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1 INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1 This Open Space Assessment and Strategy provides an update to the Open Space, 
Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and Assessment (2015)1, and further develops 
Actions and Delivery Mechanisms for open space across the Borough of Wellingborough 
(BCW). 

1.2 The 2015 audit and assessment enabled local open space standards to be proposed for 
Quantity, Quality and Accessibility. The 2017 update reviews the proposed standards 
and the requirements to deliver these standards utilising the information and data 
gathered from the consultation and site audits in 2015; and further work including 
benchmarking against new guidance and best practice; an allotment survey; and 
reviewing planning contribution requirements. 

1.3 This report supersedes the open space assessment in the 2015 report, although the 
2015 report still provides context for the audit and assessment including the consultation 
feedback. 

1.4 The Open Space Assessment and Strategy incorporates: 

 A review of Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) against the 
proposed Local Open Space Standards for BCW; 

 An updated Allotment Assessment incorporating consultation with facility providers;  

 A summary of provision, surpluses and deficiencies for Quantity, Quality and 
Accessibility for each typology of open space; 

 Spatial analysis of provision by geographic areas of the Borough (Urban, North, 
West and South) including future housing allocations; 

 Proposals for addressing deficiency in provision; 

 Recommendations for open space policies in the emerging Local Plan; Plan for the 
Borough of Wellingborough (PBW). 

 A review of other relevant local strategic projects which relate to open space 
provision; and 

 A method for Developer Contributions. 

1.5 A separate commission by Strategic Leisure Limited will report on updates to the Sport 
and Recreation Facilities Assessment. In the future there are also plans to commission 
a Playing Pitch Strategy for the Borough. 

 
 

                                                 
1 Wellingborough Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and Assessment (TEP, November 2015) 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/file/6896/tep_open_space_sports_and_recreation_report  

http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/file/6896/tep_open_space_sports_and_recreation_report
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2 CONTEXT 
 

Location 

2.1 The Borough of Wellingborough is in Northamptonshire. The borough lies to the east of 
Northampton and the M1 motorway, and to the south of Kettering and the A14 trunk 
road. The Borough comprises the main town of Wellingborough, surrounded by rural 
towns and villages and open countryside. The Nene Valley runs through the Borough 
south-east of the main town of Wellingborough. 

   
 

 

  

 Borough of Wellingborough 

Reproduced with permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of Her Majesty’s Stationery Office 
Crown Copyright and database right 2017 
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Sites and Typologies 

2.2 Open spaces form part of the Green Infrastructure framework for Wellingborough. Green 
Infrastructure (GI) can be defined as: 

2.3 A network of multi-functional green space, urban and rural, which is capable of delivering 
a wide range of environmental and quality of life benefits for local communities. GI 
includes parks, open spaces, playing fields, woodlands, allotments and private gardens, 
and also includes water related ‘blue’ infrastructure elements such as rivers, 
watercourses, lakes and ponds. 

2.4 Open space typologies are useful to define the primary purpose of sites, but is important 
when assessing need for open space, that the multi-functional nature of open spaces is 
recognised. The open space typologies included in the Assessment Update and 
Strategy are shown in the following table. The number of each type of site in the Borough 
of Wellingborough is also shown. 

Typology Description Number 

Parks and Gardens 
Includes urban parks and formal gardens. Parks usually 
contain a variety of facilities, and may have one of more of 
the other types of open space within them. 

18 

Natural and Semi-
Natural Greenspace 

Includes country parks, nature reserves, and publicly 
accessible woodlands. 69 

Amenity Greenspace 
Most commonly but not exclusively found in housing 
areas. Includes informal recreation green spaces and 
village greens. 

114 

Linear Greenspace 
Linear green spaces including towpaths along canals and 
riverbanks, cycleways, rights of way and disused railway 
lines. 

102 

Provision for Children 
and Young People 

Areas designed primarily for play and social interaction 
specifically designed as equipped play facilities. 50 

Allotments and 
Community Gardens 

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 

25 

Cemeteries and 
Churchyards 

Cemeteries and churchyards including disused 
churchyards and other burial grounds. 36 

Civic Spaces 
Hard surfaced areas located usually located within town or 
city centres. 2 

 

Population 

Current Population 

2.5 The Office of National Statistics (ONS) Census Data from 20112 showed that the 
Borough of Wellingborough has a population of 75,356; of which 49,087 are in the urban 
area (Wellingborough Town) and 26,269 in the rural area. In urban areas the population 
density is 22 persons per hectare and in rural areas the density is 2 persons per hectare. 

                                                 
2 http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20160105160709/http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/publications/re-reference-
tables.html?edition=tcm%3A77-284349  

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20160105160709/http:/www.ons.gov.uk/ons/publications/re-reference-tables.html?edition=tcm%3A77-284349
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20160105160709/http:/www.ons.gov.uk/ons/publications/re-reference-tables.html?edition=tcm%3A77-284349
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Future Population 

2.6 The Interim Housing Statement on Housing Requirements in North Northamptonshire 
(January 2014)3; and Assessing the Housing Requirements of North Northamptonshire 
Final Report for NNJPU (December 2013)4 reports provide an overview of housing 
targets and an up to date evidence base for population growth. These reports formed 
part of the evidence base for the North Northamptonshire JCS, which was adopted in 
July 2016. 

2.7 The total population figure in the borough in 2031 is expected to rise to 89,100; an 
increase of 17.8% from 20115. 

Housing Requirements 

2.8 The housing requirement figures within the North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy6 
(JCS) Policy 28 Housing Requirements and Strategic Opportunities are; 5750 in the 
urban area (growth town of Wellingborough), and 1250 in the rural area, resulting in 
7000 new homes in total. 

2.9 Based on the Housing Requirement split between the urban and rural areas, the 
respective predicted population increase are shown in the table below. 

 

 
Population 

(2011 Census) 

Housing 

Requirement 

(2011 - 31) 

% Additional 

Households 

Population 

Increase 

Population 

predicted to 

2031 

Urban 49,087 5,750 82% 11,290 60,377 

Rural 26,269 1,250 18% 2,454 28,723 

Total 75,356 7000 100% 13,744 89,100 

 

2.10 Future housing requirements have been mapped for the Open Space Strategy analysis 
(see Chapter 5) including the two significant strategic developments (Sustainable Urban 
Extension sites) described below, alongside Housing Allocation Sites from the emerging 
Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough7. This information informs the assessment of 
future need for the Borough. 

2.11 It should be noted that the assessment of future need for open space does not 
incorporate proposed open space sites from future committed developments. Instead, 
the existing, or baseline provision is used to asses future needs based on the population 
projections. The Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and Assessment 
Final Report provided a worked example of future open space provision based on the 

                                                 
3 http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1419  
4 http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1420  
5 Assessing the Housing Requirements of North Northamptonshire (Appendices, December 2013) 
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/docs/131219%20NNJPU%20Report%20Appendices%20Version%201.0.pdf   
6 Adopted North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy 2011-2031 (July 2016) 
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1573  
7 The Plan for the Borough Council of Wellingborough – Emerging Draft. Section 7 Delivering Homes http://wellingborough-
consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847612#section-s1444639847612  

http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1419
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1420
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/docs/131219%20NNJPU%20Report%20Appendices%20Version%201.0.pdf
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1573
http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847612#section-s1444639847612
http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847612#section-s1444639847612
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two Sustainable Urban Extension (SUE) masterplans in 2015, to indicate the 
contribution they can potentially make to meeting future needs. 

Wellingborough East Sustainable Urban Extension (SUE)  

2.12 The emerging draft Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough8 states: An outline planning 
application for the initial phases of the development including 3100 dwellings, 
employment areas and associated infrastructure was approved by the council in January 
2008. Reserved Matters applications for the first 3 phases of the residential development 
were approved in October and November 2015. An outline application for an additional 
550 dwellings and other changes to the scheme together with an application to vary 
some of the original conditions were approved subject to conditions and the completion 
of a S106 planning agreement in December 2015. 

2.13 The following development principal for Wellingborough East SUE relates to provision 
of open space: A significant multi-functional green space network, retaining where 
possible existing landscape features. Green Infrastructure corridors should be provided 
throughout the development which link to the existing strategic and local green 
infrastructure corridors. The River Ise should be the focus of a linear park which provides 
a multi-functional recreation and wildlife space. 

Wellingborough North Sustainable Urban Extension (SUE)  

2.14 The emerging draft Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough9 states: An outline 
application for the majority of the site was granted by the Secretary of State in February 
2010. The remainder of the site is in separate landownership, but has been the subject 
of pre-application discussions. The outline consent covering the majority of the site is 
for 3,000 dwellings, retail, and commercial facilities, open spaces and associated 
infrastructure. Phase 1 is for 1500 dwellings and a link road needs to be in place before 
Phases 2 and 3. The land in separate ownership is anticipated to provide in the region 
of 225 dwellings additional dwellings. 

2.15 The following development principal for Wellingborough North SUE relates to provision 
of open space: A significant multi-functional green space network, retaining where 
possible existing landscape features. Green Infrastructure corridors should be provided 
throughout the development which link to the existing strategic and local green 
infrastructure corridors. The principal corridors should be along the Harrowden Brook 
and the ridgeline. 

                                                 
8 Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough - Emerging Draft http://wellingborough-
consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847627#section-s1444639847627  
9 Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough - Emerging Draft http://wellingborough-
consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847627#section-s1444639847627  

http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847627#section-s1444639847627
http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847627#section-s1444639847627
http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847627#section-s1444639847627
http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft?pointId=s1444639847627#section-s1444639847627
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3 STANDARDS 
 

3.1 Setting local open space Standards for Quantity, Quality and Accessibility ensures that 
local need for open space provision is assessed and reflected in the standards; and 
applying the standards ensures that future provision to address quantitative and 
qualitative deficits or surpluses can be planned for. This approach aligns to the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), paragraph 73, which states: 

3.2 Access to high quality open spaces and opportunities for sport and recreation can make 
an important contribution to the health and well-being of communities. 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. The assessments 
should identify specific needs and quantitative or qualitative deficits or surpluses of open 
space, sports and recreational facilities in the local area. Information gained from the 
assessments should be used to determine what open space, sports and recreational 
provision is required. 

3.3 The following section outlines national benchmark standards, and the existing and 
proposed local standards for Wellingborough. 

National Benchmark Standards 

Beyond the Six Acre Standard (Fields in Trust, 2015) 

3.4 Beyond the Six Acre Standard10 replaces Fields in Trust’s (FiT) 2008 guidance Planning 
and Design for Outdoor Sport and Play. The latest guidance has been informed by a 
survey commissioned by FiT in 201411 resulting in a response from 119 local authorities 
in England and Wales, representing a total response rate of 33%. 

3.5 The 2015 guidance reflects the National Planning Policy Framework, The Localism Act 
and the phased introduction of the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL). The guidance 
draws out new recommendations for accessibility, and introduces benchmarking for 
informal open space (e.g. parks and gardens, amenity greenspace, and natural and 
semi-natural sites). 

3.6 Extracts from Beyond the Six Acre Standard showing benchmark standards are 
provided below: 

                                                 
10 Beyond the Six Acre Standard (Fields in Trust,2015) 
http://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/PAD/FINAL%20ONLINE%20Planning%20Guidance%20for%20Outdoor%20Sport%20an
d%20Play%20Provision%20Oct%202015.pdf  
11 Planning and Design for Outdoor Sport and Play 2015 Review, Phase 2 Survey Findings for England and Wales 
http://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/Survey%20findings.pdf  

http://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/PAD/FINAL%20ONLINE%20Planning%20Guidance%20for%20Outdoor%20Sport%20and%20Play%20Provision%20Oct%202015.pdf
http://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/PAD/FINAL%20ONLINE%20Planning%20Guidance%20for%20Outdoor%20Sport%20and%20Play%20Provision%20Oct%202015.pdf
http://www.fieldsintrust.org/Upload/file/Survey%20findings.pdf
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3.7 The Walking Guideline is shown as walking distance in the tables, however it is also 
useful to consider this as walking time. The following findings were reported in the 
Planning and Design for Outdoor Sport and Play 2015 Review: 

 Playing pitches – 15 minutes; 

 All outdoor sports – 15 minutes; 

 Play areas – LAPs 2-3 minutes, LEAPs 5 minutes, NEAPs 10-15 minutes; 

 Other outdoor provision (MUGAs and skateboard parks) – 5-10 minutes; 

 Parks and Gardens – 15 minutes; 

 Amenity Greenspace – 10 minutes; and 

 Natural and Semi-Natural – 15 minutes. 

3.8 The Accessibility Guidelines from Beyond the Six Acre Standard have been used as 
benchmarking for the Open Space Strategy analysis for Wellingborough. The table 
below sets out the time and distances applied to map catchment areas. 

Walking Time Walking Distance 

Straight Line 

Distance 

(i.e. Catchment 

Area mapped) 

20 minutes 

15 minutes 

10 minutes 

5 minutes 

2-3 minutes 

1600 metres 

1200 metres 

800 metres 

400 metres 

250 metres 

960 metres 

720 metres 

480 metres 

240 metres 

150 metres 

Nature Nearby, Accessible Natural Greenspace Guidance (Natural England, 

March 2010) 

3.9 The concept of Nature Nearby12 is one of providing inspiring green spaces with high 
quality access to the natural environment by applying the three Natural England 
standards: 

 An Accessibility and Quantity Standard – to ensure equitable provision both close 
to home and within sustainable transport distances, i.e. Natural England’s 
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standard (ANGSt); 

 Service Standards – for core services and facilities for each site type; and 

 A national Quality Standard, i.e. The Green Flag Award scheme. 

3.10 The three underlying principles of ANGSt are to improve access, naturalness and the 
connectivity of green spaces. 

                                                 
12 Nature Nearby, Accessible Natural Greenspace Guidance (Natural England, March 2010) 
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/40004?categor
y=47004  

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/40004?category=47004
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/40004?category=47004
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3.11 The Natural England ANGSt recommends: 

 That no person should live no more than 300m from their nearest area of natural 
green space of at least 2ha in size; 

 That there should be at least once accessible 20ha site within 2km from home; 

 That there should be one accessible 100ha site within 5km of home; 

 That there should be one accessible 500ha site within 10km of home; and 

 Provision of at least 1ha of Local Nature Reserve per 1,000 population. 

3.12 By using the ANGSt accessibility recommendations, analysis has been undertaken for 
the Wellingborough Open Space Strategy. 

3.13 The definition of natural space within ANGSt is “places where human control and 
activities are not intensive so that a feeling of naturalness is allowed to predominate”. 
Annex 2 of Nature Nearby goes on to say that: When using this definition, actually 
deciding at which point a feeling of naturalness predominates may be difficult to 
determine, and it can be argued that there is considerable room for interpretation. 
Therefore, in practice some form of proxy for a feeling of naturalness will be necessary, 
particularly where GIS is used for identifying accessible natural greenspace. The 
following proxy indicators are defined in Nature Nearby (Annex 2), whereby Levels 1 
and 2 are said to be proxy indicators of natural greenspace. 
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Access to Natural Greenspace Assessment 

3.14 Natural England’s Access to Natural Greenspace Standard (ANGSt) has been reviewed 
against the provision of natural spaces in Wellingborough. 

3.15 The definition of natural spaces has been applied to the site typologies in 
Wellingborough, and the following sites have been included in the access to natural 
green space assessment: 

 Natural and Semi Natural; 

 Parks and Gardens; and 

 Linear Greenspace. 

 The analysis therefore excludes Allotments, Churchyards and Cemeteries, Play 
Provision, and Civic Spaces. 

Accessibility Assessment 

3.16 Two maps (shown below) have been produced showing the following: 

 300m accessibility to 2ha natural greenspace sites; and 

 2km accessibility to 20ha natural greenspace sites. 

3.17 The access to 2ha natural greenspace sites map shows that in the Urban area: 

 There are gaps in access in the Victoria area (to the east of the town), and the 
Croyland area (south east of the town); and 

 In the Town Centre, and Brickhill and Redwell areas (west and north-west of the 
town), the provision is largely met by Parks and Gardens. 

3.18 The access to 2ha natural greenspace sites map shows that in the Rural area: 

 Sites within the Nene Valley provide the most significant natural greenspace 
provision for the Borough; 

 Additional individual sites are located within the rural area, but these are largely 
outside of the towns and villages; 

 Finedon, Sywell, Bozeat and Irchester benefit from natural greenspace in close 
proximity to the population. 

3.19 The access to 20ha natural greenspace sites map shows that in the Urban area: 

 The Urban area benefits from a number of connected greenspaces which equate to 
20 ha sites; and 

 The Town Centre, Victoria and Croyland areas benefit from proximity to sites within 
the Nene Valley, and Irchester Country Park. 
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3.20 The access to 20ha natural greenspace sites map shows that in the Rural area: 

 The west and south have access to 20ha sites, but there are deficiencies in the 
north. 

3.21 There is no analysis for 5km accessibility to a 100ha natural green space site as the two 
sites in Wellingborough over 100ha (Sywell Wood and Grendon Lakes), both have 
restricted access (e.g. the periphery of the sites are accessible by footpath or bridleway, 
but not the whole site, referred to as ‘proximate access’ in Natural England publication 
R526). 

3.22 There is also no analysis for 10km accessibility to a 500ha natural green space site as 
there are no sites of this size in Wellingborough. The closest known 500ha site is The 
Forestry Commission’s Salcey Forest Centre, south-west of Northampton, approx. 18km 
from Wellingborough town centre, and 10km from the southern parts of the Borough. 
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Quantity Assessment 

3.23 The other standard which ANGSt includes is 1ha of Local Nature Reserve (LNR) per 
1000 population. Wellingborough has the 33ha Summer Leys LNR and the 9ha Glamis 
Meadow and Wood LNR. Based on 42 ha for 75,356 population (2011 census), this 
provides 0.55 ha per 1000 population. 

Setting and Applying Local Standards 

3.24 The Open Space Assessment for Wellingborough reviews and proposes local standards 
based on the following (more detail is provided in the appendices of the 2015 study): 

 Reviewing existing local standards for the Borough from 2005. 

 Undertaking consultation with the local population through a household survey. 

 National benchmarks (including ANGSt and Fields in Trust). 

 Local benchmarks including neighbouring local authorities (North 
Northamptonshire). 

