Parks and Recreation
Grounds (Combined) 513.32 1.68 518.26 1.70 -4.94 -0.02
Parks and Recreation
Grounds 326.08 1.07 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 3.96 0.01 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Private) 183.28 0.60 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Play(Child) 14.82 0.05 15.24 0.05 -0.42 0.00
Play (Youth) 3.06 0.01 12.19 0.04 -12.18 -0.04
Accessible Natural
Greenspace 2611.43 8.57 304.8% 1.00| 2306.57 7.57
Table 17 Open space supply in Malvern Hills against the SWC quantity standards
Standard/
Required | Required
Existing Provision | Provision | Supply Supply

Typology Existing (ha) | (ha/1000) | (ha) ha/1000 | (ha) (ha/1000)
Allotments 9.38 0.12 23.15 0.30 -13.77 -0.18
Amenity Greenspace
(>0.15ha) 81.15 1.06 54.02 0.70 27.13 0.35
Parks andRecreation
Grounds (Combined) 119.33 1.55 131.18 1.70 -11.85 -0.15
Parks and Recreation
Grounds 62.50 0.81 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 0.61 0.01 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Private) 56.22 0.73 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Play(Child) 3.41 0.04 3.86 0.05 -0.45 -0.01
Play (Youth) 0.92 0.01 3.09 0.05 -2.94 -0.04
Accessible Natural
Greenspace 178431 23.12 77.07 1.00| 1707.15 22.12

2 For example, for Alfrick and Leigh the population is 3,493. The existing quantity of allotments within this
ward is1.60 ha, and the required provision (using the standard of 0.30ha/1000) is 1.05 ha. Therefore, the
resultant supply is 0.55 ha i.e. there is sufficient supply against the quantity standard.
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Table 18 Open space supply in Worcester against the SWC quantity standards
Standard/
Required | Required
Existing Provision | Provision | Supply | Supply
Typology Existing (ha) | (ha/1000) | (ha) ha/1000 | (ha) (ha/1000)
Allotments 27.36 0.27 30.69 0.30 -3.34 -0.03
Amenity Greenspace
(>0.15ha) 55.84 0.55 71.62 0.70 -15.78 -0.15
Parks andRecreation
Grounds Combined 179.21 1.75 173.93 1.70 5.28 0.05
Parks and Recreation
Grounds 135.50 1.32 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 1.36 0.01 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Private) 42.35 0.41 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Play (Child) 4,18 0.04 5.12 0.05 -0.94 -0.01
Play (Youth) 0.74 0.01 4.09 0.05 -4.38 -0.04
Accessible Natural
Greenspace 173.05 1.69 | 102.314 1.00 70.74 0.69
Table 19 Open space supply in Wychavon against the SWC quantity standards
Standard/
Required | Required
Existing Provision | Provision | Supply | Supply
Typology Existing (ha) | (ha/1000) | (ha) ha/1000 | (ha) (ha/1000)
Allotments 47.25 0.38 37.61 0.30 9.64 0.08
Amenity Greenspace
(>0.15ha) 76.49 0.61 87.76 0.70 -11.27 -0.09
Parks and Recreation
Grounds Combined 217.49 1.73 213.14 1.70 4.35 0.03
Parks and Recreation
Grounds 128.08 1.02 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Fixed) 1.99 0.02 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Outdoor Sport (Private) 84.70 0.68 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
Play (Child) 7.24 0.06 6.27 0.05 0.97 0.01
Play (Youth) 1.41 0.01 5.02 0.05 -4.86 -0.04
Accessible Natural
Greenspace 654.07 522 | 125.378 1.00| 528.69 422
Table 20 Open space supply (ha) by Ward against the SWC quantity standards
Parks and
Recreation
Amenity Grounds
Row Labels Allotments | Greenspace | (combined) Play (Child) | Play (Youth)
Malvern Hills
Alfrick and Leigh 0.55 -2.09 -2.79 -0.16 -0.17
Baldwin -0.65 0.90 3.33 -0.08 -0.11
Broadheath 0.05 12.36 -0.36 0.06 -0.14
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Parks and
Recreation
Amenity Grounds

