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Glossary

DPD Development Plan Document

FIT Fields in Trust

FOG Friends of Group

GIS Geographical Information Systems

KKP Knight, Kavanagh and Page

LAP Local Area for Play

LEAP Local Equipped Area for Play

LDF Local Development Framework

LNR Local Nature Reserve

MUGA Multi-use Games Area (an enclosed area with a hard surface for
variety of informal play)

NEAP Neighbourhood Equipped Area for Play

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework

NSALG National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners

ONS Office of National Statistics

PPG Planning Policy Guidance

PPS Playing Pitch Strategy

SOA Super Output Areas

SPD Supplementary Planning Document

SSDC South Staffordshire District Council

SSSI Sites of Special Scientific Interest
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PART 1: INTRODUCTION

Knight, Kavanagh & Page Ltd (KKP) has been commissioned by South Staffordshire
District Council to produce an Open Space Audit and Strategy. The study will provide the
necessary robustness and direction to inform decisions on future strategic planning and
any investment priorities for open spaces across the area.

This is the Open Space Audit Assessment Report prepared by Knight Kavanagh & Page
(KKP) for South Staffordshire District Council (SSDC). It provides detail with regard to what
open space provision exists in the area, its condition, distribution and overall quality. This
document sets out the findings of the research, consultation, site assessments, data
analysis and GIS mapping undertaken as part of this study.

The study also considers the future requirements for provision based upon population
distribution, planned growth and findings. The Strategy/Standards Paper (to follow) will give
direction on the future provision of accessible and high-quality provision for open spaces.

The table below details the open space typologies included within the study:

Table 1.1: Open space typology definitions

Typology Primary purpose

Parks and gardens Accessible, high quality opportunities for informal recreation and
community events.

Natural and semi-natural | Wildlife conservation, biodiversity and environmental education and
greenspaces awareness.

Amenity greenspace Opportunities for informal activities close to home or work or
enhancement of the appearance of residential or other areas.

Provision for children Areas designed primarily for play and social interaction involving

and young people children and young people, such as equipped play areas, MUGAS,

skateboard areas and teenage shelters.

Allotments Opportunities for those people who wish to do so to grow their own
produce as part of the long term promotion of sustainability, health
and social inclusion.

Cemeteries and Burial of the dead and quiet contemplation, often linked to the

churchyards promotion of wildlife conservation and biodiversity.

Green corridors Areas or route which provide walking, cycling or horse riding, whether
for leisure purposes or travel. May also offer opportunities for wildlife
mitigation.

Civic Space Including civic and market squares, and other hard surfaced areas

designed for pedestrians

In order for planning policies to be ‘sound’, local authorities are required to carry out a
robust assessment of need for open space, sport and recreation facilities. We advocate
that the methodology to undertake such assessments should still be informed by best
practice including the Planning Policy Guidance 17 (PPG17) Companion Guidance;
Assessing Needs and Opportunities’ published in September 2002.

October 2019 Assessment Report
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The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) has replaced PPG17. However,
assessment of open space facilities is still normally carried out in accordance with the
Companion Guidance to PPG17 as it still remains the only national best practice guidance
on the conduct of an open space assessment.

Under paragraph 96 of the NPPF, it is set out that planning policies should be based on
robust and up-to-date assessments of the needs for open space, sports and recreation
facilities and opportunities for new provision. Specific needs and quantitative and qualitative
deficiencies and surpluses in local areas should also be identified. This information should
be used to inform what provision is required in an area.

Associated strategies

The Companion Guidance to PPG17 included the open space typology of formal outdoor
sports. This is predominantly covered within the associated PPS. A PPS is undertaken in
accordance with the methodology provided in Sport England’s Guidance ‘Developing a
Playing Pitch Strategy’ for assessing demand and supply for outdoor sports facilities
(2013).

Any site previously categorised as outdoor sports provision but with a clear multifunctional
role (i.e. available for wider community use) is included in this study as a type of open
space. Pitch or sport sites purely for sporting use are solely included within a PPS. For sites
with a multifunctional role, double counting between the two studies does not occur as the
PPS looks at the number of pitch/sports facilities at a site and not hectares of land (as
prescribed in Sport England Guidance).