3.25 The local standards proposed for the different types of natural greenspace are: 

 Natural and Semi Natural – 15 minute walk (720 metre catchment area) 

 Parks and Gardens – 15 minute walk (720 metre catchment area) 

 Linear Greenspace – 15 minute walk (720 metre catchment area) 

3.26 ANGSt has therefore informed the Open Space Assessment and Open Space Strategy 
(see Chapter 5) for Wellingborough, but has not been applied directly to local standards. 

Woodland Access Standard (Woodland Trust) 

3.27 The Woodland Trust has developed the Woodland Access Standard (WASt)13, which 
complements ANGSt. It recommends that everyone should have access to woodland of 
at least 2 ha within 500 m of their home, and of at least 20 ha within 4 km. 

3.28 The open space assessment for Wellingborough does not distinguish woodlands within 
open space typologies, although accessibility to natural greenspace through the ANGSt 
model will broadly contribute to the Woodland Access Standard. 

 

 

                                                 
13 Woodland Trust Access Position Statement https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/mediafile/100034294/access-position-
statement-1013.pdf  

https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/mediafile/100034294/access-position-statement-1013.pdf
https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/mediafile/100034294/access-position-statement-1013.pdf
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Allotment Standards 

3.29 There is no legal national minimum standard of provision for allotments14. 

3.30 The 1969 Thorpe Report recommended a minimum provision equivalent to 15 plots per 
1000 households15, which equates to 6.5 plots16 per 1000 population or 0.16 hectares 
per 1000 population. 

3.31 The National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners (NSALG) recommend a 
minimum level of provision of 20 allotment plots per 1,000 households, which equates 
to 8.7 plots per 1000 population or 0.21 hectares per 1000 population. The NSALG 
advise that the standard plot size of 10 poles is 250 sq. metres. 

3.32 A Review of Allotment Provision for Cambridge City Council17, stated that there is a 
difficulty in considering a standard of provision based on household given the trend of 
falling household size since the 1950s. 

3.33 The Cambridge allotment report also referenced the Survey of Allotments, Community 
Gardens and City Farms, carried out by the University of Derby on behalf of Department 
of Communities and Local Government (DCLG) in 2006, which showed that the national 
average provision was 7 plots per 1,000 population, which equates to 0.175 hectares 
per 1,000 population. 

3.34 In the Fields in Trust Planning and Design for Outdoor Sport and Play Review, Phase 2 
Survey Findings for England and Wales, the median level of provision for allotments, 
community gardens and urban farms was 0.3 hectares per 1000 population. 

3.35 Summary of national benchmark standards for allotments: 

 
No. of 

Households 

No. of Plots per 

Household 

Population 
(based on household 

size of 2.3) 

Hectare 
(based on plot size of 

250m²) 

Thorpe Report 
1969 

1000 15 2300 0.375 
 6.5 1000 0.16 

NSALG 
1000 20 2300 0.5 

 8.7 1000 0.21 

University of Derby 
2006  7 1000 0.175 

Fields in Trust 
2015   1000 0.3 

 

                                                 
14 http://www.allotmoreallotments.org.uk/legislation.htm  
15 Average Household size in England & Wales is 2.3 (2011 Census). 
16 Based on a standard plot of 250 m2. 
17 Review of Allotment Provision for Cambridge City Council (Ashley Godfrey Associates, January 2010) 

http://www.allotmoreallotments.org.uk/legislation.htm
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Local Standards 

Planning for Open Spaces, Sport and Recreation (PMP, 2005) 

3.36 The 2005 study and associated report for BCW18 was conducted by PMP in accordance 
with Planning Policy Guidance 17: Planning for Open Space, Sport and Recreation 
(PPG17) and its Companion Guide to PPG17 (Assessing Needs and Opportunities). 
The study involved a comprehensive review of existing work undertaken by BCW and 
assessed local needs through household questionnaires. 

3.37 Results of the questionnaire provided a baseline to set and apply local standards (shown 
below), and to provide an overall open space framework which guided the future 
management and designation of open spaces in the area whilst ensuring all local needs 
and aspirations were met. 

Typology 
2005 Quantity Standard 

(Hectare per 1000 Population) 

2005 Accessibility 

Standard 

Parks and Gardens 0.70 (Borough Wide) 15 minute walk 

Natural and Semi-Natural 

Greenspace 

1.8 (Urban) 
0.38 (Rural) 

15-20 minute walk 

Amenity Greenspace 
1.6 (Urban) 
0.5 (Rural) 

10 minute walk 

Provision for Children and 

Young People 

0.625 play areas (Urban) 
0.5 play areas (Rural) 

10 minute walk 

Outdoor Sports Facilities 2.4 (excluding golf courses) 20 minute walk 

Allotments 
0.38 (Urban) 
1.3 (Rural) 15 minute walk 

Cemeteries and Churchyards No standard set No standard set 

Green Corridors No standard set No standard set 

Civic Spaces No standard set No standard set 

Open Spaces, Sport and Recreation Audit and Assessment, TEP (2015) 

3.38 The 2015 Open Space, Sport and Recreation Assessment reviewed the local standards 
set in 2005, through further consultation with the local community, stakeholders and 
BCW. 

3.39 Linear Greenspace was introduced in the 2015 study to replace Green Corridors in the 
2005 study, as the term Green Corridor was closely associated with Green Infrastructure 
Corridor, which is a separate designation applied to networks of multifunctional 
greenspace at a strategic and local scale. 

                                                 
18 Planning for Open Space, Sport and Recreation (PMP, 2005) 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/download/2096/planning_for_open_spaces_sport_and_recreation_2005  

http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/download/2096/planning_for_open_spaces_sport_and_recreation_2005
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Typology 
2015 Quantity Standard 

(Hectare per 1000 Population) 

2015 Accessibility 

Standard 

Parks and Gardens 
1.5 (Urban) 
1.0 (Rural) 15 minute walk 

Natural and Semi-Natural 

Greenspace 

1.8 (Urban) 
6.0 (Rural) 15 minute walk 

Amenity Greenspace 
1.0 (Urban) 
0.5 (Rural) 10 minute walk 

Linear Greenspace 
1.6 (Urban) 
8.0 (Rural) 

15 minute walk 

Provision for Children and 

Young People 
0.65 play areas (Borough Wide) 10 minute walk 

Allotments 
0.38 (Urban) 
1.2 (Rural) 

15 minute walk 

Cemeteries and Churchyards No standard set No standard set 

Civic Spaces No standard set No standard set 

Open Space Assessment and Strategy, TEP (2017) 

3.40 The 2017 Open Space Assessment reviewed the standards which are shown below. 

Typology 
2017 Quantity Standard 

(Hectare per 1000 Population) 

2017 Accessibility 

Standard 

Parks and Gardens 
1.5 (Urban) 
1.0 (Rural) 

15 minute walk 

Natural and Semi-Natural 

Greenspace 
1.8 (Borough Wide) 15 minute walk 

Amenity Greenspace 
1.0 (Urban) 
0.5 (Rural) 

10 minute walk 

Linear Greenspace No standard set 15 minute walk 

Provision for Children and 

Young People 
0.65 play areas (Borough Wide) 10 minute walk 

Allotments 
0.3 (Urban) 
1.0 (Rural) 15 minute walk 

Cemeteries and Churchyards No standard set No standard set 

Civic Spaces No standard set No standard set 

 

Typology 2017 Quality Standard 

Parks and Gardens 

A welcoming, clean and litter free site providing a wide range of leisure, 
recreational and enriched play opportunities for all ages, varied and 

well-kept vegetation, lighting with attractive and appropriate boundaries 
to promote the feeling of safety. The appropriate location and level of 
ancillary accommodation (including benches, signage, notice boards, 
toilets, litter bins and dog bins) with accessibility by various forms of 
transport. To encourage informal recreation with clear access and 

footpath surfacing which improves accessibility. 
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Typology 2017 Quality Standard 

Natural and Semi-

Natural Greenspace 

A varied site that encourages wildlife conservation, biodiversity and 
environmental education and awareness, making the most of natural 
features such as the watercourses. To encourage informal recreation 
where appropriate, clear access and footpaths with surfaces which 
improve accessibility, signage and noticeboards, dog/litter bins and 

other appropriate ancillary accommodation should be provided. 
Boundaries should be attractive and promote a feeling of safety. 

 

Amenity Greenspace 

A clean and well maintained site, with appropriate ancillary 
accommodation (benches, signage and noticeboards, dog fouling bins 

etc.) and landscaping in the right places, enhancing the local 
environment and conveniently located close to housing that is easily 
accessible and big enough to encourage informal play. Boundaries 
should be attractive and promote a feeling of safety with improved 

surfacing facilitating accessibility across the site. 
 

Linear Greenspace 

A well-lit and clean route that provides well-maintained sustainable 
transport methods and varied vegetation linking major open spaces 

together with ancillary facilities such as bins and seating in appropriate 
places.  Opportunities to increase or enhance linear greenspace links 

between existing open spaces and the rural and urban areas should be 
taken where possible, in particular where this can enhance Green 

Infrastructure Networks. 
 

Provision for Children 

and Young People 

A site providing a mix of well-maintained formal equipment and 
enriched play environment for all young people, in a clean, safe and 
attractive setting with appropriate ancillary accommodation (such as 

benches, dog fouling and litter bins) and accessible to all. 
 

Allotments 

A site that encourages sustainable development, biodiversity, healthy 
living and education objectives that is clean and well-maintained with 
clear footpaths, boundaries, good security and quality soils.  Ancillary 

facilities to meet local needs including car parks, toilets and water 
supply should be provided where appropriate. 

 

Cemeteries and 

Churchyards 

A well-maintained, clean site with a known burial capacity and a plan 
for the future. Provision of seating areas, clear footpaths and varied 

vegetation that provides a sanctuary for wildlife, where appropriate and 
particularly in areas devoid of greenspace.  The primary function of the 
decent and dignified interment of human remains should be respected 

at all times. 
 

Civic Spaces 

A clean, safe and attractive site that is fit for purpose, providing 
landscaping where appropriate and ancillary accommodation (e.g. 

benches, toilets) should be provided to meet local needs. 
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4 OPEN SPACE ASSESSMENT 
 

Introduction 

4.1 This chapter presents the results of the Quantity, Quality and Accessibility assessment 
undertaken in 2015 and updated in 2017. Utilising the information and data gathered 
from the consultation and site audits in 2015, and further work including benchmarking 
against recently published national guidance; an allotment survey; and reviewing 
planning contribution requirements; TEP have reviewed the Borough of 
Wellingborough’s existing provision standards for open space. 

4.2 When the proposed standards are applied to each typology; surplus and deficiencies in 
terms of Quantity, Quality and Accessibility can be demonstrated. For Quantity, this is 
calculated using existing and future population figures (as described in Chapter 2 of this 
report), therefore both current and future surplus and deficiency has been calculated to 
assess the impact of an increased population on open space provision. 

4.3 The assessment applies the proposed provision standards for Quantity, Quality and 
Accessibility for each of the typologies as follows, and shown on the sites overview map 
below: 

 Parks and Gardens; 

 Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace; 

 Amenity Greenspace; 

 Linear Greenspace; 

 Provision for Children and Young People; 

 Allotments and Community Gardens; 

 Cemeteries and Churchyards; and 

 Civic Spaces. 

4.4 Quality and Value scores are available for each site in Appendix A. Full Quality and 
Value audit data for each site has been provided separately to BCW as supporting 
information. 

4.5 The Quantity assessment is shown for urban and rural areas. This is based on an 
urban/rural split for the Borough of Wellingborough, based on the 2014 ward boundaries. 
The ward boundaries for Wellingborough changed in 2015, therefore any future analysis 
will need to be adjusted to reflect the new ward boundaries and subsequent changes to 
the urban/rural boundary. The map below illustrates the existing urban and rural areas 
in Wellingborough. 
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Parks and Gardens 

Quantity Assessment 

4.6 TEP recommends increasing the 2005 borough wide Quantity standard of 0.7 hectares 
per 1000 population to 1.5 for the urban area, and 1.0 for the rural area. This allows the 
existing level of provision in the urban area to be maintained in the future, and an 
aspirational rural standard to increase provision in the rural area. 

4.7 People feel there is satisfactory provision in both the urban (71%) and rural (67%) areas. 
This is interesting as there is very little provision of parks and gardens in the rural area, 
therefore people are likely to perceive other types of open space as parks and gardens. 

Proposed Parks and Gardens Quantity Standard 

Urban 1.5 Hectares per 1000 Population 

Rural 1.0 Hectares per 1000 Population 

4.8 Fields in Trust (FiT) reviewed their 2008 guidance Planning and Design for Outdoor 
Play and Sport, which was replaced with Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play: Beyond 
the Six Acre Standard in 2015. The survey findings for the 2015 review (based on 
responses from 119 local planning authorities in England and Wales) state that ‘where 
an overall standard for parks and amenity space was provided, the median level of 
provision was 1 ha per 1000 population. The median level of provision for local parks 
and gardens was 0.8 ha per 1000' (para.4.2.14). 

4.9 The table below shows a current surplus in the quantity of parks and gardens in the 
urban area, a future deficiency in the urban area, and a current and future deficit in the 
rural area. 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area 
of 

Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 17 78.98 49,087 1.61 1.5 0.11 5.35 

Rural 2015 1 0.06 26,269 0.00 1.0 -1.00 -26.21 

Urban 2031 17 78.98 60,377 1.31 1.5 -0.19 -11.59 

Rural 2031 1 0.06 28,723 0.00 1.0 -1.00 -28.66 

4.10 Surplus and deficiency is expressed in terms of an above or below the standard (ha. 
per 1000 population) figure; but also in terms of the area (ha.) or the actual amount of 
provision. This is calculated as follows: multiply the Proposed Standard by the 
Population/1000, and then subtract this amount from the existing Area of Sites (Ha.). 

Proposed Standard multiplied by the Population/1000 1.5 multiplied by 49,087/1000 = 34.36 

Subtract this amount from the existing amount  78.98 (Ha.) minus 73.63 (Ha.) = 5.35 

4.11 An above standard level of provision, or surplus in the urban area should be seen as a 
benefit for the urban area as it exceeds the borough wide provision, and you would 
expect provision of more 'formal' open space in urban areas. This also allows provision 
to be sustained with future population increases, at least in the short term. 
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4.12 A below standard provision, or deficit in the rural area should be seen as an opportunity 
to enhance existing sites (such as amenity, linear greenspace, natural and semi-
natural) to provide for 'formal' provision in a manner appropriate to the character and 
setting of the sites, and where accessibility provision is taken into account. 

4.13 The projected surplus and deficiency assumes that no further open space will be 
provided in the future, including committed provision from the Sustainable Urban 
Extensions (SUE’s). The figures demonstrate the ratio of existing open space against 
the proposed provision standard for the current and future population. 

Quality and Value Assessment 

4.14 The proposed parks and gardens Quality standard is expressed as follows: 

A welcoming, clean and litter free site providing a wide range of leisure, recreational and enriched 

play opportunities for all ages, varied and well-kept vegetation, lighting with attractive and 

appropriate boundaries to promote the feeling of safety. The appropriate location and level of 

ancillary accommodation (including benches, signage, notice boards, toilets, litter bins and dog 

bins) with accessibility by various forms of transport. To encourage informal recreation with clear 

access and footpath surfacing which improves accessibility. 

4.15 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for parks and gardens are: 

Good (48% - 60%)    Standard (36% - 47%)  Poor (22% - 35%) 

4.16 The table below shows that the average quality score for parks and gardens based on 
the 2015 audit is 43%, which falls into the ‘standard’ category. In terms of the quality 
split, the greatest number of sites (39%) fall into the ‘standard’ category, with ‘good’ 
being the next highest (33%). Based on the 2015 value audit scores, the majority of 
sites (71%) fall into the ‘high’ value category. 

Quality Value 

Average Score 
Average 
Criteria 

Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

43% Standard 33% 39% 28% 71% 22% 7% 

4.17 The quality of parks and gardens within the borough are mostly good or poor with a high 
value. The parks and gardens Quality and Accessibility map shows the good, standard 
and poor quality parks and gardens within the borough. Castlefields Park (PG001), 
Croyland Park (PG002) and Queensway (PG007 & PG012) are noted as good parks 
with a high value. Cedar Way Park and Garden (PG006) and Ryeburn Open Space 
(PG011) are of poor quality and medium value. Refer to Appendix A for a full list of site 
scores. 
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Accessibility Assessment 

4.18 TEP recommend that the existing borough wide Accessibility standard of 15 minutes-
walk is retained. Consultation has demonstrated that walking 15 minutes is an 
appropriate walking time to parks and gardens. The Fields in Trust 2015 review also 
indicates 15 minutes as the median walking time to parks and gardens. 

Proposed Parks and Gardens Accessibility Standard 

Borough Wide 15 minutes-walk (720m Straight Line Distance) 

4.19 The parks and gardens Quality and Accessibility map illustrates high accessibility to 
parks and gardens in the urban area and in the rural village of Wollaston. All other rural 
villages have no accessibility to this typology. 
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Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace 

Quantity Assessment 

4.20 TEP recommend retaining the 2005 urban Quantity standard of 1.8 hectares per 1000 
population based on the existing urban provision. TEP recommend revising the rural 
Quantity standard from 0.38 to 1.8 hectares per 1000 to create a Borough Wide 
standard. 

Proposed Natural and Semi-Natural Standard 

Borough Wide 1.8 Hectares per 1000 Population 

4.21 Fields in Trust (FiT) reviewed their 2008 guidance Planning and Design for Outdoor 
Play and Sport, which was replaced with Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play: Beyond 
the Six Acre Standard in 2015. The survey findings for the 2015 review (based on 
responses from 119 local planning authorities in England and Wales) state that ‘for 
natural and semi-natural open space (including linear greenspace) the median level of 
provision was 1.78 ha per 1000' para.4.2.14. 