Row Labels Allotments | Greenspace | (combined) Play (Child) | Play (Youth)
Chase -1.83 15.46 3.74 -0.01 -0.28
DysonPerrins -0.81 0.04 -6.88 0.09 -0.23
Hallow -0.12 0.10 -0.55 -0.01 0.03
Kempsey -1.23 0.01 -3.01 -0.15 -0.19
Lindridge -0.67 -1.36 -2.86 -0.11 -0.11
Link -0.19 -4.03 0.43 0.02 -0.16
Longdon -0.63 -0.54 -0.76 -0.09 -0.10
Martley -0.47 0.38 -1.17 -0.01 -0.04
Morton -0.68 -1.15 -1.76 -0.03 -0.09
Pickersleigh -1.83 3.03 4.44 0.04 -0.24
Powick -0.27 3.13 0.30 0.23 -0.15
Priory -1.34 -1.52 7.01 -0.18 -0.22
Ripple -0.37 -0.20 -3.00 -0.09 -0.09
Teme Valley -0.39 -1.32 -1.86 0.27 -0.09
Tenbury -1.21 0.54 1.00 -0.08 -0.10
Upton and Hanley -0.26 1.28 3.78 0.10 -0.05
Wells -0.97 2.55 -5.51 -0.04 -0.16
West 0.27 -2.88 -1.61 -0.15 -0.21
Woodbury -0.69 2.40 -3.77 -0.06 -0.03

Worcester
Arboretum 2.16 -3.96 -0.62 -0.15 -0.26
Battenhall 3.37 -2.17 -0.62 0.18 -0.25
Bedwardine -1.05 -2.95 -5.46 -0.33 -0.42
Cathedral -0.07 -1.13 21.02 -0.12 -0.50
Claines 5.27 -5.44 41.50 -0.19 -0.23
Gorse Hill -1.53 -3.42 -9.45 -0.26 -0.29
Nunnery -2.41 -4.90 3.87 0.05 -0.34
Rainbow Hill -1.66 -3.79 4.31 -0.19 -0.15
St Clement -1.44 17.37 -10.15 -0.28 -0.30
St John 1.19 0.02 -11.67 0.32 -0.40
St Peter's Parish -1.66 -2.58 3.14 0.29 -0.20
St Stephen -0.74 -3.80 -4.25 -0.27 -0.27
Warndon -1.73 -0.64 -9.78 -0.21 -0.21
WarndonParish North -1.61 0.02 -9.14 0.09 -0.27
Warndon Parish Soutt -1.41 1.46 -7.44 0.12 -0.30

Wychavon
Badsey -0.93 -2.17 1.71 0.14 -0.13
Bengeworth -2.30 -2.02 -1.23 0.50 -0.26
Bowbrook 0.22 -0.71 -1.35 0.05 -0.09
Bredon 3.48 -1.87 1.33 -0.04 -0.05
Bretforton and

Offenham -0.89 -2.08 0.20 0.01 -0.15
Broadway and

Wickhamford -1.40 -2.90 -1.23 0.48 -0.16
Dodderhill 2.24 -0.52 -1.57 0.03 -0.04
Drakes Broughton 1.25 -1.76 -2.60 -0.04 -0.13
Droitwich Central -0.77 0.67 -4.37 -0.06 -0.13
Droitwich East -1.39 0.37 13.37 0.33 -0.23
Droitwich South East -1.62 2.35 -9.18 -0.19 -0.27
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Parks and
Recreation
Amenity Grounds

Row Labels Allotments | Greenspace | (combined) Play (Child) | Play (Youth)
Droitwich South West -1.00 -0.80 -8.41 -0.25 -0.25
Droitwich West -0.67 6.37 3.24 -0.20 -0.21
Eckington -0.64 -1.42 -0.04 0.05 -0.12
Elmley Castle and

Somerville 0.04 -1.39 -0.74 0.14 -0.12
Evesham North 1.06 11.89 0.14 -0.26 -0.26
Evesham South -1.63 -1.10 -5.34 -0.22 -0.20
Fladbury 4.20 -1.46 2.41 0.14 -0.11
Great Hampton -0.95 2.66 -5.39 -0.16 -0.15
Hartlebury 0.24 -1.68 -3.88 -0.04 -0.04
Harvington and