1.1 Report structure

This report considers the supply and demand issues for open space provision across South
Staffordshire. Each part contains relevant typology specific data. Further description of the
methodology used can be found in Part 2. The report as a whole covers the predominant
issues for all open spaces as defined in best practice guidance:

Part 2:  Methodology

Part 3:  Summary of survey and audit scores
Part 4 Parks and Gardens

Part 5:  Natural/semi-natural greenspace
Part 6:  Amenity Greenspace

Part 7 Provision for children/young people
Part 8:  Allotments

Part9:  Cemeteries

Part 10: Green Corridors

Part 11: Civic Space

A A A A A A A A A
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1.2 National context
National Planning Policy Framework

The NPPF sets out the planning policies for England. It details how these are expected to
be applied to the planning system and provides a framework to produce distinct local and
neighbourhood plans, reflecting the needs and priorities of local communities.

It states that the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of
sustainable development. It establishes that the planning system needs to focus on three
themes of sustainable development: economic, social and environmental. A presumption
in favour of sustainable development is a key aspect for any plan-making and decision-
taking processes. In relation to plan-making the NPPF sets out that Local Plans should
meet objectively assessed needs.

Under paragraph 96 of the NPPF, it is set out that planning policies should be based on
robust and up-to-date assessments of the needs for open space, sports and recreation
facilities and opportunities for new provision. Specific needs and quantitative and qualitative
deficiencies and surpluses in local areas should also be identified. This information should
be used to inform what provision is required in an area.

As a prerequisite paragraph 97 of the NPPF states that existing open space, sports and
recreation sites, including playing fields, should not be built on unless:

< An assessment has been undertaken, which has clearly shown the site to be surplus
to requirements; or

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

4 The development is for alternative sports and recreational provision, the needs for
which clearly outweigh the loss.

1.3 Local context

SSDC is currently undertaking a review of its Local Plan. The Issues and Options
consultation (held in Autumn 2018) identified a suggested level of growth to plan for in the
District of approximately 9,000 homes. This included five different high-level growth options
for where growth could be located.

The spatial strategy and draft developmental management policies are being progressed

in preparation for the Preferred Options Consultation in 2020. Consequently, an up to date
open space audit and strategy is needed to support and inform the process.

October 2019 Assessment Report
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PART 2: METHODOLOGY
This section details the methodology undertaken as part of the study. The key stages are:

< 2.1: Population

< 2.2: Auditing local provision

< 2.3: Quality and value

< 2.4: Quality and value thresholds

2.1 Population

The current resident population in South Staffordshire is 111,890". The population figure is
used to help determine the current provision levels for different types of open space.
Consequently, this will be used to inform and set a quantity provision standard.

The Strategy will analyse at a more local level the potential deficiencies as well as future
requirements (up to 2037) and priorities.

2.2 Auditing local provision (supply)

The KKP Field Research Team undertook the site audit scoring for this study in summer
2019. Open space sites (including provision for children and young people) are identified,
mapped and assessed to evaluate site value and quality. A total of 443 sites have been
identified for inclusion.

The focus is on sites publicly accessible. Private sites or land which people cannot access
are included but may not receive a quality or value score. Each site is classified based on
its primary open space purpose, so that each type of space is counted only once. The audit,
and the report, utilise the following typologies in accordance with best practice:

Parks & gardens

Natural & semi-natural greenspace
Amenity greenspace

Provision for children & young people
Allotments

Cemeteries

Green corridors

Civic space

A A A A A A A A

Best practice suggests considering a size threshold of 0.2 hectares to the inclusion of some
typologies within the audit. Sites of a smaller size can tend to have a different role. Often
this is for visual purposes (e.g. small incremental grassed areas such as highway verges)
and can often provide less recreational use in comparison to other forms of open space.
However, it is considered that some settlements may only be served by smaller sites and
should therefore be identified within the audit. Given the rural nature/character of the District
a size threshold of 0.2 hectares has only been applied to natural and semi-natural
greenspace as part of this study.

* ONS 2017 Mid-Year Estimates
October 2019 Assessment Report
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Database development

All information relating to open spaces is collated in the project open space database (to
be supplied as an Excel electronic file). All sites identified and assessed as part of the audit
are recorded within the database. The database details for each site are as follows:

Data held on open spaces database (summary)

KKP reference number (used for mapping)
Site name

Ownership (if known)

Management (if known)

Typology

Size (hectares)

Site audit data

A A A A A A

Sites are primarily identified by KKP in the audit using official site names, where possible,
and/or secondly using road names and locations.