4.22 The table below illustrates that there is adequate natural and semi-natural greenspace 
in the urban area, but in the future a deficit of natural and semi-natural greenspace in 
the urban is predicted. In the rural area, the figure excludes the large strategic sites of 
Summer Leys Local Nature Reserve, Irchester Country Park Nature Reserve, and 
Sywell Reservoir and Country Park. Even with these exclusions the provision of natural 
and semi-natural sites exceeds the standard due to the high number of sites. 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area 
of 

Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 17 88.63 49,087 1.81 1.8 0.01 0.27 

Rural 2015 28 161.22 26,269 6.14 1.8 4.34 113.93 

Urban 2031 17 88.63 60,377 1.47 1.8 -0.33 -20.05 

Rural 2031 28 161.22 28,723 5.61 1.8 3.81 108.52 

4.23 Surplus and deficiency is expressed in terms of an above or below the standard (ha. 
per 1000) figure; but also in terms of the area (ha.) or the actual amount of provision. 
This is calculated as follows: multiply the Proposed Standard by the Population/1000, 
and then subtract this amount from the existing Area of Sites (Ha.). 

Proposed Standard multiplied by the Population/1000 1.8 multiplied by 49,087/1000 = 88.36 

Subtract this amount from the existing amount  88.63 (Ha.) minus 88.36 (Ha.) = 0.27 

4.24 An above standard level of provision, or surplus in the rural areas should be seen as a 
benefit for the rural area as it exceeds the borough wide provision, and you would 
expect provision of more 'informal' open space in rural areas.  

4.25 A future deficit in provision of natural and semi-natural greenspace in the urban area 
creates an opportunity for additional provision through larger developments; and/or this 
provides an opportunity to change the use of other types of sites such as amenity or 
linear greenspace, particularly given the added benefits to biodiversity.  
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4.26 The future deficit in the rural area needs to be weighed up against the existing provision 
of the large strategic sites of Summer Leys Local Nature Reserve, Irchester Country 
Park Nature Reserve, and Sywell Reservoir and Country Park; which more than make 
up for the quantitative deficit. However these sites should not negate the need to provide 
more locally accessible natural sites in the rural areas. 

Quality and Value Assessment 

4.27 The proposed natural and semi-natural Quality standard is expressed as follows: 

A varied site that encourages wildlife conservation, biodiversity and environmental education and 

awareness, making the most of natural features such as the watercourses. To encourage informal 

recreation where appropriate, clear access and footpaths with surfaces which improve 

accessibility, signage and noticeboards, dog/litter bins and other appropriate ancillary 

accommodation should be provided. Boundaries should be attractive and promote a feeling of 

safety. 

4.28 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for natural and semi-natural greenspaces are: 

Good (50% - 74%)   Standard (25% - 49%)  Poor (0% - 24%) 

4.29 The table below shows that the average quality score for natural and semi-natural 
greenspace based on the 2015 audit is 24%, which just falls into the ‘poor’ category. In 
terms of the quality split, the greatest number of sites (63%) fall into the ‘poor’ category. 
Based on the 2015 value audit scores, the majority of sites (40%) fall into the ‘medium’ 
value category. 

Quality Value 

Average 
Score 

Average 
Criteria 

Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

24% Poor 6% 31% 63% 14% 40% 46% 

4.30 The majority of natural and semi-natural greenspaces have been recorded as poor 
quality with medium to low value. The highest scoring natural and semi-natural 
greenspace of good quality is Summer Leys Local Nature Reserve (NSN021).  The 
natural and semi-natural Quality and Accessibility map shows the distribution of good, 
standard and poor quality natural and semi-natural greenspaces throughout the 
borough. Refer to Appendix A for a full list of site scores. 
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Accessibility Assessment 

4.31 TEP recommend that the existing borough wide standard of 15 minutes-walk is retained. 
Consultation has demonstrated that walking 15 minutes is an appropriate walking time 
to natural and semi-natural greenspace. The Fields in Trust 2015 review also indicates 
15-20 minutes as the median walking time to natural and semi-natural greenspace. 

Proposed Natural and Semi-Natural Standard 

Borough Wide 15 minutes-walk (720m Straight Line Distance) 

4.32 The natural and semi-natural Quality and Accessibility map illustrates that accessibility 
to natural and semi-natural greenspaces within the borough is higher in the urban area 
particularly in the north. Rural villages in the north and south have no accessibility to 
this typology. There are a number of inaccessible semi and semi-natural greenspaces 
in Ecton, Finedon and Irchester which if accessible would improve accessibility to this 
typology in those areas. 
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Amenity Greenspace 

Quantity Assessment 

4.33 TEP recommend reducing the 2005 urban standard from 1.59 to 1.0 hectares per 1000 
based on the existing urban provision, and retain the rural standard of 0.5 hectares per 
1000. 

Proposed Amenity Greenspace Standard 

Urban 1.0 Hectares per 1000 Population 

Rural 0.5 Hectares per 1000 Population 

4.34 The reduction in the quantity of urban amenity greenspace is largely due to sites 
classified as amenity greenspace in the previous study (2005), which have now been 
classed as linear greenspace, rather than a reduction in the overall amount of open 
space. 

4.35 This considers consultation results which indicated that people feel there is satisfactory 
provision in both the urban (59%) and rural (55%) areas. 

4.36 Fields in Trust (FiT) reviewed their 2008 guidance Planning and Design for Outdoor 
Play and Sport, which was replaced with Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play: Beyond 
the Six Acre Standard in 2015. The survey findings for the 2015 review (based on 
responses from 119 local planning authorities in England and Wales) state that 'the 
median level of provision for Amenity Greenspace was 0.55 ha per 1000'. para.4.2.15. 

4.37 The table below illustrates that there is a current and future deficit in the quantity of 
amenity greenspace within the urban and rural areas of the borough. The current 
deficits for amenity greenspace are not significant, as the recommended standard 
reflects the existing provision. The future provision requirements should be met by 
future developments. 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area 
of 

Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Population 

Proposed 
 Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 78 46.88 49,087 0.95 1.0 -0.05 -2.21 

Rural 2015 36 11.75 26,269 0.45 0.5 -0.05 -1.39 

Urban 2031 78 46.88 60,377 0.78 1.0 -0.22 -13.50 

Rural 2031 36 11.75 28,723 0.41 0.5 -0.09 -2.62 

4.38 Surplus and deficiency is expressed in terms of an above or below the standard (ha. 
per 1000) figure; but also in terms of the area (ha.) or actual amount of provision. This 
is calculated as follows: multiply the Proposed Standard by the Population/1000, and 
then subtract this amount from the existing Area of Sites (Ha.). 

Proposed Standard multiplied by the Population/1000 1.0 multiplied by 49,087/1000 = 49.09 

Subtract this amount from the existing amount  46.88 (Ha.) minus 49.09 (Ha.) = -2.21 
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Quality and Value Assessment 

4.39 The proposed amenity greenspace Quality standard is expressed as follows: 

A clean and well maintained site, with appropriate ancillary accommodation (benches, signage 

and noticeboards, dog fouling bins etc.) and landscaping in the right places, enhancing the local 

environment and conveniently located close to housing that is easily accessible and big enough 

to encourage informal play. Boundaries should be attractive and promote a feeling of safety with 

improved surfacing facilitating accessibility across the site. 

4.40 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for amenity greenspace are: 

Good (80% - 100%)   Standard (40% - 79%)  Poor (0% - 39%) 

4.41 The table below shows that the average quality score for amenity greenspace based 
on the 2015 audit is 61%, which falls into the ‘standard’ category. In terms of the quality 
split, the greatest number of sites (72%) fall into the ‘standard’ category. Based on the 
2015 value audit scores, the majority of sites (60%) fall into the ‘medium’ value category. 

Quality Value 

Average Score 
Average 
Criteria 

Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

59% Standard 15% 67% 18% 0% 60% 40% 

4.42 The majority of amenity greenspace is of a standard quality and medium value. The 
amenity greenspace Quality and Accessibility map shows the good, standard and poor 
quality amenity greenspaces within the borough. Church Farm amenity greenspace, 
Bozeat (AG020) and High Street amenity greenspace, Irchester (AG108) are both of 
particular poor quality. Princess Way amenity greenspace (AG063) and Butts Road 
amenity greenspace (AG034) in Croyland are of the best quality. Refer to Appendix A 
for a full list of site scores. 
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Accessibility Assessment 

4.43 TEP recommend that the existing borough wide standard of 10 minutes-walk is retained. 
Consultation demonstrated that walking 10 minutes is an appropriate walking time to 
amenity greenspace. The Fields in Trust 2015 review also indicates 10 minutes as the 
median walking time to amenity greenspace. 

Proposed Amenity Greenspace Standard 

Borough Wide 10 minutes-walk (480m Straight Line Distance) 

4.44 The amenity greenspace Quality and Accessibility map illustrates that there is no 
accessibility to amenity greenspaces in a number of rural villages, including: Great 
Harrowden, Grendon, Strixton, Ecton, Great Doddington and Wilby. Existing amenity 
greenspace provision in Grendon and Mears Ashby is not accessible. 
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Linear Greenspace 

Quantity Assessment 

4.45 A quantity standard for Linear Greenspace has not been set, as a standard expressed 
in this way is not appropriate for this type of provision. The table below shows the current 
quantity of this typology throughout the borough.  

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area of 
Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 
Populatio

n 

Current 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficienc
y by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficie
ncy by 
Area 
(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 68 78.21 49,087 1.59 n/a n/a n/a 

Rural 2015 35 215.46 26,269 8.20 n/a n/a n/a 

Urban 2031 68 78.21 60,377 1.30 n/a n/a n/a 

Rural 2031 35 215.46 28,723 7.50 n/a n/a n/a 
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Quality and Value Assessment 

4.46 The proposed linear greenspace Quality standard is expressed as follows: 

A well-lit and clean route that provides well-maintained sustainable transport methods and varied 

vegetation linking major open spaces together with ancillary facilities such as bins and seating in 

appropriate places.  Opportunities to increase or enhance linear greenspace links between 

existing open spaces and the rural and urban areas should be taken where possible, in particular 

where this can enhance Green Infrastructure Networks. 

4.47 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for linear greenspace are: 

Good (41% - 61%)   Standard (21% - 40%)  Poor (0% - 20%) 

4.48 The table below shows that the average quality score for linear greenspace based on 
the 2015 audit is 24%, which falls into the ‘standard’ category. In terms of the quality 
split, the greatest number of sites (54%) fall into the ‘standard’ category, followed by 
‘poor’ (39%). Based on the 2015 value audit scores, the majority of sites (60%) fall into 
the ‘medium’ value category. 

Quality Value 

Average Score 
Average 
Criteria 

Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

24% Standard 7% 54% 39% 8% 60% 32% 

4.49 Most linear greenspaces are recorded as being of a standard quality and medium value. 
The highest quality linear greenspace is the River Nene Green Corridor (GC037). The 
linear greenspaces Quality and Accessibility map shows the good, standard and poor 
quality linear greenspaces throughout the borough. Refer to Appendix A for a full list 
of site scores. 
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Accessibility Assessment 

4.50 TEP recommend that a new borough wide standard of 15 minutes-walk is introduced. 
This reflects the need to acknowledge the role linear greenspace plays in Green 
Infrastructure networks, due to their linear nature and connectivity benefits. 

Proposed Linear Greenspace Standard 

Borough Wide 15 minutes-walk 

4.51 There is high accessibility to linear greenspace throughout the urban wards which is 
shown on the linear greenspace Quality and Accessibility map. Accessibility to the west 
of the urban area would be improved if inaccessible linear greenspace were made 
accessible. The rural villages to the north of the urban area, Orlingbury, Isham, Little 
Harrowden and Great Harrowden, have no accessibility to linear greenspace. The rural 
villages to the south of the urban area, Irchester, Wollaston, Strixton and Grendon  , 
have no accessibility to linear greenspace. 
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Provision for Children and Young People 

Quantity Assessment 

4.52 TEP recommend setting a new borough wide standard of 0.65 no. per 1000 population 
(equivalent to 0.065 hectares per 1000 based on an average play area size in 
Wellingborough of 0.1 hectares). The urban standard therefore changes slightly from 
the existing 0.625 no. per 1000, and the rural is brought in line with the urban standard, 
creating a borough wide standard. People feel there is satisfactory provision in the 
urban area (46%) and not enough in the rural area (46%). There has been an increase 
in provision in the rural area since the last study (2005), therefore it is likely that local 
deficiencies still exist and this will be picked up in the accessibility analysis. 

Proposed Provision for Children and Young People Standard 

Borough Wide 0.65 No. (0.065 Ha.) Per 1000 Population 

4.53 Fields in Trust (FiT) reviewed their 2008 guidance Planning and Design for Outdoor 
Play and Sport, which was replaced with Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play: Beyond 
the Six Acre Standard in 2015. The survey findings for the 2015 review (based on 
responses from 119 local planning authorities in England and Wales) state that ‘the 
median level of provision for designated play was identified as 0.25 ha per 1000' para. 
4.2.8. 

4.54 The tables below show surplus and deficiency in terms of No. per 1000 and Ha. Per 
1000. The difference in urban and rural surplus and deficit for Ha. Per 1000 is due to 
the standard being consistent for both, but the average existing size of sites being 
different for each (urban is 0.05 ha. and rural is 0.2 ha). 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current No. 
Per 1000 

Population 

Proposed 
No. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by No. 

Urban 2015 33 49,087 0.67 0.65 0.02 1.09 

Rural 2015 17 26,269 0.64 0.65 -0.01 -0.07 

Urban 2031 33 60,377 0.55 0.65 -0.10 -6.25 

Rural 2031 17 28,723 0.59 0.65 -0.06 -1.67 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Area of 
Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current Ha. 
Per 1000 

Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 1.70 49,087 0.03 0.065 -0.03 -1.50 

Rural 2015 3.10 26,269 0.12 0.065 0.05 1.19 

Urban 2031 1.70 60,377 0.03 0.065 -0.04 -2.23 

Rural 2031 3.10 28,723 0.11 0.065 0.04 1.23 

4.55 A future deficit in provision of provision for children and young people in the urban and 
rural areas creates an opportunity for additional provision through larger developments; 
and/or this provides an opportunity to add play facilities to other types of sites such as 
amenity, natural and semi-natural and linear greenspace.  
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Quality and Value Assessment 

4.56 The proposed provision for children and young people Quality standard is expressed 
as follows: 

A site providing a mix of well-maintained formal equipment and enriched play environment for all 

young people, in a clean, safe and attractive setting with appropriate ancillary accommodation 

(such as benches, dog fouling and litter bins) and accessible to all. 

4.57 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for provision for children and young people are: 

Good (51% - 76%)   Standard (26% - 50%)  Poor (0% - 25%) 

4.58 The table below shows that the average quality score for provision for children and 
young people based on the 2015 audit is 46%, which falls into the ‘standard’ category. 
In terms of the quality split, the greatest number of sites (67%) fall into the ‘standard’ 
category, followed by ‘good’ (31%). Based on the 2015 value audit scores, the majority 
of sites (50%) fall into the ‘medium’ value category. 

Quality Value 

Average Score 
Average 
Criteria 

Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

46% Standard 31% 67% 2% 0% 50% 50% 

 

4.59 The majority of provision for children and young people is of standard quality and of 
medium to low value. The provision for children and young people Quality and 
Accessibility map shows the distribution of the good, medium and poor provision for 
children and young people within the borough. Refer to Appendix A for a full list of site 
scores. 
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Accessibility Assessment 

4.60 TEP recommend that the existing borough wide standard of 10 minutes-walk is retained. 
Consultation has demonstrated that walking 10 minutes is an appropriate walking time 
to provision for children and young people. The Fields in Trust 2015 review also 
indicates 10 minutes as the median walking time to provision for children and young 
people. 

Proposed Provision for Children and Young People Standard 

Borough Wide 10 minutes-walk (480m Straight Line Distance) 

4.61 Provision for children and young people is high throughout the urban area of the 
borough.  The rural villages of Orlingbury, Great Harrowden, Hardwick, Mears Ashby, 
Great Doddington and Strixton have no accessibility to this typology as illustrated on 
the provision for children and young people Quality and Accessibility map. 
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Allotments 

4.62 Between September and November 2016, TEP undertook an assessment to review 
Quantity, Quality and Accessibility of allotment sites in Wellingborough. 

4.63 All known allotment providers were contacted to complete a survey to find out: 

 Who owns the allotment site; 

 Who manages the allotment site; 

 Whether the site is statutory or temporary; 

 Any restrictions to allotment use/allocation; 

 The size of the site; 

 The total number of plots; 

 Whether the site is currently used as allotments; 

 The number of plots currently occupied; 

 Whether the site is accepting new applicants; 

 Waiting list numbers; 

 The quality of facilities; and 

 How facilities could be improved. 

4.64 The table below shows the current 24 allotment sites in Wellingborough, who owns and 
manages each site, the accessibility, and the site location. 

4.65 The accessibility of the site has been classified based on whether there are any 
restrictions on the allocation of allotment plots to the general public. ‘Public Access’ 
means there are no restrictions; ‘Restricted Access’ means there are some restrictions 
(usually related to locality of plot holders); and ‘Private Access’ means there is no 
allocation to the general public as the use is by the landowners only. 

Site Ref Site Name Ownership Management Access Location 

ACG019 Wellingborough Breezehill 
Allotments Borough Council Allotment 

Association/Society Public Urban 

ACG016 Wellingborough Brook Farm 
Allotments Borough Council Allotment 

Association/Society Public Urban 

ACG018 Wellingborough Ladywell Allotments Borough Council Allotment 
Association/Society Public Urban 

ACG017 Wellingborough Swanspool 
Allotments Borough Council Allotment 

Association/Society Public Urban 

ACG015 Bozeat Allotments Parish Council Parish Council Public Rural 

ACG022 Earls Barton Parish Council 
Allotments Parish Council Parish Council Public Rural 

ACG011 Finedon Allotments Allotment 
Association/Society 

Allotment 
Association/Society Public Rural 

ACG010 Great Doddington Allotments Allotment 
Association/Society 

Allotment 
Association/Society Public Rural 

ACG020 Grendon Allotments Parish Council Parish Council Public Rural 
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Site Ref Site Name Ownership Management Access Location 

ACG009 Irchester Allotments Parish Council Allotment 
Association/Society Public Rural 

ACG026 Isham Allotments Parish Council Parish Council Public Rural 

ACG021 Orlingbury Allotments Parish Church Parish Council Public Rural 

ACG003 Wilby Allotments Private Allotment 
Association/Society Public Rural 

ACG023 Earls Barton Clock Close Allotments Parish Church Allotment 
Association/Society Restricted Rural 

ACG014 Earls Barton Station Road 
Allotments Private Private Restricted Rural 

ACG013 Ecton Allotments Private Private Restricted Rural 

ACG005 Little Irchester Allotments 1 Allotment 
Association/Society 

Allotment 
Association/Society Restricted Rural 

ACG006 Little Irchester Allotments 2 Allotment 
Association/Society 

Allotment 
Association/Society Restricted Rural 

ACG024 Wollaston Baptist Allotments Parish Church Parish Church Restricted Rural 

ACG002 Wollaston Oddfellows Allotments Private Private Restricted Rural 

ACG027 Wellingborough Eastfield Road 
Allotments Private Private Private Urban 

ACG004 Sywell Allotments Private Private Private Rural 

ACG012 Tower Allotments, Finedon Private Private Private Rural 

ACG001 Wollaston Scott Bader Allotments Private Private Private Rural 

4.66 Surveys were received from all allotment providers apart from Wollaston Scott Bader 
Allotments, which is a known privately owned and managed site, and has access for 
Scott Bader employees only, hence has been classed as a Private Access site. 