Norton 1.91 -0.93 -1.41 0.12 -0.05
Honeybourne and

Pebworth 0.72 4.58 -1.26 0.21 -0.03
Inkberrow 0.49 -3.70 15.87 0.13 -0.20
Little Hampton -1.51 -3.55 -6.71 -0.19 -0.09
Lovett and North

Claines -0.65 -2.43 14.75 -0.10 -0.28
Norton and

Whittington 0.23 -0.03 -1.66 0.21 -0.12
Ombersley 2.66 -1.72 1.27 -0.08 -0.12
Pershore 6.33 -1.88 1.51 -0.12 -0.35
Pinvin 1.33 -0.73 2.94 0.21 -0.12
South Bredon Hill 0.08 -1.69 2.24 0.01 -0.11
The Littletons -0.01 -0.23 -0.39 0.13 -0.14
Upton Snodsbury -0.51 -1.40 0.10 0.04 -0.12

Table20 shows thatopen spaceprovision varies across wards and typologies, with some
meeting the standards and some falling belokor example, here is insufficient yoiln
provision acros all wards with theexception of Hallow in Malvern Hillhis will be an
important consideration when determining the need for -site open space in allocated
housing sites.

Hzza i o0SOldzasS | GelLkRt23&8 Aa Ay adzZF¥FAOASYl
requirements, as the access and quantity standards also need to be consalengdide the
guantity requirements There may also be other factors such as a sites nature conservation
value which mean it should be protected (see section 8.2 of this report).

7.2.2 Futureneed foropen space

This section of the report considers theayall implications for open space provision from the
predicted population growh. This is based on the estimated need for approximatdly00
dwellings for the period up until 2041 (as set out within the SWDPR Issues and Options
Consultation November 208). Based on an average household siz8outh Worcestershire

of 2.3 persons, the predicted population increasapproximately32,200people.
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Requirements from pedicted population increaseacrossthe Study Area

Table21 Study Areawide operspace requirements from new development (up t4130
Required standard for new| Requirement for 32200 people
Typology provision (ha/1000) (ha)
Allotments 0.30 9.66
Amenity Green Space | 0.70 22.54
Park and Recreation | 1.70
Ground Combined 54.74
Play Space (Children) | 0.05 1.61
Play Space (Youth) 0.06 161
Natural Green Space | 1.0 32.20
Total 12236

The above figures are intended to be for indicative purpasdg. More detailrelating tothe
application of the open space standards ancecommended costings methodolofyyr open
space provision/contributions provided in section 8.7 of this report.

7.3 Application of access standards

This section provides an overview of access to diffetypes of open space typologies across
the Sudy Area, using the access standards summarised in tabld he maps are intended to
provide an overview and are for illustrative puges only.They show the straight line
distance buffers along with populan density (2011 census output areas) so that the key
gaps in access can be identified.

Aspreviouslyexplained (see section 2.4 and Table 2), the straight line 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. straight line distances are around 60% uzl act
distances.

More detailed maps bward are providedor each typologwvithin appendix2 (see example
at figure6).

This section als@onsiders access via the public rights of way network, which form an
important part of access to open space and the wider countryside.
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Figure6 Example map from append accesso allotments
Chadbyry England First
W School
Twytgre Offenham -
Lag
on Ao g
U‘("‘a. 3
4'/(u.
B4510,
s Aldington
i geey #93 Biagyg
a0 Sty Road
Abbey Park
Hampton
% Knowle Hill
Evesham High ¥
> Buffers Openspace Provision Ward
QB Aotmens:72om I Alotments =1 soundary 0 310 620 1,240 m\
L I 1 1 1 1 1 1 | N
e'h@s South Worcestershire Open Space Mapping 19/02/2019
Aheplivyy- ot Evesham North Ward Allotment Buffers




7.3.1 Access® open space across thetudy Area

> Buffers = Population Densivty (20;.1 Output’Areas) X District Boundariis‘
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Figure8 Access to amenity green space (600m buffer)
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Figure9 Access to parks and recreation grouadsl outdoor sport (privatefs00m buffej