2.3 Quality and value

Each type of open space receives separate quality and value scores. This also allows for
application of a high and low quality/value matrix to further help determine prioritisation of
investment and to identify sites that may be surplus within and to a particular open space

typology.

Quality and value are fundamentally different and can be unrelated. For example, a high
guality space may be inaccessible and, thus, be of little value; whereas a rundown (poor
guality) space may be the only one in an area and thus be immensely valuable. As a result,
guality and value are also treated separately in terms of scoring.

Analysis of quality

Data collated from site visits is initially based upon those derived from the Green Flag
Award scheme (a national standard for parks and green spaces in England and Wales,
operated by Keep Britain Tidy). This is utilised to calculate a quality score for each site
visited. Scores in the database are presented as percentage figures. The quality criteria
used for the open space assessments carried out for all open space typologies are
summarised in the following table.

Quality criteria for open space site visit (score)

Physical access, e.g. public transport links, directional signposts

Personal security, e.g. site is overlooked, natural surveillance
Access-social, e.g. appropriate minimum entrance widths

Parking, e.g. availability, specific, disabled parking

Information signage, e.g. presence of site information, notice boards
Equipment and facilities, e.g. adequacy and maintenance of provision such as seating, bins,
toilets, etc

Site problems, e.g. presence of vandalism, graffiti

Healthy, safe and secure, e.g. fencing, gates, staff on site

Maintenance and cleanliness, e.g. condition of general landscape & features
Groups that the site meets the needs of, e.g. elderly, young people

A A A A A A

A A A A
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For the provision for children and young people, a non-technical visual assessment of the
whole site is used. This includes assessing general equipment and surface
quality/appearance plus ancillary facilities such as seating, signage and bins. This differs,
for example, from an independent Royal Society for the Prevention of Accidents (RoSPA)
review, which is a more technical assessment of equipment in terms of play and risk
assessment grade.

Analysis of value

Site visit data plus desk-based research is calculated to provide value scores for each site
identified. Value is defined in best practice guidance in relation to the following three issues:

< Context of the site i.e. its accessibility, scarcity value and historic value.
< Level and type of use.
4 The wider benefits it generates for people, biodiversity and the wider environment.

In addition, the NPPF refers to attributes to value such as beauty and attractiveness of a
site, its recreational value, historic and cultural value and its tranquillity and richness of
wildlife.

The value criteria set for audit assessment is derived as:

Value criteria for open space site visits (score)

Level of use (observations only), e.g., evidence of different user types (e.g. dog walkers,

joggers, children) throughout day, located near school and/or community facility

Context of site in relation to other open spaces

Structural and landscape benefits, e.g., well located, high quality defining the identity/ area

Ecological benefits, e.g., supports/promotes biodiversity and wildlife habitats

Educational benefits, e.g., provides learning opportunities on nature/historic landscapes

Social inclusion and health benefits, e.g., promotes civic pride, community ownership and a

sense of belonging; helping to promote physical and mental well-being

< Cultural and heritage benefits, e.g., historic elements/links (e.g. listed building, statues) and
high-profile symbols of local area

< Amenity benefits and a sense of place, e.g., attractive places that are safe and well maintained;
helping to create specific neighbourhoods and landmarks

4 Economic benefits, e.g., enhances property values, promotes economic activity and attracts

people from near and far

V'S

A A A A A

Children’s and young people play provision is scored for value as part of the audit
assessment. Value in particular, is recognised in terms of size of sites and the range of
equipment it hosts. For instance, a small site with only one or two items is likely to be of a
lower value than a site with a variety of equipment catering for wider age ranges.

2.4 Quality and value thresholds

To determine whether sites are high or low quality (as recommended by guidance); the
results of the site assessments are colour-coded against a baseline threshold (high being
green and low being red). The primary aim of applying a threshold is to identify sites where
investment and/or improvements may be required. It can also be used to set an aspirational
guality standard to be achieved in the future and to inform decisions around the need to
further protect sites from future development (particularly when applied with its respective
value score in a matrix format).