4.67 Since the 2015 assessment, there have been some changes to the allotment sites 
included in the analysis, as follows: 

4.68 Wellingborough Eastfield Road Allotments has been added as a privately owned and 
managed site, and has access for the individual private landowners only, hence has 
been classed as a Private Access site. No survey was sent out due to multiple 
ownership. 

4.69 Little Harrowden Allotment site has been removed as the Parish Council confirmed that 
there were no allotment sites in this Parish. 

4.70 In Isham, the allotment site has re-located behind the cemetery following planning 
permission being granted on the previous site. There is also a small community garden 
area in the cemetery, used for growing produce, but this is not a formal allotment site 
therefore this is excluded from the analysis. 

Demand Assessment 

4.71 In order to set standards for allotment provision, it is important to understand how well 
allotment sites are used, and their capacity for future provision. The table below shows 
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allotment demand and capacity for Public and Restricted Access sites, using the results 
from the consultation. 

4.72 All respondents confirmed that the sites are being used as allotments. All sites except 
one have a high level of occupancy (92% or more). The majority of sites are accepting 
new applicants. The waiting list numbers indicate that there is some un-met demand, 
but that largely, supply is meeting demand, with little capacity for meeting increased 
demand in the future. 

Site Name Access 
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Wellingborough Breezehill Allotments Public 71 65 92 Yes 2 

Wellingborough Brook Farm Allotments Public 133 133 100 Yes 0 

Wellingborough Ladywell Allotments Public 140 135 96 Yes 0 

Wellingborough Swanspool Allotments Public 78 75 96 Yes 0 

Bozeat Allotments Public 54 51 94 Yes 0 

Earls Barton Parish Council Allotments Public 35 35 100 No 6 

Finedon Allotments Public 65 64 98 Yes 2 

Great Doddington Allotments Public 150 150 100 Yes 2 

Grendon Allotments Public 13 12 92 Yes 0 

Irchester Allotments Public 60 60 100 Yes 1 

Isham Allotments Public 13 13 100 Yes 0 

Orlingbury Allotments Public 12 12 100 No 0 

Wilby Allotments Public 40 40 100 Yes 10 

Earls Barton Clock Close Allotments Restricted 60 59 98 Yes 1 

Earls Barton Station Road Allotments Restricted 66 66 100 Yes 10 

Ecton Allotments Restricted 16 11.5 72 Yes 0 

Little Irchester Allotments 1 
Restricted 100 97 97 Yes 0 Little Irchester Allotments 2 

Wollaston Baptist Allotments Restricted 53 51 96 Yes 0 

Wollaston Oddfellows Allotments Restricted 56 56 100 Yes 0 

                                                 
19 Based on a standard plot size of 10 poles or 250m² 
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Quantity Assessment 

4.73 The quantity provision and standard setting is based on the Public and Restricted 
Access allotment sites in Wellingborough, as these sites provide allotment provision for 
the general public, including where this is limited to the locality of the site. 

Site Name Location Access Size (Ha) 

Wellingborough Breezehill Allotments Urban Public 0.99 

Wellingborough Brook Farm Allotments Urban Public 4.95 

Wellingborough Ladywell Allotments Urban Public 5.14 

Wellingborough Swanspool Allotments Urban Public 2.42 

  Urban Total 13.5 

Bozeat Allotments Rural Public 0.88 

Earls Barton Parish Council Allotments Rural Public 1.21 

Finedon Allotments Rural Public 2.06 

Great Doddington Allotments Rural Public 4.25 

Grendon Allotments Rural Public 0.45 

Irchester Allotments Rural Public 1.34 

Isham Allotments Rural Public 0.3 

Orlingbury Allotments Rural Public 0.12 

Wilby Allotments Rural Public 1 

Earls Barton Clock Close Allotments Rural Restricted 1.56 

Earls Barton Station Road Allotments Rural Restricted 1.93 

Ecton Allotments Rural Restricted 0.71 

Little Irchester Allotments 1 Rural Restricted 3.78 

Little Irchester Allotments 2 Rural Restricted 1.34 

Wollaston Baptist Allotments Rural Restricted 1.92 

Wollaston Oddfellows Allotments Rural Restricted 2.88 

  Rural Total 25.7 

Wellingborough Eastfield Road Allotments Urban Private 5.04 

Wollaston Scott Bader Allotments Rural Private 0.44 

Sywell Allotments Rural Private 0.87 

Tower Allotments, Finedon Rural Private 2.24 

  Private Total 8.59 

4.74 As discussed in Chapter 3 of this report, national benchmarks for allotment provision 
provide useful guidance for setting standards. The most recent benchmark standard is 
from the Fields in Trust Planning and Design for Outdoor Sport and Play Review, Phase 
2 Survey Findings for England and Wales (2015), where the median level of provision 
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for allotments, community gardens and urban farms was 0.3 hectares per 1000 
population. 

4.75 The table below illustrates current and future hectare per 1000 population figures for the 
urban and rural areas, against the proposed standard, and how this impacts on surplus 
and deficiencies. 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area 
of 

Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current Ha. 
Per 1000 

Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2016 4 13.5 49,087 0.28 0.3 -0.02 -1.23 

Rural 2016 16 25.7 26,269 0.98 1.0 -0.02 -0.57 

Urban 2031 4 13.5 60,377 0.22 0.3 -0.08 -4.61 

Rural 2031 16 25.7 28,723 0.89 1.0 -0.11 -3.02 

4.76 TEP recommend setting an urban standard of 0.3 hectares per 1000 population, and a 
rural standard of 1.0 hectares per 1000. This ensures that the existing level of provision 
is retained, which reflects the need for allotments from the demand assessment. This 
also considers consultation results from the 2015 household survey which indicated that 
people feel there is satisfactory provision in the rural area (52%). In the urban area it is 
satisfactory (38%), closely followed by not enough (36%). 

Proposed Allotments Quantity Standard 

Urban 0.3 Hectares per 1000 Population 

Rural 1.0 Hectares per 1000 Population 

4.77 Surplus and deficiency is expressed in terms of an above or below the standard (ha. per 
1000) figure; but also in terms of the area (ha.) or actual amount of provision. This is 
calculated as follows: multiply the Proposed Standard by the Population/1000, and then 
subtract this amount from the existing Area of Sites (Ha.). 

Proposed Standard multiplied by the Population/1000 0.3 multiplied by 49,087/1000 = 14.73 
Subtract this amount from the existing amount  13.5 (Ha.) minus 18.65 (Ha.) = -1.23 

4.78 To meet future demand up to 2031 whilst retaining the proposed standard of provision, 
there is a need to provide 4.61 hectares of allotments in the urban area, and 3.02 
hectares in the rural area. 

Accessibility Assessment 

4.79 TEP recommend that the existing borough wide standard of 15 minute walk to allotment 
sites is retained. Consultation has demonstrated that walking 15 minutes is an 
appropriate walking time to allotments. The Fields in Trust 2015 review also indicates a 
15 minute walk as the median walking time to allotments. 

Proposed Allotments Accessibility Standard 

Borough Wide 15 minute walk (720m Straight Line Distance) 

4.80 The accessibility map shows access to allotment sites based on the proposed 15 minute 
walk accessibility standard. The catchment areas are shaded to distinguish between 
Public, Restricted and Private Access sites. 
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4.81 The map shows that provision of allotments is distributed across most rural towns and 
villages, with the exception of some areas in the north and west of the Borough (noting 
that the site in Sywell is a Private Access site). 

4.82 In the urban area, there is no accessibility within the 15 minute walking catchment area 
within Redwell, Queensway, Brickhill and Victoria. 
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Quality Assessment 

4.83 The proposed allotments and community gardens Quality standard is expressed as 
follows: 

A site that encourages sustainable development, biodiversity, healthy living and education 

objectives that is clean and well-maintained with clear footpaths, boundaries, good security and 

quality soils.  Ancillary facilities to meet local needs including car parks, toilets and water supply 

should be provided where appropriate. 

4.84 The allotment provider survey included questions relating to the quality of facilities, and 
how facilities could be improved. 

Site Ref Site Name Location Quality 

ACG019 Wellingborough Breezehill Allotments Urban Excellent 

ACG015 Bozeat Allotments Rural Good 

ACG010 Great Doddington Allotments Rural Good 

ACG009 Irchester Allotments Rural Good 

ACG016 Wellingborough Brook Farm Allotments Urban Good 

ACG022 Earls Barton Parish Council Allotments Rural Average 

ACG014 Earls Barton Station Road Allotments Rural Average 

ACG013 Ecton Allotments Rural Average 

ACG011 Finedon Allotments Rural Average 

ACG020 Grendon Allotments Rural Average 

ACG005 Little Irchester Allotments 1 Rural Average 

ACG006 Little Irchester Allotments 2 Rural Average 

ACG018 Wellingborough Ladywell Allotments Urban Average 

ACG017 Wellingborough Swanspool Allotments Urban Average 

ACG003 Wilby Allotments Rural Average 

ACG024 Wollaston Baptist Allotments Rural Average 

ACG002 Wollaston Oddfellows Allotments Rural Average 

ACG023 Earls Barton Clock Close Allotments Rural Poor 

ACG026 Isham Allotments Rural Poor 

ACG021 Orlingbury Allotments Rural Poor 

4.85 The overall quality is shown in the table below. Improvements to facilities ranged from: 

 Improved road and car park surfacing. 

 Electricity supply. 

 Boundary fencing. 

 Water supply and improved water distribution. 

 Welfare facilities. 
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Cemeteries and Churchyards 

Quantity Assessment 

4.86 A quantity standard for cemeteries and churchyards has not been set, as a standard 
expressed in this way is not appropriate for this type of provision. The table below shows 
the current quantity of this typology throughout the borough. 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area 
of 

Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 9 11.78 49,087 0.24 n/a n/a n/a 

Rural 2015 27 14.00 26,269 0.53 n/a n/a n/a 

Urban 2031 9 11.78 60,377 0.20 n/a n/a n/a 

Rural 2031 27 14.00 28,723 0.49 n/a n/a n/a 

Future Capacity 

4.87 A review of future capacity for cemeteries and churchyards was undertaken to 
understand the quantity provision for the future. This provides a snapshot of existing 
churchyard and cemetery capacity, and is not a detailed needs assessment. The 
information, obtained from the churchyard and cemetery managers, can be found in the 
appendices to the 2015 Open Space Audit and Assessment report. 
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Quality and Value Assessment 

4.88 The proposed cemeteries and churchyards Quality standard is expressed as follows: 

A well-maintained, clean site with a known burial capacity and a plan for the future. Provision of 

seating areas, clear footpaths and varied vegetation that provides a sanctuary for wildlife, where 

appropriate and particularly in areas devoid of greenspace.  The primary function of the decent 

and dignified interment of human remains should be respected at all times. 

4.89 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for cemeteries and churchyards are: 

Good (45% - 57%)   Standard (33% - 44%)  Poor (20% - 32%) 

4.90 The table below shows that the average quality score for cemeteries and churchyards 
based on the 2015 audit is 44%, which falls into the ‘standard’ category. In terms of the 
quality split, the greatest number of sites (53%) fall into the ‘good’ category, followed by 
‘standard’ (39%). Based on the 2015 value audit scores, the majority of sites (67%) fall 
into the ‘low’ value category. 

Quality Value 

Average Score 
Average 
Criteria 

Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

44% Standard 53% 39% 8% 3% 30% 67% 

4.91 Cemeteries and churchyards within the borough are mostly good quality with low value. 
The cemeteries and churchyards Quality map shows the good, standard and poor 
quality churchyards and cemeteries within the borough. Refer to Appendix A for a full 
list of site scores. 

Accessibility Assessment 

4.92 There are no accessibility standards for churchyards and cemeteries in the borough, as 
a standard expressed in this way is not appropriate for this type of provision. 
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Civic Spaces 

Quantity Assessment 

4.93 A quantity standard for civic spaces has not been set, as a standard expressed in this 
way is not appropriate for this type of provision. The table below shows the current 
quantity of this typology throughout the borough. 

Urban/ 
Rural 

Year 
Number 
of Sites 

Area 
of 

Sites 
(Ha.) 

Current/ 
Projected 

Population 

Current 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Population 

Proposed 
Ha. Per 

1000 
Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by 

Standard 

Surplus 
and 

Deficiency 
by Area 

(Ha.) 

Urban 2015 2 0.82 49,087 0.02 n/a n/a n/a 

Rural 2015 0 0.00 28,723 0.00 n/a n/a n/a 

Urban 2031 2 0.82 60,377 0.01 n/a n/a n/a 

Rural 2031 0 0.00 28,723 0.00 n/a n/a n/a 

Quality Assessment 

4.94 The proposed civic spaces Quality standard is expressed as follows: 

A clean, safe and attractive site that is fit for purpose, providing landscaping where appropriate 

and ancillary accommodation (e.g. benches, toilets) should be provided to meet local needs. 

4.95 Based on the 2015 quality audit scores split equally across three categories (good, 
standard and poor), the categories for civic spaces are: 

Good (53% - 54%)   Standard (51% - 52%)  Poor (49% - 50%) 

4.96 The table below shows that the average quality score for civic spaces based on the 
2015 audit is 52%, which falls into the ‘standard’ category. In terms of the quality split, 
the one site falls into the ‘good’, and the second site falls into the ‘poor’ category. Based 
on the 2015 value audit scores, both sites fall into the ‘medium’ value category. 

Quality Value 

Average 
Score 

Average Criteria 
Quality Split Value Split 

Good Standard Poor High Medium Low 

52% Standard 50% 0% 50% 0% 100% 0% 

4.97 The civic spaces Quality map shows the two civic spaces within the town centre. 
Fountain Swanspool House is of good quality, whilst the civic space at Market Street is 
noted as being of standard quality. Both civic spaces are of medium value. Refer to 
Appendix A for a full list of site scores. 

Accessibility Assessment 

4.98 There are no accessibility standards for civic spaces in the borough, as a standard 
expressed in this way is not appropriate for this type of provision. 
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5 OPEN SPACE STRATEGY 
 

Summary of Open Space Assessment 

5.1 This section presents a summary of the 2015 Quantity, Quality and Accessibility 
provision standards for open space. When the 2015 standards are applied to each 
typology; surplus and deficiency in terms of Quantity, Quality and Accessibility can be 
demonstrated. For Quantity, this is calculated using existing and future population 
figures, therefore both current and future surplus and deficiency is summarised. 

5.2 The Quantity assessment is shown for urban and rural areas. This is based on the 
urban/rural split for the Borough of Wellingborough used in the 2015 study. 

5.3 The assessment applies the proposed provision standards for Quantity, Quality and 
Accessibility for each of the typologies below: 

 Parks and Gardens; 

 Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace; 

 Amenity Greenspace; 

 Linear Greenspace; 

 Provision for Children and Young People; 

 Allotments and Community Gardens; 

 Cemeteries and Churchyards; and 

 Civic Spaces. 
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Parks and Gardens 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity 
Borough wide 0.7 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Urban area 1.5 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 1.61 ha/1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 1.31 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
surplus of 5.35 
hectares in Urban 
area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 11.59 
hectares in Urban 
area 

Rural area 1.0 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Low provision 
(resulting in 0.00 
ha/1000) in the 
Rural area 

Current (2015) 
deficit of 26.21 
hectares in Rural 
area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 28.66 
hectares in Rural 
area 

Quality 

A welcoming, clean and litter free site 
providing a wide range of leisure, 
recreational and enriched play 
opportunities for all ages, varied and 
well-kept vegetation, lighting with 
attractive and appropriate boundaries to 
promote the feeling of safety. The 
appropriate location and level of ancillary 
accommodation (including benches, 
signage, notice boards, toilets, litter bins 
and dog bins) with accessibility by 
various forms of transport. To encourage 
informal recreation with clear access and 
footpath surfacing which improves 
accessibility. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 22% 
to 60% 
33% of sites fell 
into the Good 
category, 39% 
sites fell into the 
Standard category, 
and 28% fell into 
Poor 

Approximately two 
thirds of sites are 
currently falling 
below the ‘Good’ 
category 

Accessibility 15 minute walk 15 minute walk 

Well distributed 
provision in the 
Urban area 

Sufficient in Urban 
area 

One site located in 
Wollaston, south of 
Wellingborough 
town 

Deficient in Rural 
area 
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Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity 

Urban area 1.8 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Borough wide 1.8 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 1.81 ha/1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 1.47 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space 
will be provided 

Current (2015) 
surplus of 0.27 
hectares in Urban 
area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 20.05 
hectares in Urban 
area 

Rural area 0.38 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Rural area is 
6.14 ha/1000 
Future Rural 
provision will 
reduce to 5.61 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space 
will be provided 
* Excludes the 
large strategic 
sites 

Current (2015) 
surplus of 113.93 
hectares in Rural 
area 
Future (2031) 
surplus of 108.52 
hectares in Rural 
area 

Quality 

A varied site that encourages wildlife 
conservation, biodiversity and 
environmental education and awareness, 
making the most of natural features such 
as the watercourses. To encourage 
informal recreation, clear access and 
footpaths with surfaces which improve 
accessibility, signage and noticeboards, 
dog/litter bins and other appropriate 
ancillary accommodation should be 
provided. Boundaries should be 
attractive and promote a feeling of 
safety. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 0% to 
74% 
6% of sites fell into 
the Good category, 
31% sites fell into 
the Standard 
category, and 63% 
fell into Poor 

Approximately two 
thirds of sites are 
currently falling into 
the ‘Poor’ category 

Accessibility 15 minute walk 15 minute walk 

Sites are located 
predominantly to 
the north, west and 
south of the urban 
area, and often on 
the urban 
boundary 

Deficient in the 
Town Centre and 
east and south of 
the Town Centre, 
plus some 
residential areas in 
the north west 

Large sites 
throughout the 
Nene Valley and to 
the north west and 
south of the 
Borough 

Deficient in the 
northern and 
southern Rural 
towns and villages, 
but provision in the 
surrounding areas 
including along the 
Nene Valley 
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Amenity Greenspace 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity 

Urban area 1.59 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Urban area 1.0 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 0.95 ha/1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 0.78 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
deficit of 2.21 
hectares in Urban 
area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 13.50 
hectares in Urban 
area 

Rural area 0.5 
hectares per 1000 

Rural area 0.5 
hectares per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Rural area is 
0.45 ha/1000 
Future Rural 
provision will 
reduce to 0.41 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
deficit of 1.39 
hectares in Rural 
area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 2.62 
hectares in Rural 
area 

Quality 

A clean and well maintained site, with 
appropriate ancillary accommodation 
(benches, signage and noticeboards, 
dog fouling bins etc.) and landscaping in 
the right places, enhancing the local 
environment and conveniently located 
close to housing that is easily accessible 
and big enough to encourage informal 
play. Boundaries should be attractive 
and promote a feeling of safety with 
improved surfacing facilitating 
accessibility across the site. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 0% to 
100% 
15% of sites fell 
into the Good 
category, 67% 
sites fell into the 
Standard category, 
and 18% fell into 
Poor 

Approximately two 
thirds of sites are 
currently falling into 
the ‘Standard’ 
category 

Accessibility 10 minute walk 10 minute walk 

Well distributed 
provision in the 
Urban area 

Sufficient in Urban 
area 

Multiple sites in the 
larger Rural 
villages 

Deficient in a 
number of smaller 
rural villages 
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Linear Greenspace 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity 

No standard set No standard set 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 1.59 ha/1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 1.30 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

N/A 

No standard set No standard set 

Existing provision 
in the Rural area is 
8.2 ha/1000 
Future Rural 
provision will 
reduce to 7.50 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

N/A 

Quality 

A well-lit and clean route that provides 
well-maintained sustainable transport 
methods and varied vegetation linking 
major open spaces together with 
ancillary facilities such as bins and 
seating in appropriate places.  
Opportunities to increase or enhance 
linear greenspace links between existing 
open spaces and the rural and urban 
areas should be taken where possible, in 
particular where this can enhance Green 
Infrastructure Networks. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 0% to 
61% 
7% of sites fell into 
the Good category, 
54% sites fell into 
the Standard 
category, and 39% 
fell into Poor 

Most sites are 
currently falling into 
the ‘Standard’ or 
‘Poor’ category 

Accessibility No standards set 15 minute walk 

Well distributed 
provision in the 
Urban area other 
than in the north 
east 

Deficient in the 
north east area of 
the Urban area 

Sites reasonably 
well distributed in 
the Rural area, but 
not always 
accessible 

Deficient in a 
number of rural 
villages as sites 
tend to be beyond 
the village 
boundary 
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Provision for Children and Young People 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity 

Urban area 0.625 
no. per 1000 
population Borough wide 0.65 

no. per 1000 
population* 
* Equivalent to 0.065 
hectares per 1000 
based on an average 
play area size in 
Wellingborough of 0.1 
hectares 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 0.67 no./1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 0.55 
no./1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
surplus of 1.09 no. 
in Urban area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 6.25 no. in 
Urban area 

Rural area 0.5 no. 
per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Rural area is 
0.61 no./1000 
Future Rural 
provision will 
reduce to 0.56 
no./1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
deficit of 1.07 no. in 
Rural area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 2.67 no. in 
Rural area 

Quality 

A site providing a mix of well-maintained 
formal equipment and enriched play 
environment for all young people, in a 
clean, safe and attractive setting with 
appropriate ancillary accommodation 
(such as benches, dog fouling and litter 
bins) and accessible to all. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 0% to 
76% 
31% of sites fell 
into the Good 
category, 67% 
sites fell into the 
Standard category, 
and 2% fell into 
Poor 

Most sites are 
currently falling into 
the ‘Good’ or 
‘Standard’ category 

Accessibility 10 minute walk 10 minute walk 

Well distributed 
provision in the 
Urban area 

Some deficiencies 
in the north-west, 
west and southern 
Urban areas 

Sites reasonably 
well distributed in 
the Rural area, but 
some areas 
without play 
provision 

Fairly equal split 
between villages 
with and without 
play provision 
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Allotments and Community Gardens 

 2005 Standard 2016 Standard* Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity 

Urban area 0.38 
ha. per 1000 
population 

Urban area 0.3 ha. 
per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 0.28 ha./1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 0.22 
ha./1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
deficit of 1.23 ha. in 
Urban area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 4.61 ha. in 
Urban area 

Rural area 1.3 ha. 
per 1000 
population 

Rural area 1.0 ha. 
per 1000 
population 

Existing provision 
in the Rural area is 
0.98 ha./1000 
Future Rural 
provision will 
reduce to 0.89 
ha./1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

Current (2015) 
deficit of .057 ha. in 
Rural area 
Future (2031) 
deficit of 3.02 ha. in 
Rural area 

Quality 

A site that encourages sustainable 
development, biodiversity, healthy living 
and education objectives that is clean 
and well-maintained with clear footpaths, 
boundaries, good security and quality 
soils.  Ancillary facilities to meet local 
needs including car parks, toilets and 
water supply should be provided where 
appropriate. 

Based on the 2016 
allotment providers 
survey, 1 site was 
Excellent, 4 were 
Good, 12 were 
Average, and 3 
Poor. 

Most sites are 
currently falling into 
the Average 
category. 

Accessibility 15 minute walk 15 minute walk 

Sites are located in 
the north-east and 
south of the town. 

Gaps in the central 
and west areas of 
the Urban area. 

The map shows 
that provision of 
allotments is 
distributed across 
most rural towns 
and villages. 

Some gaps in the 
north and west of 
the Rural parts of 
the Borough 

* Based on 2016 allotment assessment update. 
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Cemeteries and Churchyards 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity No standard set No standard set 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 0.24 ha/1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 0.20 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

N/A 

Existing provision 
in the Rural area is 
0.53 ha/1000 
Future Rural 
provision will 
reduce to 0.49 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

N/A 

Quality 

A well-maintained, clean site with a 
known burial capacity and a plan for the 
future. Provision of seating areas, clear 
footpaths and varied vegetation that 
provides a sanctuary for wildlife, where 
appropriate and particularly in areas 
devoid of greenspace.  The primary 
function of the decent and dignified 
interment of human remains should be 
respected at all times. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 20% 
to 57% 
53% of sites fell 
into the Good 
category, 39% 
sites fell into the 
Standard category, 
and 8% fell into 
Poor 

Most sites are 
currently falling into 
the ‘Good’ or 
‘Standard’ category 

Accessibility No standard set No standard set N/A N/A 
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Civic Spaces 

 2005 Standard 2015 Standard Provision Surplus/Deficiency 

Quantity No standard set No standard set 

Existing provision 
in the Urban area 
is 0.02 ha/1000 
Future Urban 
provision will 
reduce to 0.01 
ha/1000* 
* Assumes that no 
further open space will 
be provided 

N/A 

No rural provision N/A 

Quality 

A clean, safe and attractive site that is fit 
for purpose, providing landscaping where 
appropriate and ancillary accommodation 
(e.g. benches, toilets) should be provided 
to meet local needs. 

Range of Quality 
scores from 54% 
to 50% 
One site was 
classed as Good 
and one Poor, but 
in reality the 
scores show that 
the sites are very 
similar 

One site was 
classed as Good 
and one Poor, but 
in reality the scores 
show that the sites 
are very similar 

Accessibility No standard set No standard set N/A N/A 
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Spatial Analysis 

5.4 The spatial analysis looks at provision by geographic areas of Wellingborough (Urban, 
North, West and South). 

5.5 The plan below shows the spatial analysis areas for the Borough including the 
Sustainable Urban Extensions (SUE’s) and Housing Allocation Sites. 
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Urban Sub-Area 

Parks and Gardens 

5.6 The table and map below sets out the analysis for Parks and Gardens in the Urban Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

The majority of Parks and Gardens across 
the Borough fall within the Urban area. In 
total, there are 17 Parks and Garden sites 
situated throughout the Urban area. 
Currently, there is a surplus in Parks and 
Gardens in the Urban area against the 
proposed standard of 1.5 ha per 1000, which 
provides an allowance to meet future need of 
an additional 11 hectares by 2031. 

SUE sites should include new Parks and 
Gardens. This will allow for increased 
demand from an increase in population, and 
will help address the future deficiency within 
the Urban area in the future. 

Quality 

5 of the 17 parks and gardens sites within 
the Urban area fall within the Poor quality 
ranking. Poor quality sites are not 
concentrated within one area, instead they 
are spread around the Urban sub-area. 
6 of the sites within the Urban sub-area are 
ranked Standard quality, with the other six 
sites falling within the Good quality ranking. 
There are no Good quality sites to the north-
east of the town centre. 

Sites within the Hemmingwell and Victoria 
area could be improved to ensure that 
residents have access to good quality sites. 
Existing good quality sites should be 
maintained to a good quality standard to 
ensure there is provision in access to high 
quality sites within the Urban area.  
Any new sites within the SUE's and Housing 
Allocation sites should also be maintained to 
a good standard. 
 

Accessibility 

Most residential areas across the Urban sub-
area have access to Parks and Gardens 
within a 15 minute walk (720m catchment 
area). Industrial estates including Park Farm, 
and the residential area north of Northern 
Way do not have access to Parks and 
Gardens. 
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Parks and Gardens contribute to), 
deficiencies are evident in the Victoria area, 
and parts of the Hemmingwell, Redwell 
Brickhill and Croyland areas. 

SUE sites should include new Parks and 
Gardens. The existing Parks and Gardens 
sites will not meet the need generated by the 
SUE developments within the accessibility 
standard, therefore new sites are required. 
Any new Parks and Gardens in the 
Wellingborough East SUE will support the 
need for provision in the Hemmingwell and 
Victoria areas. 
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Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces 

5.7 The table and map below sets out the analysis for Natural and Semi-Natural sites in the 
Urban Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

A total of 15 Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
fall within the Urban sub-area. Many of the 
sites are located to the outer areas of the 
town, forming parts of connected greenspace 
networks. 
Currently, there is a surplus of Natural and 
Semi-Natural sites in the Urban area against 
the proposed standard of 1.8 ha per 1000, 
which provides an allowance to meet future 
need of an additional 20 hectares by 2031. 

Opportunities should be sought to provide 
adequately sized Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites in areas of deficiency for example in the 
Croyland area. There may be opportunities to  
enhance existing sites to provide greater bio-
diversity. 
SUE sites should include new Natural and 
Semi-Natural sites. This will allow for 
increased demand from an increase in 
population, and will help address the future 
deficiency within the Urban area in the future. 

Quality 

10 out of the 16 sites in the Urban area are 
of Poor quality. Many of the Poor sites fall 
within the industrial areas around the town. 
All of the other existing sites are ranked 
Standard. 3 sites have not been audited and 
therefore have no score. 

Focus for Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
should be on improving existing sites to 
Standard or Good. 
Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the quality analysis. 

Accessibility 

The northern and southern parts of the 
Urban area have access to Natural and 
Semi-Natural sites within the 15 minute walk 
(720m catchment area). 
 
Deficiencies in access to Natural and Semi-
Natural sites fall within the Town Centre, 
parts of Brickhill and Victoria. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
contribute to), deficiencies are evident in the 
Victoria area, and parts of the Hemmingwell, 
Redwell, Brickhill and Croyland areas. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20ha, the areas to the south-east of the 
Town Centre have adequate provision for 
accessing Natural and Semi-Natural sites. 
Most areas within the urban area have 
adequate provision for accessing Natural and 
Semi-Natural Sites. A small area of 
Queensway and Croyland are deficient.  

Any new Natural and Semi-Natural sites in 
the Wellingborough East SUE will support 
the need for provision in the Hemmingwell 
and Victoria areas. 
A 20ha or more Natural and Semi-Natural 
site in the Wellingborough North SUE will 
help plug the gaps for larger sites in the north 
of the Urban area, and also in the 
surrounding Rural villages of Hardwick, Little 
Harrowden and Great Harrowden. 
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Amenity Greenspace 

5.8 The table and map below sets out the analysis for Amenity Greenspace sites in the 
Urban Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There is a total of 78 Amenity Greenspace 
sites throughout the Urban area. The biggest 
concentrations of these sites are within the 
Hemmingwell and Brickhill areas. 
There is a current and future deficit in the 
quantity of Amenity Greenspace sites within 
the Urban area against the proposed 
standard of 1.0 ha per 1000, resulting in the 
need for an additional 13.5 ha by 2031. 

Look for opportunities to provide adequately 
sized new Amenity Greenspace sites in 
areas of deficiency and ensure any new 
housing developments in these areas allow 
for any increase in demand. 
The SUE and Housing Allocation sites within 
the Urban area provides an opportunity for 
new provision of Amenity Greenspace to 
address the current and future deficiencies. 

Quality 

15 sites within the Urban sub-area are Poor 
quality. Deficiencies in quality sites are within 
the Park Farm industrial estate area, as well 
as the Hemmingwell area however other 
areas within Hemmingwell are of a Good 
quality. 

Existing sites should be maintained to the 
current, or a higher standard to ensure that 
the current adequate provision is maintained. 
Any new sites should be maintained to a 
Good standard to ensure there is sufficient 
provision in quantity, quality and accessibility 
of Amenity Greenspace sites within the 
Urban area. 

Accessibility 

Most of the Urban area has access to 
Amenity Greenspace sites. There are small 
pockets of deficiency around Brickhill and 
Victoria areas. 
 
 

Additional provision of Amenity Greenspace 
sites as part of new developments will help 
address the deficiency in access to Amenity 
Greenspace sites within the Urban area. 
SUE sites should include new Amenity 
Greenspace. The existing Amenity 
Greenspace sites will not meet the need 
generated by the SUE developments within 
the accessibility standard, therefore new 
sites are required. 
Any new Amenity Greenspace sites in the 
Wellingborough East SUE will support the 
need for provision in the Victoria area. 
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Linear Greenspace 

5.9 The table and map below sets out the analysis for Linear Greenspace sites in the Urban 
Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

65 out of the 69 Linear Greenspace sites are 
located in the Urban area. A quantity 
standard for Linear Greenspace has not 
been set, as a standard expressed in this 
way is not appropriate for this type of 
provision.  

Quantity standards will not determine 
provision of Linear Greenspace, however 
development should maximise connectivity of 
open space as well as green travel routes 
(footpaths, cycleways). 

Quality 

20 of the sites in the Urban area fall within 
the Poor category. Only 3 of the sites fall are 
ranked Good quality. 10 of the sites have not 
been audited and therefore have no score. 

Focus for Linear Greenspace sites should be 
on improving existing sites to Standard or 
Good. 
Sites currently with a Good quality ranking 
should be maintained to ensure there is 
provision in the Urban area to access good 
quality sites. 
Any new sites should also be maintained to a 
good standard. 
Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the quality analysis. 

Accessibility 

A large proportion of the Urban area has 
adequate provision in the access to Linear 
Greenspace sites within a 15 minute walk 
(720m catchment area). There is no access 
to sites around the Burrows Bush area and a 
small part of Brickhill. 
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Linear Greenspace contribute to), 
deficiencies are evident in the Victoria area, 
and parts of the Hemmingwell, Redwell 
Brickhill and Croyland areas. 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20ha, the areas to the south-east of the 
Town Centre have adequate provision for 
accessing Linear Greenspace sites. All other 
areas within the Urban sub-area are 
deficient. 

Additional provision of Linear Greenspace 
sites as part of new developments will help 
address the deficiency in access to Linear 
Greenspace sites within the Urban area. 
SUE sites should include new Linear 
Greenspace, and existing Linear Greenspace 
sites in the north and east of the Urban area 
already provide accessibility for the SUE 
sites. 
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Provision for Children and Young People 

5.10 The table and map below sets out the analysis for Provision for Children and Young 
People in the Urban Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

33 Play Areas fall in the Urban area. West 
Redwell, Park Farm industrial estate, and 
parts of Croyland and Hemmingwell are 
deficient in sites. 
Currently, there is a surplus of 1 Play site in 
the Urban area against the proposed 
standard of 0.65 no. per 1000, which 
provides an allowance to meet future need of 
an additional 6 Play Areas by 2031. 

SUE sites (and other housing developments 
in Play deficient areas) should include new 
Play Areas. This will allow for increased 
demand from an increase in population, and 
will help address the future deficiency within 
the Urban area in the future. 

Quality 

All sites fall in the Standard or Good 
category, with 9 sites falling into the latter. 
1 site has not been audited and therefore has 
no score. 

Existing sites should be maintained to the 
current standard. Any new sites created 
should be of good quality. 
 
Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the quality analysis. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access within the 10 
minute walking distance (480 metres) to Play 
sites within the Croyland area, Redwell West 
and parts of Hemmingwell and Brickhill. 

SUE sites (and other housing developments 
in Play deficient areas) should include new 
Play sites. The existing Play sites will not 
meet the need generated by the SUE 
developments within the accessibility 
standard, therefore new sites are required. 
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Allotments and Community Gardens 

5.11 The table below sets out the analysis for Allotments in the Urban Area (see Chapter 4 
Assessment of Allotments for map). 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

4 Allotment sites fall in the Urban area. 3 are 
in the north-east and 1 in the town centre, 
meaning there are deficiencies in the west 
and central areas of Redwell, Queensway, 
Brickhill, and Victoria. 
There is a current and future deficit in the 
quantity of Allotment sites within the Urban 
area against the proposed standard of 0.3 ha 
per 1000, resulting in the need for an 
additional 4.61 ha by 2031. 