October 2019 Assessment Report
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The baseline threshold for assessing quality can be set on the pass rate for Green Flag
criteria (66%) as the site audit criteria is based on Green Flag. This is the only national
benchmark available for quality of parks and open spaces. However, the site audit criteria
used for Green Flag is not appropriate for every open space typology as it is designed to
represent a sufficiently high standard of site.

Consequently, not all the same criteria are used for scoring all types of open space; as
some criteria is more relevant for some forms of open space than others. For example,
parks and gardens are assessed against most criteria to reflect the range and quality of
facilities/features a park can typically be expected to contain. In comparison, natural and
semi-natural greenspace is not assessed in terms of lighting or gradient; as neither are
considered critical or relevant for natural sites. Whereas for parks, both elements are used
as part of scoring parks provision. A summary of the criteria used to score each open space
type is set out in Appendix 1.

In effect, there is a maximum score a site can potentially receive for each type of open
space. A sites quality percentage is its actual score / the potential maximum score it could
achieve for that typology (e.g. if a site scores 80 and the maximum it could achieve is 100;
it will have a quality percentage of 80%).

Quiality thresholds are therefore adjusted to better reflect average scores for each typology.
Consequently, the baseline threshold for certain typologies is amended to better reflect this.

Table 2.2: Quality and value thresholds by typology

Typology Quality threshold Value threshold
Parks and gardens 60% 20%
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 40% 20%
Amenity greenspace 50% 20%
Provision for children and young people 55% 20%
Allotments 45% 20%
Cemeteries 45% 20%
Green corridors 50% 20%
Civic space 45% 20%

For value, there is no national guidance on the setting of thresholds. The 20% threshold
applied is derived from our experience and knowledge in assessing the perceived value of
sites. Whilst 20% may initially seem low it is a relative score - designed to reflect those sites
that meet more than one aspect of the criteria used for assessing value (as detailed earlier).

October 2019 Assessment Report
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PART 3: SUMMARY OF SURVEY AND AUDIT SCORES

This section provides a summary of the responses to the online community survey. It also
describes generic trends and findings from the quality and value ratings for the site visits
undertaken. Site specific and typology issues are covered in the relevant sections later in
this report.

3.1 Community Survey

An online community survey was hosted on the Council website and promoted via social
media and the Councils communication team. A total of 201 responses were received. The
findings of the consultations are used, reviewed and interpreted to further support the report
findings. A summary of the responses is set out on the following pages.

3.1.1 Usage

Popular forms of open space provision to visit most often are nature reserves (72%),
outdoor networks (71%) and parks (63%).

Figure 3.1.1: Types of open space to visit

What types of green space do you visit most often?

Local park or gardens _ 63.2%
Nature reserve, common or woodland 72.1%
Play area for young children _ 35.3%
Teenage provision (eg skatepark) . 4.5%
General amenity greenspace 47.3%

Allotments

Bl o
Cemeteries/churchyards _ 23.4%
Civic spaces, war memorials etc - 10.9%

Outdoor networks 70.6%

| do not visit any type of open space I 2.0%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Baggeridge Country Park and Wom Brook Walk are cited as the most frequently visited
sites by respondents.

October 2019 Assessment Report
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3.1.2 Accessibility

Results from the survey shows that individuals walk to access provision of amenity
greenspace (82%), parks (72%), play areas for young children (71%), outdoor networks
(70%), cemeteries (59%) and civic space (55%).

The exception to this is for country parks (85%), allotments (71%), teenage provision (63%)
and nature reserves, commons or woodlands (50%) which individuals travel by car to
access.

Figure 3.1.2: Mode of travel to open space sites

Whatis the main form of transport you use to reach each type of open

space?
Local park or public garden 72.4% 24.4% I

Country park X% 85.0%
Nature reserve, common or woodland 45.5% 50.3%
Play area for young children 71.0% 27.5%
Teenage provision (eg skatepark) 62.5%

General amenity greenspace 81.5% 18.5%

Allotments 28.6% 71.4%
Cemeteries/churchyards 58.7% 41.3%

Civic spaces, war memorials etc 54.5% 45.5%

QOutdoor networks 70.2% 12.1% 16.3%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 120%

BWalk ®Caror private vehicle ™ Public transport ®Cycle B Other

For some provision such as nature reserves and country parks, there is a willingness to
travel further distances; with 39% of respondents stating they would travel up to 30 minutes
to access a country park and 25% willing to travel 30 minutes to a nature reserve.