SUE sites (and other housing developments 
in allotment deficient areas) should include 
new Allotment sites. This will allow for 
increased demand from an increase in 
population, and will help address the future 
deficiency within the Urban area in the future. 
 
The existing Allotment sites in the Urban 
area are 0.99 ha, 2.42 ha, 4.95 ha and 5.14 
ha. In the Rural area the sites tend to be 
smaller (1.5 ha on average), which is 
representative of the demand being more 
dispersed through the towns and villages. 

Quality 

For the Urban area, based on the 2016 
allotment providers survey, 1 site was 
Excellent, 1 was Good, and 2 were Average. 

Opportunities to improve the Allotment sites 
in the Urban area should focus on the needs 
of individual sites, as informed by the 2016 
Allotment Providers survey. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access within the 15 
minute walking distance (720 metres) to 
Allotment sites within the west and central 
areas of Redwell, Queensway, Brickhill, and 
Victoria. Part of the Brickhill area is within the 
catchment area of the Wilby Allotments. 

SUE sites should include new Allotments. 
The existing Allotment sites will not meet the 
need generated by the SUE developments 
within the accessibility standard, therefore 
new sites are required. 
Any new Allotment sites in the 
Wellingborough North SUE could support the 
need for provision in the north-west of the 
Urban area. 
There may be opportunities to create 
allotment sites on existing open spaces, such 
as the Parks and Linear Greenspaces within 
the Redwell and Queensway areas. 
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North Sub-Area 

5.12 The map and tables below sets out the analysis for all Typologies in the North Rural 
Sub-Area. 
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Parks and Gardens 

5.13 The table below sets out the analysis for Parks and Gardens in the North Rural Sub-
Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There is no provision of Parks and Gardens 
in any of the villages in the North area. 
Based on the proposed Rural standard of 1.0 
ha per 1000, there is a current and future 
deficit across the whole Rural area, resulting 
in the need for an additional 28.66 ha by 
2031. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
deficiencies in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
The provision of ‘Pocket Parks’ in the villages 
would help address the current and future 
deficiencies in Parks and Gardens. 

Quality N/A as no existing Parks and Gardens. N/A as no existing Parks and Gardens. 

Accessibility No access to Parks and Gardens at present. 

The most notable gap in provision is in 
Finedon, which is the largest village in the 
North area. The village is well served by 
other types of sites, therefore there may the 
option to create a Park on exiting Amenity 
Greenspace sites for example. This may be 
through contributions from the Housing 
Allocation site in Finedon. 
 
Provision of Parks and Gardens within the 
two SUE sites would increase provision 
towards the rural towns and villages in the 
North, albeit not within the proposed 15 
minute walk (720 metres) standard. 

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces 

5.14 The table below sets out the analysis for Natural and Semi-Natural sites in the North 
Rural Sub-Area. 

 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There are several Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites in the North area, but not associated 
directly with residential areas. 
Based on the proposed borough-wide 
standard of 1.8 ha per 1000, there is a 
current and future surplus of Natural and 
Semi-Natural sites across the whole Rural 
area. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
deficiencies in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
The provision of Natural sites in the villages 
would help address the future deficiencies in 
Natural and Semi-Natural sites. 
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 Analysis Actions 

Quality 

All six accessible Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites within the North Sub-Area are of Poor 
quality. 

Focus for Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
should remain on improving existing sites. 

Accessibility 

There is no provision of Natural and Semi-
Natural sites within the immediate vicinity of 
Hardwick, Little Harrowden and Orlingbury, 
with sites closest to Finedon, Isham, and 
Great Harrowden. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 300m to all 
natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
contribute to), deficiencies remain in all 
villages within the North Sub-Area. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20ha, Hardwick has adequate provision for 
accessing NSN sites. All other villages within 
the North Sub-Area are deficient. 

The additional provision of one Natural and 
Semi-Natural site between Orlingbury and 
Little Harrowden should address the 
deficiencies in Natural and Semi-Natural 
provisions within the North Sub-Area.  
Improved access to existing spinneys may 
strengthen access to Natural Greenspace 
sites. 

Amenity Greenspace 

5.15 The table below sets out the analysis for Amenity Greenspace sites in the North Rural 
Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

Most of the villages within the North area 
have an adequate number of Amenity 
Greenspace sites. There are no Amenity 
Greenspace sites in Isham or Great 
Harrowden and as such there is a deficiency 
in these areas. 
There is a small current and future deficit in 
the quantity of Amenity Greenspace sites 
within the Rural area as a whole against the 
proposed standard of 0.5 ha per 1000, 
resulting in the need for an additional 2.62 ha 
by 2031. 

Look for opportunities to provide adequately 
sized new Amenity Greenspace sites in 
areas of deficiency (Isham & Great 
Harrowden) and ensure any new housing 
developments in these areas allow for any 
increase in demand. 
Providing new Amenity Greenspace sites 
within the North Sub-Area will help to 
address the current and future deficiency 
within the Rural area. As the deficit is not 
significant, other types of provision (such as 
Parks and Gardens, or Play Areas, should 
take priority). 
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 Analysis Actions 

Quality 

One Amenity Greenspace site within the 
North Sub-Area falls within the Poor 
category. The lowest quality site, with a 
score of 10 is located in the village of Little 
Harrowden, however a Good quality site is in 
close proximity. 

Improvements should be made to Poor, and 
Standard sites to ensure provision to at least 
Good or Standard North Sub-Area. 
 
Any new sites should be maintained to a 
good standard. 

Accessibility 
There is no access to Amentiy Greenspace 
sites at Great Harrowden or Isham. 

The additional provision of one Amentiy 
Greenspace in Isham and Great Harrowden 
will address the deficiencies in Amenity 
Greenspace provision within these areas. 
The Wellingborough North SUE provides an 
opportunity for new provision of Amenity 
Greenspace around Great Harrowden.  

Linear Greenspace 

5.16 The table below sets out the analysis for Linear Greenspace sites in the North Rural 
Sub-Area. 

 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There are several Linear Greenspace sites in 
the North area, with the majority in or around 
Finedon. 
A quantity standard for Linear Greenspace 
has not been set, as a standard expressed in 
this way is not appropriate for this type of 
provision.  

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
opportunities in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
Quantity standards will not determine 
provision of Linear Greenspace, however 
development should maximise connectivity of 
open space as well as green travel routes 
(footpaths, cycleways). 

Quality 

Out of the five accessible Linear Greenspace 
sites within the North Sub-Area, all but one 
site are of Poor quality. The Linear 
Greenspace site adjacent to Finedon is 
accessible and is of Standard quality. 

The Standard quality site in Finedon should 
be maintained, ensuring adequate provision 
within this area. 
Attention should focus on improving the 
accessibility of existing sites, rather than 
Quality. 
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 Analysis Actions 

Accessibility 

There is a deficiency in access and quantity 
to Linear Greenspace sites across all villages 
within the north sub-area except for Finedon. 
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Linear Greenspace contributes to), 
deficiencies are evident in all villages in the 
North Sub-Area except for Finedon. 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20ha, deficiencies are evident in all villages 
in the North Sub-Area. 

Opportunities to increase access to Linear 
Greenspace should be explored through 
improving access to existing sites, and where 
possible, provision of new sites. 

 

Provision for Children and Young People 

5.17 The table below sets out the analysis for Provision for Children and Young People in the 
North Rural Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

Isham, Finedon and Little Harrowden all 
have one PCY site within the village. All 
other villages within the area have 
deficiencies in PCY provision with no 
facilities. 
Based on the proposed Borough wide 
standard of 0.65 no. per 1000, there is a 
current and future deficit of Play sites across 
the whole Rural area, resulting in the need 
for an additional 2.67 (rounded to 3) 
additional sites by 2031. 

3 new Play Areas are needed in the Rural 
area, and provision should be targeted where 
there is demand e.g. through new housing 
developments. 

Quality 
All three accessible Play sites within the 
north sub-area are of Standard quality. 

Ensure that the Play Areas are maintained to 
at least Standard, if not Good quality. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access to Provision for 
Children and Young People sites within 
Hardwick, Orlingbury and Great Harrowden. 

Consider installing play facilities on existing 
AGS sites in Hardwick, Orlingbury. 

 

Allotments and Community Gardens 

5.18 The table below sets out the analysis for Allotments in the North Rural Sub-Area (see 
Chapter 4 Assessment of Allotments for map). 
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 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

4 Allotment sites fall in the North Sub-Area. 1 
out of the 2 sites in Finedon is private use 
only. There are no sites in Little Harrowden, 
Great Harrowden and Hardwick. 
There is a current and future deficit in the 
quantity of Allotment sites within the Rural 
area as a whole against the proposed Rural 
standard of 1.0 ha per 1000, resulting in the 
need for an additional 3.02 ha by 2031. 

Analysis for allotment sites shows that supply 
is generally meeting demand in the North 
Sub-Area, with sites being almost fully 
occupied with little or no waiting lists. 
 
An increase in allotment sites should be 
based on sufficient demand for a new sites, 
and where it can be demonstrated that the 
site can be appropriately managed by a 
suitable organisation.  

Quality 

For the North Sub-Area, based on the 2016 
allotment provider’s survey, 1 site was 
Average, and 2 sites were Poor. 

Opportunities to improve the Allotment sites 
in the Urban area should focus on the needs 
of individual sites, as informed by the 2016 
allotment provider’s survey. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access within the 15 
minute walking distance (720 metres) to 
Allotment sites for residents of Little 
Harrowden, Great Harrowden and Hardwick. 

Any new Allotment sites in the 
Wellingborough North SUE could support the 
need for provision in the Rural North Sub-
Area due to proximity of the villages of Little 
Harrowden, Great Harrowden and Hardwick, 
which currently do not have allotments, but 
this would be outside the Accessibility 
standard. 
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West Sub-Area 

5.19 The map and tables below sets out the analysis for all Typologies in the West Rural Sub-
Area. 

  



4 Open Space Assessment 

Borough Council of Wellingborough 
Open Space Assessment Update and Strategy 

88          Final Report July 2017 

Parks and Gardens 

5.20 The table below sets out the analysis for Parks and Gardens in the West Rural Sub-
Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There is no provision of Parks and Gardens 
in any of the villages in the West Sub-Area. 
Based on the proposed Rural standard of 1.0 
ha per 1000, there is a current and future 
deficit across the whole Rural area, resulting 
in the need for an additional 28.66 ha by 
2031. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
deficiencies in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
The provision of ‘Pocket Parks’ in the villages 
would help address the current and future 
deficiencies in Parks and Gardens. 

Quality N/A as no existing Parks and Gardens. N/A as no existing Parks and Gardens. 

Accessibility No access to Parks and Gardens at present. 

The most notable gap in provision is in Earls 
Barton, which is the largest village in the 
West Sub-Area. The village is well served by 
other types of sites, therefore there may the 
option to create new Parks on exiting 
Amenity Greenspace sites for example linked 
to proposed development. Similarly for Mears 
Ashby. 

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces 

5.21 The table below sets out the analysis for Natural and Semi-Natural sites in the West 
Rural Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There are several Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites in the West Sub-Area, associated with 
the villages of Sywell, Ecton and south of 
Great Doddington 
Based on the proposed borough-wide 
standard of 1.8 ha per 1000, there is a 
current and future surplus of Natural and 
Semi-Natural sites across the whole Rural 
area. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
deficiencies in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
The provision of Natural sites in the villages 
would help address any future deficiencies in 
Natural and Semi-Natural sites. 

Quality 

One site within the West Sub-Area (Sywell 
Reservoir and Country Park) is ranked Good 
quality. 
Sites bordering adjacent areas, particularly 
those following the Nene corridor are in the 
majority, ranked as Standard quality 

Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the quality analysis. 
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 Analysis Actions 

Accessibility 

Sywell, parts of Great Doddington and Mears 
Ashby have access to Natural and Semi-
Natural sites within the 15 minute walk (720m 
catchment area). Remaining areas in Great 
Doddington and Mears Ashby, as well as 
Earls Barton and Wilby have deficiencies in 
access. 
 
Accessibility to sites in Ecton is shown as 
restricted. However this is due to these sites 
not being surveyed and added into the data 
set at a later point in the study. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 300m to all 
natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
contribute to), deficiencies remain in Earls 
Barton; Mears Ashby and Wilby. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20Ha, all villages within the West Sub-Area 
except Wilby have adequate provision for 
accessing sites. 
 

Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the accessibility 
analysis. 
Opportunities should be sought to provide 
adequately sized Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites in areas of deficiency with particular 
focus within or around Earls Barton, Wilby 
and Mears Ashby. 

Amenity Greenspace 

5.22 The table below sets out the analysis for Amenity Greenspace sites in the West Rural 
Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

Earls Barton, Mears Ashby and Sywell have 
an adequate number of Amenity Greenspace 
sites. There are no Amenity Greenspace 
sites in Great Doddington, Wilby and Ecton 
and as such there is a deficiency in these 
areas. 
There is a small current and future deficit in 
the quantity of Amenity Greenspace sites 
within the Rural area as a whole against the 
proposed standard of 0.5 ha per 1000, 
resulting in the need for an additional 2.62 ha 
by 2031. 

Ensure any new housing developments in 
these areas allow for any increase in 
demand. 
Providing new Amenity Greenspace sites 
within the West Sub-Area will help to address 
the current and future deficiency within the 
Rural area. As the deficit is not significant, 
other types of provision (such as Parks and 
Gardens, or Play Areas, should take priority). 

Quality 

None of the Amenity Greenspace sites within 
the West Sub-Area are ranked Good. Of the 
9 Amenity Greenspace sites within the West 
Sub-Area, only one of the sites in Mears 
Ashby is of Poor quality. The other Amenity 
Greenspace site within Mears Ashby has a 
Standard quality ranking.  

Improvements should be made to Poor, and 
Standard sites to ensure provision to at least 
Good or Standard. 
Any new sites should be well maintained to 
ensure access to Good quality sites. 
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 Analysis Actions 

Accessibility 

There is no access to Amentiy Greenspace 
sites at Ecton, Wilby, Mears Ashby and 
Great Doddington. 
 
Earls Barton has access to Amenity 
Greenspace within the 10 minute (480m) 
walking distance.  

Look for opportunities to provide adequately 
sized new Amenity Greenspace sites in 
areas of deficiency (Ecton, Wilby, Mears 
Ashby and Great Doddington). 

Linear Greenspace 

5.23 The table below sets out the analysis for Linear Greenspace sites in the West Rural 
Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There are several Linear Greenspace sites in 
the West Sub-Area. Some sites run directly 
through villages (Wilby and Mears Ashby). 
Other sites connect important sites such as 
Sywell Reservoir and Country Park, and the 
Nene Valley. 
A quantity standard for Linear Greenspace 
has not been set, as a standard expressed in 
this way is not appropriate for this type of 
provision. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
opportunities in terms of Accessibility to 
sites. 
 
Quantity standards will not determine 
provision of Linear Greenspace, however 
development should maximise connectivity of 
open space as well as green travel routes 
(footpaths, cycleways). 

Quality 

Out of the 15 Linear Greenspace sites within 
the West Sub-Area, 6 are of Poor quality, and 
the remaining sites are Standard. 

The Standard quality sites should be 
maintained, ensuring adequate provision 
within this sub-area. 

Rather than Quality, attention should focus 
on improving the Accessibility of existing 
sites. 

Accessibility 

The western extent of Great Doddington and 
a small area of Wilby have access to Linear 
Greenspace sites within a 15 minute walk 
(720m catchment).There is a deficiency in 
access to LGS throughout all other villages 
within the west sub-area (Sywell, Ecton, 
Earls Barton, Great Doddington  and Ecton). 
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Linear Greenspace contribute to), 
deficiencies are evident in all villages in the 
West sub-area. 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20ha, there is a north-south divide in access 
to Linear Greenspace sites. Parts of Ecton, 
Earls Barton and Great Doddington all have 
adequate provision. Wilby, Mears Ashby and 
Sywell have a deficiency in provision. 

Opportunities to increase access to existing 
Linear Greenspace sites should be explored. 
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Provision for Children and Young People 

5.24 The table below sets out the analysis for Provision for Children and Young People in the 
West Rural Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

Five PCY sites are located in the west sub-
area. Two are located in Earls Barton with 
the other PCY sites located in Ecton, Wilby 
and Sywell. 
There are no PCY sites in Mears Ashby or 
Great Doddington. 
Based on the proposed Borough wide 
standard of 0.65 no. per 1000, there is a 
current and future deficit of Play sites across 
the whole Rural area, resulting in the need 
for an additional 2.67 (rounded to 3) 
additional sites by 2031. 

3 new Play Areas are needed in the Rural 
area, and provision should be targeted where 
there is demand e.g. through new housing 
developments. 
 
Consider installing play facilities on existing 
AGS sites in Mears Ashby. 

Quality 

There are no poor quality Play sites in the 
West Sub-Area. Two of the sites, one in 
Sywell and the other in Earls Barton, are 
'Standard' quality.  
The other three sites in Ecton, Wilby and 
Earls Barton are all 'Good' quality. 

Ensure that the Play Areas are maintained to 
at least Standard, if not Good quality. 

Accessibility 
There is insufficient access to Play Areas 
within Great Doddington and Mears Ashby. 

Consider installing play facilities on existing 
AGS Consider installing play facilities on 
existing an AGS site in Mears Ashby. 

 

Allotments and Community Gardens 

5.25 The table below sets out the analysis for Allotments in the West Rural Sub-Area (see 
Chapter 4 Assessment of Allotments for map). 

 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

7 Allotment sites fall in the West Sub-Area. 1 
site in Sywell is private use only. There are 
no sites in Mears Ashby. 
There is a current and future deficit in the 
quantity of Allotment sites within the Rural 
area as a whole against the proposed Rural 
standard of 1.0 ha per 1000, resulting in the 
need for an additional 3.02 ha by 2031. 

Analysis for allotment sites shows that supply 
is generally meeting demand in the West 
Sub-Area but there are higher waiting lists in 
this area compared with other Rural Areas. 
An increase in allotment sites should be 
based on sufficient demand for a new sites, 
and where it can be demonstrated that the 
site can be appropriately managed by a 
suitable organisation.  
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 Analysis Actions 

Quality 

For the West Sub-Area, based on the 2016 
allotment providers survey, 1 site was Good, 
4 sites were Average, and 1 site was Poor. 

Opportunities to improve the Allotment sites 
in the Urban area should focus on the needs 
of individual sites, as informed by the 2016 
allotment providers survey. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access within the 15 
minute walking distance (720 metres) to 
Allotment sites for residents of Mears Ashby, 
Wilby, and parts of Great Doddington. The 
privately owned allotment site in Sywell is 
accessible to individual owners only. 

Access to Allotment sites should be demand 
led, and the greatest demand based on 
waiting lists as informed by the 2016 
allotment providers survey, is in Earls Barton 
and Wilby. 
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South Sub-Area 

5.26 The map and tables below sets out the analysis for all Typologies in the South Rural 
Sub-Area. 
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Parks and Gardens 

5.27 The table below sets out the analysis for Parks and Gardens in the South Rural Sub-
Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There is one Park and Garden site within the 
South Sub-Area in the village of Wollaston. 
Across the rest of the sub-area, there is no 
provision of Parks and Gardens in any of the 
other villages. 
Based on the proposed Rural standard of 1.0 
ha per 1000, there is a current and future 
deficit across the whole Rural area, resulting 
in the need for an additional 28.66 ha by 
2031. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
deficiencies in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
The provision of ‘Pocket Parks’ in the villages 
would help address the current and future 
deficiencies in Parks and Gardens. 

Quality 
Wollaston Pocket Park is ranked as Standard 
quality. 

The current site in Wollaston could be 
improved to provide Good quality open 
spaces to local residents. 
Any future sites should be well maintained.  

Accessibility 

Despite only one Park and Garden being 
located in the South Sub-Area both 
Wollaston and Little Irchester have access to 
a Park and Garden site within a 15 minute 
walk (720m catchment area). Irchester, 
Grendon, Strixton, Bozeat and Easton 
Maudit do not have access to Parks and 
Gardens. 
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Parks and Gardens contribute to), 
deficiencies are evident in all villages, as the 
Wollaston Pocket Park is less than 2ha in 
size. 

There may the option to create new Pocket 
Parks on exiting Amenity Greenspaces sites 
for example in Irchester and Bozeat. 

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces 

5.28 The table below sets out the analysis for Natural and Semi-Natural sites in the South 
Rural Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There is a high quantity of Natural and Semi-
Natural sites in the South Sub-Area, 
associated with the Nene Valley, and other 
significant sites in the far south of the 
Borough. Despite this, there are no sites in 
Wollaston, Grendon, Bozeat, Easton Maudit 
and Strixton. 
Based on the proposed borough-wide  
standard of 1.8 ha per 1000, there is a 
current and future surplus of Natural and 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
deficiencies in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
The provision of Natural sites in other 
villages would help address any future 
deficiencies in Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites. 
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 Analysis Actions 

Semi-Natural sites across the whole Rural 
area 

Quality 

All sites within the South Sub-Area are of a 
Standard or Good quality ranking. 
Irchester Country Park has the highest 
quality score within the Sub-Area. 
Three sites were not audited due to the sites 
being added into the study after the 
completion of the audit. 

Focus for Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
should be on retaining and enhancing 
existing quality standards on existing sites. 
Any new sites should be well maintained. 
Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the quality analysis. 

Accessibility 

Little Irchester and Irchester have access to 
Natural and Semi-Natural sites within the 15 
minute walk (720m catchment area). 
Remaining villages of Wollaston, Grendon, 
Easton Maudit, Bozeat and Strixton have 
deficiencies in access. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 300m to all 
natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Natural and Semi-Natural sites 
contribute to), deficiencies exist in Irchester, 
Wollaston, Grendon, Easton Maudit, Bozeat 
and Strixton. 
 
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20Ha, adequate provision for accessing sites 
in Irchester; Little Irchester; Grendon; Easton 
Maudit; Bozeat; Wollaston and the north-east 
of Strixton. Deficiencies are shown in the 
south-east of Wollaston, and the majority of 
Strixton. 

Any sites not surveyed as part of the audit 
(due to being added into the dataset at a 
later date) should be surveyed to ensure that 
they count as part of the accessibility 
analysis. 
Opportunities should be sought to provide 
adequately sized Natural and Semi-Natural 
sites in areas of deficiency with particular 
focus within or around Wollaston and Bozeat. 

Amenity Greenspace 

5.29 The table below sets out the analysis for Amenity Greenspace sites in the South Rural 
Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

Wollaston and Bozeat have an adequate 
number of Amenity Greenspace sites. There 
are no Amenity Greenspace sites in Strixton 
or Eastern Maudit and as such there is a 
deficiency in these areas. 
There is a small current and future deficit in 
the quantity of Amenity Greenspace sites 
within the Rural area as a whole against the 
proposed standard of 0.5 ha per 1000, 
resulting in the need for an additional 2.62 ha 
by 2031. 

Ensure any new housing developments in 
these areas allow for any increase in 
demand. 
Providing new Amenity Greenspace sites 
within the South Sub-Area will help to 
address the current and future deficiency 
within the Rural area. As the deficit is not 
significant, other types of provision (such as 
Parks and Gardens, or Play Areas, should 
take priority). 
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 Analysis Actions 

Quality 

There is only 1 Poor quality site which is in 
Bozeat, although Bozeat has three other 
sites all within the Standard quality ranking. 

Improvements should be made to Poor, and 
Standard sites to ensure provision to at least 
Good or Standard. 
Any new sites should be well maintained to 
ensure access to Good quality sites. 

Accessibility 

There is no access to Amentiy Greenspace 
sites at Grendon, Strixton and Easton 
Maudit. 

Look for opportunities to provide adequately 
sized new Amenity Greenspace sites in 
areas of deficiency (Strixton and Easton 
Maudit). 
Increasing the accessibility to the current site 
in Grendon may address the needs of 
residents within the village. 

Linear Greenspace 

5.30 The table below sets out the analysis for Linear Greenspace sites in the South Rural 
Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

There are a total of four Linear Greenspace 
sites in the south sub-area, some linking the 
Nene Valley with the villages of Grendon, 
Bozeat and Easton Maudit. 
A quantity standard for Linear Greenspace 
has not been set, as a standard expressed in 
this way is not appropriate for this type of 
provision. 

Due to the dispersed nature of the Rural 
population, it is more appropriate to look at 
opportunities in terms of Accessibility to sites. 
 
Quantity standards will not determine 
provision of Linear Greenspace, however 
development should maximise connectivity of 
open space as well as green travel routes 
(footpaths, cycleways). 

Quality 
The Wollaston Roman Road which was 
audited is ranked as Standard quality.  

Sites added into the dataset at a later date 
should be surveyed to assess the Quality. 
Rather than Quality, attention should focus 
on improving the Accessibility of existing 
sites. 

Accessibility 

There are a total of four Linear Greenspace 
sites in the south sub-area. Three of the sites 
were added into the dataset after surveys 
were completed, accessibility information has 
been added following review from BCW 
however no quality information is held. 
Parts of Grendon, Bozeat, Little Irchester and 
Wollaston have access to Linear 
Greenspace within the 720m walking 
distance.  
Using the ANGSt model of a 300m buffer to 
all natural greenspace sites over 2ha in size 
(which Linear Greenspace contribute to), the 
Nene Valley contributes to the provision for 
Little Irchester. 

Sites added into the dataset at a later date 
should be surveyed to assess the 
Accessibility. 
Opportunities to increase access to existing 
Linear Greenspace sites should be explored. 
New sites are recommended in areas of 
deficiency to help address the future rural-
wide deficit. 
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 Analysis Actions 

Tributaries of the River Nene contribute to 
provision for Bozeat and Grendon.  
Using the ANGSt model of 2km for sites over 
20ha, sites in the Nene Valley contribute to 
the provision for Irchester and Little Irchester. 
Tribitaries of the Nene contribute to the 
provision for Grendon, Bozeat, Strixton, and 
a small area in Wollaston.  

Provision for Children and Young People 

5.31 The table below sets out the analysis for Provision for Children and Young People in the 
South Rural Sub-Area. 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

Nine Play Area sites are located in the South 
Sub-Area. Little Irchester, Irchester, 
GrendonWollaston and Bozeat all have at 
least one site. There are no sites in  Strixton 
or Easton Maudit. 
Based on the proposed Borough wide 
standard of 0.65 no. per 1000, there is a 
current and future deficit of Play sites across 
the whole Rural area, resulting in the need 
for an additional 1.67 (rounded to 2) 
additional sites by 2031. 

3 new Play Areas are needed in the Rural 
area, and provision should be targeted where 
there is demand e.g. within new housing 
developments. 
 
New play facilities could be installed as part 
of existing Amenity Greenspace sites in 
Wollaston and Bozeat. 

Quality 
All sites in the South Sub-Area are either 
ranked Standard or Good. 

Ensure that the Play Areas are maintained to 
at least Standard, if not Good quality. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access to Play Areas 
within Easton Maudit, Strixton, the west of 
Bozeat and the northern part of Wollaston. 

Consider installing play facilities on existing 
an Amenity Greenspace sites in Wollaston, 
Grendon and Bozeat, or where demand is 
generated through housing development. 

 

Allotments and Community Gardens 

5.32 The table below sets out the analysis for Allotments in the South Rural Sub-Area (see 
Chapter 4 Assessment of Allotments for map). 

 Analysis Actions 

Quantity 

8 Allotment sites fall in the South Sub-Area. 
1 site in Wollaston is private use only. There 
are no sites in Strixton. 
There is a current and future deficit in the 
quantity of Allotment sites within the Rural 

Analysis for allotment sites shows that supply 
is generally meeting demand in the South 
Sub-Area, with sites being almost fully 
occupied with little or no waiting lists. 
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 Analysis Actions 

area as a whole against the proposed Rural 
standard of 1.0 ha per 1000, resulting in the 
need for an additional 3.02 ha by 2031. 

An increase in allotment sites should be 
based on sufficient demand for a new sites, 
and where it can be demonstrated that the 
site can be appropriately managed by a 
suitable organisation. 

Quality 

For the South Sub-Area, based on the 2016 
allotment provider’s survey, 2 sites were 
Good, and 5 sites were Average. 

Opportunities to improve the Allotment sites 
in the Urban area should focus on the needs 
of individual sites, as informed by the 2016 
allotment provider’s survey. 

Accessibility 

There is insufficient access within the 15 
minute walking distance (720 metres) to 
Allotment sites for residents of Strixton, the 
majority of Irchester, and parts of Bozeat. 

Access to Allotment sites should be demand 
led, and although existing sites are almost all 
occupied, there are little to no waiting lists for 
sites in the South, as informed by the 2016 
allotment providers survey. 
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Summary 

Summary of Actions 

5.33 The following summary provides an overview of actions which would be required to meet 
the proposed open space quantity, quality and accessibility standards for 
Wellingborough. In terms of how these actions are delivered, the next chapter on 
Delivery Mechanisms discusses delivery through the planning process and other 
strategies. 

5.34 Urban Sub-Area: 

 Ensure provision of Parks, Natural and Semi-Natural, Amenity Greenspace, Linear 
Greenspace and Allotments as part of each Sustainable Urban Extension (SUE) 
development. 

 Improve Quality of Parks, Natural and Semi-Natural, Amenity Greenspace and 
Linear Greenspace. 

 Provide Linear Greenspace in the north-east part of the Urban area with 
connectivity to Wellingborough East SUE. 

 Provide Allotments in the north-west part of the Urban area, or provide accessible 
allotment sites within the Wellingborough North SUE. 

 Provide Play Areas in the north-east part of the Urban area, and associated with 
other housing development sites where exiting sites do not meet demand. 

5.35 North Rural Sub-Area: 

 Enhance existing Amenity Greenspace in Finedon. 

 Provide Amenity Greenspace in Isham and Great Harrowden. 

 Provide Play areas in Hardwick and Orlingbury. 

 Improve Quality of Natural and Semi-Natural sites and Allotment sites. 

 Ensure access to Linear Greenspace and Local Green Infrastructure Corridors 
(see North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy20, i.e. Local Corridor 9a Hockley 
Lodge to Finedon running east-west through Orlingbury and Little Harrowden). 

5.36 West Rural Sub-Area: 

 Provide a Park and Natural and Semi-Natural greenspace in Earls Barton. 

 Provide Amenity Greenspace in Ecton, Wilby and Great Doddington. 

 Provide a Play area in Mears Ashby. 

 Extend or provide an Allotment site. 

 Improve Quality of Amenity Greenspace. 
                                                 
20 Adopted North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy 2011-2031 (July 2016) 
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1573 

http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1573
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 Ensure access to Linear Greenspace and Local Green Infrastructure Corridors 
(see North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy21, i.e. Local Corridor 8 Sywell 
Reservoir to Broughton running north-south, and Local Corridor 7a Ecton to Wilby 
running east-west). 

5.37 South Rural Sub-Area: 

 Provide Parks in Irchester and Bozeat, potentially by enhancing existing Amenity 
Greenspace sites. 

 Provide Natural and Semi-Natural sites in Wollaston and Bozeat. 

 Provide Amenity Greenspace sites in Strixton and Easton Maudit. 

 Provide Play areas in Wollaston and Bozeat. 

 Improve Quality of Allotments. 

 Ensure access to existing Linear Greenspaces. 

  

                                                 
21 Adopted North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy 2011-2031 (July 2016) 
http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1573 

http://www.nnjpu.org.uk/publications/docdetail.asp?docid=1573
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Quality Audit Results 
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5.38 The map above and the following tables show the Lowest Quality Sites by Typology in 
the Urban Area. This information can be used to determine where improvements to 
Quality can be focused. Full quality audit results for each sites were provided to the 
Council as part of the Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and 
Assessment (2015). 

Site Ref Site Name 
Quality 
Score 

% 
Typology 

PG004 Eastfield Park 35 Parks and Gardens 

PG011 Ryeburn Way 33 Parks and Gardens 

PG006 Cedar Way 26 Parks and Gardens 

PG008 Dale End 23 Parks and Gardens 

PG005 Butterfields 22 Parks and Gardens 

NSN061 Bourton Way 24 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN005 Redhill Grange 20 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN012 Park Farm Ind Estate 1 20 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN003 Hemmingwell 15 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN015 Park Farm Ind Estate 3 14 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN006 The Pastures 13 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN013 Park Farm Ind Estate 2 13 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN062 Disused sports ground Nest 
Lane 12 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN007 Harrowden Road 10 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN022 North Extension 9 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN063 Finedon Road 9 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN064 Vivians Covert 9 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

NSN008 Barnwell Road 8 Natural & Semi Natural Open Spaces 

AG079 Gleneagles Drive 38 Amenity Greenspace 

AG112 Park Farm 38 Amenity Greenspace 

AG116 Kilborn Road 2 38 Amenity Greenspace 

AG117 Kilborn Road 3 36 Amenity Greenspace 

AG115 Kilborn Road 1 35 Amenity Greenspace 

AG119 Blaydon Walk 35 Amenity Greenspace 

AG120 Blaydon Walk 2 35 Amenity Greenspace 

AG047 Hemmingwell 2 33 Amenity Greenspace 

AG052 Croyland nursery school 33 Amenity Greenspace 

AG076 Gannet Lane 1 29 Amenity Greenspace 

AG118 Kilborn Road 4 28 Amenity Greenspace 

AG122 Cooper Drive  28 Amenity Greenspace 

AG110 Hemmingwell Walk 24 Amenity Greenspace 

AG121 Oakway 24 Amenity Greenspace 

AG114 Hemmingwell 1 22 Amenity Greenspace 

AG033 Constable Drive 19 Amenity Greenspace 
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Site Ref Site Name 
Quality 
Score 

% 
Typology 

AG111 Gannet Lane right of way 12 Amenity Greenspace 

GC138 Croyland Gardens 
Swanspool Brook 20 Linear Greenspace 

GC144 Park Farm Ind Estate 2 20 Linear Greenspace 

GC048 Niort Way 6 19 Linear Greenspace 

GC060 Niort Way 7 19 Linear Greenspace 

GC014 Leighton Close 18 Linear Greenspace 

GC065 Park Farm Way 18 Linear Greenspace 

GC042 Swanspool Brook 
Castlefields 17 Linear Greenspace 

GC062 Northern Way 2 17 Linear Greenspace 

GC139 Summerleys Nature Reserve 16 Linear Greenspace 

GC010 Swanspool Brook Finedon 
Rd 15 Linear Greenspace 

GC041 Swanspool Brook Castle 15 Linear Greenspace 

GC036 Niort Way 2 14 Linear Greenspace 

GC145 Niort Way 2 13 Linear Greenspace 

GC045 Niort Way 3 11 Linear Greenspace 

GC141 Moorfields Road 11 Linear Greenspace 

GC007 
Finedon Rd Ind Estate 2 

10 Linear Greenspace 

GC031 Niort Way Nth 10 Linear Greenspace 

GC142 Niort Way 1 10 Linear Greenspace 

GC140 Park Farm Ind Estate 1 9 Linear Greenspace 

GC006 
Finedon Rd Ind Estate 1 

8 Linear Greenspace 

GC136 Finedon Road Ind Estate 4 Linear Greenspace 

GC039 Swanspool Brook 
Doddington Road 1 Linear Greenspace 

PCY016 Eastfield Park LEAP 35 Provision for Children & Young People 

PCY020 Redhill Grange LEAP 1 33 Provision for Children & Young People 

PCY021 Redhill Grange LEAP 2 33 Provision for Children & Young People 

PCY019 Fulmar Lane Skate Ramp 28 Provision for Children & Young People 
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5.39 The map above and the following tables show the Lowest Quality Sites by Typology in 
the Rural Area. This information can be used to determine where improvements to 
Quality can be focused. Full quality audit results for each sites were provided to the 
Council as part of the Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and 
Assessment (2015). 