For other forms of provision, respondents show a willingness to travel a shorter amount of

time (i.e. 10 to 15 minutes). This is particularly noticeably for parks, allotments, amenity
greenspace and play provision.
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Figure 3.1.3: Time willing to travel to open space sites

Whatis the main form of transport you use to reach each type of open

space?
Local park or public garden [E¥NLZ) 30.9% 33.3% 14.6% 6.5%
Country park 12.4% 21.6% 39.2% 21.6%

Nature reserve, common or woodland {08 KZ I WAV L7 26.8% 24.6%

Teenage provision (eg skatepark) R 28.6% 28.6% 14.3%
General amenity greenspace 25.6% 20.0% 6.7%
Allotments
Cemeteries/churchyards 19.0% 11.9% 31.0% 23.8% 14.3%
Outdoor networks 26.5% 19.7% 17.4% 15.2%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

BUpto5minutes B10mins ®15mins B30 mins ®Over 30 mins

3.1.3 Availability and Quality

In general, respondents consider the amount of open space provision to be quite
satisfactory. A noticeable proportion of respondents also rate availability of open space as
very satisfactory.

Table 3.1.1: Satisfaction with availability of open space

Very Quite Neither Quite Very
satisfactory satisfactory satisfactory or unsatisfactory unsatisfactory
unsatisfactory

33.7% 45.7% 11.1% 5.5% 4.0%

Over half of survey respondents consider the quality of open space provision to be
generally quite satisfactory. A further 26% rate quality as very satisfactory. Only small
proportions of respondents view quality as quite unsatisfactory (6%) or very unsatisfactory
(3.5%).

Table 3.1.2: Satisfaction with quality of open space

Very Quite Neither Quite Very
satisfactory satisfactory satisfactory or unsatisfactory unsatisfactory
unsatisfactory

26.0% 53.0% 11.5% 6.0% 3.5%
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Respondents to the survey were asked what they thought would improve open space
provision. The most common answers include better maintenance and care (60%), more
provision for wildlife (44%) and better and wider range of facilities (38%).

Table 3.1.3: What would improve open space provision for you?

Answer option Percentage of respondents
Greater attractiveness (e.g. flowers, trees) 35.9%
Better maintenance and care of features 60.1%
Improved access to and within sites 21.2%
More public events 12.6%
Greater information on sites 22.2%

Better and wider range of facilities (i.e. play equipment,

seating, refreshments) 37.9%
Gre_ater community involvement or space for community-led 26.3%
projects

More provision for wildlife/ habitats 44.4%
Other (please state below) 6.6%

3.2 Audit overview

Within South Staffordshire there is a total of 443 sites, equating to over 3,689 hectares of
open space. The largest contributors to provision are parks and gardens and natural and
semi natural greenspace.

Table 3.2.1: Overview of open space provision

Open space typology Number of sites Total amount (hectares)”
Park and gardens 13f 2,499

Natural & semi-natural greenspace 42% 965

Amenity greenspace 224 170

Provision for children & young people 52 5

Allotments 11 13
Cemeteries 36 35

Green corridors 40 n/a

Civic space 28 2

TOTAL 446 3,689

The number of sites for each typology may not be fully reflected in the number of sites to
receive a quality and value score. This could be due to a variety of reasons. The typology
specific sections detail why any sites may not have received a quality and value score.

* Rounded to the nearest whole number
T If only traditional sites are included; a total of two sites equivalent to 305 hectares
+If only accessible site included; a total of 33 sites equivalent to 568 hectares
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3.2.1 Quality

The methodology for assessing quality is set out in Part 2 (Methodology). The table below
summarises the results of the value assessment for open spaces across South
Staffordshire.

It is important to note that throughout the assessment, a site that rates low (red) does not
necessarily represent a poor-quality site. The scoring is relative to other sites of the same
typology and intended to help to distinguish between higher and lower quality sites.

Table 3.2.2: Quality scores for all open space typologies

Typology Threshold Scores No. of sites
Lowest | Average | Highest Low High
score score score
Park and gardens 60% 76% 78% 80% 0 2
gf;g;i'pﬁcseem"”at“ra' 40% 10% 41% 72% 17 17
Amenity greenspace 50% 26% 54% 84% 65 158
Sgﬂ‘r’]';gggglre‘:h"dre” & 55% 45% 64% 87% 5 47
Allotments 45% 46% 52% 70% 0 11
Cemeteries 45% 32% 50% 61% 10 26
Green corridors 50% 35% 59% 83% 8 32
Civic Space 45% 31% 49% 68% 9 19
TOTAL 114 312

There is generally a reasonably good level of quality across most open space sites. This is
reflected in 73% of sites scoring above their set threshold for quality.

All allotments and parks and gardens score above the quality threshold. A high proportion
of provision for children and young people (90%) also rates above the quality threshold. In
contrast, proportionally more natural and greenspace sites (49%) rate below the threshold
than other typologies.
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3.2.3 Value
The methodology for assessing value is set out in Part 2 (Methodology). The table below
summarises the results of the value assessment for open spaces across South
Staffordshire.

Table 3.2.3: Value scores for all open space typologies

Typology Threshold Scores No. of sites

Lowest | Average | Highest

score score score >20%
Park and gardens 55% 66% 7% 2
g'f;g;i'pﬁcseem"”at“ra' 10% 30% 55% 7 27
Amenity greenspace 6% 22% 45% 70 153
Sgﬂ‘r’]';gggglre‘:h"dre” & 20% 29% 41% 55% 0 52
Allotments 23% 30% 55% 0 11
Cemeteries 23% 33% 64% 0 36
Green corridors 23% 32% 50% 0 40
Civic Space 23% 26% 42% 0 28
TOTAL 77 349

Most assessed sites (82%) are above the threshold for value, reflecting the role and
importance of open space provision to local communities and environments.

A high value site is considered to be well used by the local community, well maintained
(potentially with a balance for conservation), provides a safe environment and has features
of interest; for example, good quality play equipment and landscaping. Sites that provide
for a cross section of users and have a multi-functional use are considered a higher value
than those offering limited functions and viewed as unattractive.

3.3 Summary

4 446 sites are identified as open space provision. This is equivalent to over 3,689 hectares.
If inaccessible parks and natural greenspace sites are discounted, a total of 426 sites at an
equivalent to 1,098 hectares
Of assessed sites, nearly three quarters (73%) rate above the quality threshold.

4 Most sites (82%), are assessed as being above the threshold for value, reflecting the role and
importance of open space provision to local communities and environments.
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PART 4: PARKS AND GARDENS

4.1 Introduction

This typology often covers urban parks and formal gardens (including designed
landscapes), which provide accessible high-quality opportunities for informal recreation and
community events. Country park sites may also provide opportunities and functions often
associated with parks and can therefore be included within this section (if present).

4.2 Current provision

There are 13 sites classified as parks and gardens in South Staffordshire, the equivalent
of over 2,400 hectares. No site size threshold has been applied and, as such, all known
sites are included within the typology.

Table 4.1: Distribution of parks

Analysis area Parks and gardens
Number Size (ha) Current provision
(ha per 1,000 population)

Central 3 597.20 23.51
North 2 664.05 41.71
North East 1 1.18 0.04
North West 4 921.32 85.48
South 3 314.95 11.54
South Staffordshire 13 2,498.89 22.33

South Staffordshire has a current provision level of 22.33 hectares per 1,000 head of
population. The largest contributor to provision is Teddesley Park (626.38 hectares).

Only two of the 13 sites are considered as traditional parks; Baggeridge Country Park and
Himley Hall Landscape Park. Together they equate to over 305 hectares. The other 11
sites are identified as halls or private estates.

Fields In Trust (FIT) suggests 0.80 hectares per 1,000 population as a guideline quantity
standard. Table 4.1 shows that overall, South Staffordshire is above this suggested
standard.

If only the two traditional parks are used, South Staffordshire has a current provision level
of 2.73 hectares per 1,000 population.

4.3 Accessibility

Figure 4.1 overleaf shows the location of parks provision across South Staffordshire with a
710m catchment applied. This is based on FIT recommended accessibility standards.
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Figure 4.1: Parks and gardens mapped with a 710m catchment applied
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The 11 sites identified as private estates or halls do not receive a quality or value rating.
Access of these sites to members of the public is unclear. The focus for this study is on
public open space. The sites may have an influence on people’s perceptions but are not
available for use to the same level as traditional parks and gardens.

Table 4.2: Key to sites mapped

Site | Site name Site Size | Quality Value

ID score score

10 Baggeridge Country Park 88.91 _
74 | Chillington Hall 411.51

124 | Four Ashes Hall 9.34

142 | Hatherton Hall 37.68

159 | Himley Hall Landscape Park 216.70 _
230 | Moseley Old Hall 1.18

255 | Patshull Park 449.28

304 | Somerford Hall and Park 111.50

358 | Stretton Hall and Park 35.99

367 | Teddesley Park 626.38

409 | Wergs Hall 43.90
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Site | Site name Site Size Quality Value
ID score score
414 | Weston Park 362.32

432 | Wrottesley Hall and Park 104.02

As can be seen in Figure 4.1, there are catchment gaps in parks provision in some areas
of high population density. This is most prominent in the Essington and Great Wyrley
settlements. The gaps are however met by other types of open space provision including
amenity greenspace and natural and semi natural greenspace.

4.4 Quality

To determine whether sites are high or low quality (as recommended by best practice);
scores from site assessments are colour-coded against a baseline threshold (high being
green and low being red). The table overleaf summarises the results of the quality
assessment for parks in South Staffordshire. A threshold of 60% is applied in order to
identify high and low quality. Further explanation of how the quality scores and thresholds
are derived can be found in Part 2 (Methodology).

Table 4.3: Quality ratings for assessed parks in South Staffordshire

Analysis area Scores (%) No. of sites
Low High
Lowest | Average | Highest | Spread | . o | o0
score score score -:
Central - - - - - -
North - - - - - -
North East - - - - - -
North West - - - - - -
South 76% 78% 80% 4% 0
South Staffordshire 76% 78% 80% 4% 0

Both assessed parks score above the 60% quality threshold. The highest scoring site is
Himley Hall Landscape Park, with an overall score of 80%.

The site is observed through site assessment as having good parking (including disabled
parking), informative signage, well maintained pathways, ample seating and litter bins. It
also benefits from having a coffee lounge and galleries attracting many visitors. The site’s
high quality is reflected in it being a setting for wedding receptions. Furthermore, the site is
identified as having good personal security and an attractive landscape.

Baggeridge Country Park also scores well above the quality threshold. The site is
highlighted as being visually attractive with a variety of wildlife. It scores reasonably well
for overall maintenance and cleanliness and has a good network of paths. Furthermore, it
has a play area, high ropes course, miniature railway and café.

Both sites are perceived as well used site and having good levels of maintenance and
cleanliness, making them more attractive to users.
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Green Flag

The Green Flag Award scheme is licensed and managed by Keep Britain Tidy. It provides
national standards for parks and greenspaces across England and Wales. Public service
agreements, identified by the Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG)
highlight the importance placed on Green Flag status as an indicator of high quality. This
in turn impacts upon the way parks and gardens are managed and maintained.

A survey conducted by improvement charity GreenSpace highlights that parks with a Green
Flag Award provide more satisfaction to members of the public compared to those sites
without it. The survey of 16,000 park users found that more than 90% of Green Flag Award
park visitors were very satisfied or satisfied with their chosen site, compared to 65% of
visitors to non-Green Flag parks.

At present, there are two Green Flag sites in South Staffordshire. One of these is a park
site - Baggeridge Country Park. The other site, Wom Brook Walk, is classified as a green
corridor but does have natural and semi natural features.

4.5 Value

To determine whether sites are high or low value (as recommended by the Companion
Guidance); the scores from the site assessments have been colour-coded against a
baseline threshold (high being green and low being red). The table below summarises the
results of the value assessment for parks in South Staffordshire. A threshold of 20% is
applied in order to identify high and low value. Further explanation of how the value scores
are derived can be found in Part 2 (Methodology).

Table 4.4: Value scores for parks by analysis area in South Staffordshire

Analysis area Scores (%) Spread No. of sites
Lowest | Average | Highest Low High
score score score <20% | >20%
. e
Central - - - - - -
North - - - - - -
North East - - - - - -
North West - - - - - -
South 55% 66% T7% 23% 0
South Staffordshire 55% 66% 7% 23% 0 2

All assessed parks score above the threshold for value.

Baggeridge County Park scores the highest for value (77%). This Green Flag Award site
also has high ecological value as it is a Local Nature Reserve with varied habitats. It
provides great exercise opportunities through play, adventure challenge and its n