Site Ref Site Name 
Quality 
Score 

% 
Typology Area 

NSN068 Chester House Pit 24 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces Irchester 

NSN047 Sywell Wood 22 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces 

Open 
Countryside 

NSN072 Great Doddington 
Meadow 22 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces 
Great 
Doddington 

NSN050 Burton Latimer 
Meadows 19 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces 
Burton 
Latimer 

NSN052 Finedon Top Lodge 
Quarry 19 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces Finedon 

NSN057 Horn Wood 19 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces Bozeat 

NSN060 Cold Oak Copse 19 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces 

Yardley 
Hastings/ 
Easton Maudit 

NSN044 
Badsaddle, Withmale 
Park & Bush Walk 
Wood 

18 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces North 

NSN049 New Plantation and 
Hays Wood 17 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces Sywell 

NSN046 Hardwick Lodge 
Meadow 15 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces North 

NSN069 Wellingborough Pit 15 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces 

Great 
Doddington 

NSN045 Hardwick Wood 14 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces Hardwick 

NSN056 Dungee Corner 
Meadow 14 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces South 

NSN058 Bozeat Wood 14 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces Bozeat 

NSN051 Finedon Mines 10 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces Finedon 

NSN053 Blue Lagoon 8 Natural & Semi Natural Open 
Spaces 

Wollaston/ 
Irchester 

NSN054 Irchester South 
Quarry 8 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces Irchester 

NSN055 Irchester Old Lodge 
Pit 8 Natural & Semi Natural Open 

Spaces Irchester 

AG005 Ladys Lane 38 Amenity Greenspace Mears Ashby 

AG021 Easton Lane 19 Amenity Greenspace Bozeat 

AG008 Little Harrowden 10 Amenity Greenspace Little 
Harrowden 

GC117 River Ise 6 19 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC126 Wilby Road, Mears 
Ashby 2 19 Linear Greenspace Open Space 

GC118 River Ise 18 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC122 Moonshine Gap 18 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 
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Site Ref Site Name 
Quality 
Score 

% 
Typology Area 

GC116 River Ise 5 17 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC124 North Street 15 Linear Greenspace Mears Ashby 

GC104 Main Road A4500 14 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC106 Sywell Road 1 14 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC107 Sywell Road 2 14 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC123 Sywell Road 3 14 Linear Greenspace Open 
Countryside 

GC069 Wilby Meadows 
Stream 12 Linear Greenspace Great 

Doddington 

PCY037 Isham LEAP 35 Provision for Children & Young 
People Isham 

PCY033 Sywell LEAP 32 Provision for Children & Young 
People Sywell 
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6 DELIVERY MECHANISMS 
 

6.1 This Chapter discusses how the proposed actions stemming from the open space 
needs assessment and strategy can be delivered. The mechanisms discussed in this 
section includes Planning Policy (including strategic, local and neighbourhood plans); 
Developer Contributions; and Local Strategic Projects relating to Green Infrastructure 
Delivery, Nature Improvement Areas and River Management Plans. 

6.2 There are also a broad range of community led initiatives that recognise the value of 
green spaces. Involvement from community groups should be actively encouraged as 
part of the delivery of open space improvements, and more generally to encourage use 
of open spaces. 

Policy Context 

6.3 A Policy Review for Wellingborough completed for the Open Space, Sport and 
Recreation Facilities Audit and Assessment (2015) can be found as Appendix B to this 
report. A summary is provided below. 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2012) 

6.4 The NPPF sets out the Government’s planning policies for England and is a material 
consideration in planning decisions and guides policy development in Local Plans. 

6.5 Of particular relevance is the Promoting Healthy Communities section of the NPPF 
which states that planning policies should be based on robust and up to date 
assessments of the needs for open space and recreation facilities and opportunities for 
new provision. 

Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) (2014) 

6.6 In March 2014 the Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) 
launched PPG as a web-based resource. Of most relevance is Open Space, Sports and 
Recreation Facilities, Public Rights of Way and Local Green Space. 

North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS) (2016) 

6.7 The Joint Core Strategy (JCS) is the strategic plan for East Northamptonshire, Corby, 
Kettering and Wellingborough, forming Part 1 of the Local Plan. It is prepared by the 
North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit, reporting to a Joint Committee made up of 
elected representatives from the District, Borough and County Councils. The JCS was 
adopted in July 2016. 

Emerging Borough Council of Wellingborough Local Plan 

6.8 BCW are currently preparing the Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough (PBW) which 
will replace the Town Centre Area Action Plan (adopted 2009), the saved policies from 
The Borough of Wellingborough Local Plan (1999 and 2004), and the Site Specific 
Proposals Development Plan Document (which reached preferred options stage in 
2010). 
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6.9 The emerging PBW will sit alongside the North Northamptonshire JCS. Both documents 
will cover the borough for the period 2011 to 2031. The JCS will set out strategic policies 
for the area, whilst the PBW will add local detail. 

6.10 Together these documents will form the Local Plan for the Borough, which will be the 
basis for making decisions about planning applications. It is helpful to think of these two 
documents as Part 1 (the JCS) and Part 2 (the PBW) – both of which make up the entire 
Local Plan. 

Borough of Wellingborough Local Plan (1999-2004): Local Plan Saved Policies 

(2007) 

6.11 Saved policies from the above plan will be replaced by the Plan for the Borough of 
Wellingborough. There are several saved policies that continue to be used by BCW in 
the determination of planning applications. 

Wellingborough Neighbourhood Plans 

6.12 Neighbourhood planning was introduced as a new power to communities by the 
Localism Act 2011. Local planning authorities have a legal duty to support the 
development of Neighbourhood Plans and orders. 

6.13 The following Neighbourhood Plans are emerging for the Borough of Wellingborough: 

 Earls Barton (made, January 2016); 

 Wollaston (made, December 2016); 

 Irchester (Consultation Draft Plan, September-October 2016); and 

 Ecton (Emerging draft plan October/Nov 2016). 

6.14 Neighbourhood Plans can include policies for the protection and provision of open 
space, and should be consulted as part of planning applications. 

Policy Recommendations 

6.15 The Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and Assessment (2015) made 
policy recommendations at the time of the emerging North Northamptonshire Joint Core 
Strategy (JCS) 2015, and the Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough Issues and 
Options Paper. These recommendations were also linked to the relevant policies in the 
NPPF. The recommendations helped shape the policies in the emerging draft Plan for 
the Borough of Wellingborough, discussed below. 

6.16 A Policy Review of Other Local Plan policies in relation to open space completed for 
the Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities Audit and Assessment (2015) can be 
found as Appendix C to this report. 

Emerging Borough Council of Wellingborough Local Plan 

6.17 The emerging draft Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough was published for 
consultation between April and May 2016. The policies relating to open space provision 
sit within the Green Infrastructure Framework section of the Plan (Section 5). 
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6.18 The planning objectives that guided the open space assessment work are ‘protection, 
enhancement and provision’. Protection of sites seeks to safeguard them for loss as a 
result of development; enhancement is carried out through improving sites’ quality, 
accessibility and management; and provision of new sites ensures future needs are 
met. 

Policy GI1 Local Green Infrastructure Corridors 

6.19 This policy is about development being designed to protect and enhance Green 
Infrastructure networks and the connections between them. 

6.20 Since the emerging draft Local Plan was published, there has been further work 
undertaken by BCW to review Local Green Infrastructure Corridors to support the 
evidence base for the Local Plan. 

6.21 This Open Space Assessment Update and Strategy report makes no further 
recommendations in relation to this policy. 

Policy GI2 Local Open Space & Policy GI3 Local Green Space 

6.22 These policies are about protection of existing open spaces. 

6.23 The Council has reviewed their existing designations of Environmentally Important 
Open Space (EIOS) and Important Amenity Areas (IAA) and produced an Open Space 
Designations Background Paper which concludes that the Council should continue to 
identify two types of open space but refine these to reflect the NPPF. The designations 
proposed are Local Open Space and Local Green Space. 

6.24 Recommendations in relation to these policies are as follows: 

6.25 Policy GI2 Local Green Space, point A, references ‘locality’. This could lead to wide 
interpretation of what the locality is, therefore the Council could say ‘Loss of the site 
would not result in a deficiency in accessing that type of open space within the locality’. 
This brings the accessibility standard into the policy which is the most applicable 
measure in this case. 

6.26 Policy GI3 Local Green Space states: Development which will result in the loss of a site 
designated as Local Green Space on the Policies Map will not be permitted. Paragraph 
76 of the NPPF states: By designating land as Local Green Space local communities 
will be able to rule out new development other than in very special circumstances. Policy 
GI3 could therefore be challenged on the basis of ‘very special circumstances’ and the 
Council will need to address this. 

Policy GI4 Enhancement and Provision of Open Space, Sports and Recreational 
Facilities 

6.27 This policy is about how the Local Plan can influence the enhancement and provision 
of open space through development. 

6.28 BCW are reviewing this policy as part of the Local Plan preparation and the policy will 
be re-written in the next version of the Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough (PBW). 

6.29 Recommendations in relation to this policy are as follows: 
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6.30 The Open Space standards are applicable to this policy as they have been set and 
applied as part of the open space needs assessment methodology, however Outdoor 
and Indoor Sports standards, and references to standards in the policy, should be 
removed as they do not comply with Sport England’s ‘Assessing Needs and 
Opportunities Guide for Indoor and Outdoor Sports Facilities’. Further studies on the 
assessment of needs for Indoor and Outdoor Sports provision should be referenced in 
the policy. 

6.31 The Open Space standards for Allotments should be updated to Urban: 0.3 Hectares 
per 1000 Population, and Rural: 1.0 Hectares per 1000. These standards have been 
reviewed following the detailed allotment assessment in this Open Space Assessment 
Update and Strategy report. The standard for Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace 
should be updated to 1.8 Hectares per 1000 Population Borough Wide. The standard 
for Linear Greenspace should state ‘No Standard Set’ against Quantity standard. 

6.32 In terms of the wording in Policy GI4 TEP suggested updates are as follows: 

‘The long term management of new local open space, sports and recreational facilities 
must be secured.’ 

The word ‘local’ open space could be confused with the Local Open Space designation? 
Potentially remove ‘local’ in this sentence? 

‘New open space should be designed to: A - form an integral part of the development 
layout, be easily accessible by means of pedestrian connections and be overlooked; 

This would apply to on-site provision but not off-site provision. Suggest changing to 
integral part of the ‘built environment’ instead. 

Developer Contributions 

6.33 The North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy defines Developer Contributions as: 

‘Contributions made by a developer to remedy the impact of development, either by 
paying money for work to be carried out or services to be provided, or by directly 
providing facilities or works either on or off-site.’ 

6.34 This report, see Appendix D, provides a Developer Contribution Background Paper 
which provides an overview of the mechanisms put in place by North Northamptonshire 
Joint Planning Unit (NNJPU), the NNJPU local authorities, and other local authorities in 
regards to calculating developer contributions for open space in association with 
planning applications for residential developments. 

Developer Contribution Process 

6.35 Developer contributions for open space provision in Wellingborough will be directly 
linked to Policy GI4 Enhancement and Provision of Open Space, Sports and 
Recreational Facilities. The policy will state that the contribution will be calculated to 
meet the needs generated by the increase in population from the development. Whether 
the contribution is based on provision of new open space, or enhancement and 
maintenance of existing open space, the contribution will be to mitigate the impacts of 
the development. 
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6.36 Supplementary guidance in the form of a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) will 
be provided alongside Policy GI4 which sets out the developer contribution process. It 
is likely this will take the form of decision making flowcharts. Draft flowcharts (please 
note these are work in progress and subject to change from the version provided) for 
Parks and Gardens; Amenity Greenspace; Linear Greenspace; Natural and Semi-
Natural Greenspace; Allotments; and Provision for Children and Young People, can be 
found in Appendix E of this report. 

On-Site and Off-Site Provision 

6.37 The type and contribution of on-site and off-site provision can be summarised as 
follows: 

On-Site Off-Site 

Type of Provision Contribution Type of Provision Contribution 

Create New Open 
Space 

Developer covers 
costs 

Create New Open 
Space 

Developer pays local 
authority £ per m² 

Enhance Existing 
Open Space 

Developer covers 
costs 

Enhance Existing 
Open Space 

Developer pays local 
authority £ per m² 

Maintain Open Space 
Developer covers 
costs* 

Maintain Open Space 
Developer pays local 
authority £ per m² 

*Developer pays a Managing Organisation, or if adopted by local authority Developer contributes (as per 
off-site contribution 

Cost of providing different types of open space provision 

6.38 Once the type of provision is established through the developer contribution process, 
where a financial contribution is being sought, standard contribution costs can be 
applied to each type of provision. The costs below are set out for each type of provision: 
Creation of New Open Space; Enhancement of Existing Open Space; and Maintenance 
of Open Space. 

Typology 

Creation/ 

enhancement 

cost per m² 

Establishment 

maintenance 

cost per m²  

(for 5 years) 

Ongoing 

maintenance 

cost per m²  

(for 15 years) 

Parks and gardens £49.76 £13.24 £48.87 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace £17.43 £10.09 £21.85 

Amenity greenspace £18.63 £13.20 £34.91 

Allotments £10.10 £2.90 £8.70 
Provision for children 
and young people 

Total cost of creating 
a LEAP per m² £57.05 £19.57 £58.71 
Total cost of creating 
a NEAP per m² £137.05 £12.28 £36.85 
Total cost of creating 
a MUGA per m² £44.75 £12.28 £36.85 

6.39 A breakdown of the costs can be found in Appendix F of this report. 
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Local Strategic Projects 

6.40 In some cases, where need for open space creation and enhancement is established, 
provision can contribute to existing proposals for open space improvements, therefore 
the following examples of local strategic projects have been provided in the following 
paragraphs. 

 Anglian River Basin Management Plan 

 Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area Business Plan 

 North Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

Water for Life and Livelihoods Part 1: Anglian River Basin District, River Basin 

Management Plan (December 2015) 

6.41 The River Basin Management Plan comprises baseline classification of waterbodies, 
statutory objectives for protected areas and waterbodies and a summary programme of 
measures to achieve statutory objectives. The Measures in the Nene catchment are 
most relevant to Wellingborough.  

Measures in the Nene catchment  

Contribution to environmental outcomes for 2021: 

6.42 The Foot Meadow Project will be delivered in Northampton, using funding from partners, 
the Catchment Partnership Action Fund and Section 106 monies. This project will 
deliver improvements to morphology, riparian habitat, invertebrates, macrophytes and 
fish, as well as improving the amenity value within this urban area.  

6.43 Three workshops will be hosted by the partnership this year with the aim of raising 
awareness and inspiring action. These will be on ‘Sustainable Urban Drainage’, 
‘Understanding your responsibilities under the Water Framework Directive’ and ‘New 
models for long term management of public open spaces’. These workshops will target 
local developers, land agents and local planning authorities and will see improvements 
to the water environment alongside future development.  

Future aims: 

6.44 Additional measures have been identified if additional funding can be secured, the 
following measures are most suited to delivery through developer contributions:  

Ideas for additional measures with £100,000 per year: 

6.45 The partnership has a list of potential projects with several worked up ready for delivery. 
These projects are identified in the catchment plan and work to secure funding for their 
delivery is ongoing. The intention of these projects is always to achieve maximum 
benefit with a strong focus on river basin management improvements, natural flood risk 
reduction and improved public amenity and access.  

6.46 In-river habitat improvement works to encourage the establishment of missing important 
habitat such as back waters, riffles, pools and marginal space. This will improve habitat 
quality, resolving failures in fish, invertebrate and macrophyte populations.  
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6.47 Action to improve water quality though reduction of diffuse pollution. This will increase 
awareness and responsibility of water quality issues and lead to improved phosphate 
levels.  

Ideas for additional measures with £1,000,000 per year (as above plus the following):  

6.48 Development of Nene catchment-wide river restoration projects in line with the 
catchment plan to improve water quality, habitat quality, fish and invertebrate 
populations alongside delivering educational benefits and improved public access.  

6.49 Actions to improve water quality habitat, biodiversity and flood resilience, recreation of 
lost wetland habitats through landowner co-operation, or purchasing land.  

Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area: A Business Plan for 2015-2020 

6.50 The Business Plan for 2015-2020 sets out the aspirations for the Nene Valley NIA 
between 2015 and 2020. The Plan states that resources are less secure for NIA delivery 
in this period and therefore firm targets have not been set.   

6.51 The following tables include the objectives of the Nene Valley NIA 2012-2020 Business 
Plan and the delivery arrangements which are the most relevant to Wellingborough. 
Some of the aims are to be delivered through planning related tools.  

Objective 1: Planning & 

Development Aim 

Objectives & Proposed Actions Delivery 

mechanisms 

Measuring 

impact 

Ensure new development 
can demonstrate an 
increase in priority wildlife 
habitat  

Develop a mechanism for 
measuring BAP habitat lost, 
restored and created through 
development.  

Planning 
validation and 
consultations  

Mechanism 
developed and in 
place  

Development achieves a 
nett planning gain in favour 
of biodiversity  

Through standing advice and 
ongoing guidance ensure new 
developments deliver an increase 
in BAP priority habitat and no net 
loss of tier 1 & 2 sites.  

Adoption of 
Biodiversity SPD 
update (includes 
NIA specifics)  
Adoption of SPA 
SPD and 
mitigation strategy 
for the SPA  
Planning 
consultations  
Embed NIA in 
planning policy  
Ensure up-to-date 
data searches  

 
Area of tier 1 & 2 
sites  
 

Development which helps 
to reverse habitat 
fragmentation and which 
increases landscape 
connectivity.  

Review and update all relevant GI 
Strategies and Delivery Plans to 
reflect NIA objectives so that 
development can be linked to the 
GI projects and themes so as to 
secure S106 contributions.  

Review of GI 
strategies  
Planning policy 
consultations  
S106 
contributions  

S106 
contributions to 
NIA related aims 
or projects  
Habitat 
connectivity 

A uniform approach to 
growth and development in 
respect of the NIA within 
Planning Policy, Strategy 
and delivery.  

Embed the principles of the NIA 
into Public Policy, Strategy, Plans 
and Programmes at all levels of 
the Local Planning hierarchy as 
well as Neighbourhood Planning.  

Planning policy 
consultations  
Adoption of 
Biodiversity SPD 
update  

Number of 
policies/document
s reflecting NIA 
objectives  
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Objective 2: Access & 

Recreation Aim 

Objectives & Proposed Actions Delivery 

mechanisms 

Measuring 

impact 

Increase our understanding 
of wildlife use and 
sensitivity in the Nene 
Valley  

To undertake a regular suite of 
wildlife surveys, with a particular 
focus on breeding and 
overwintering birds within the 
SPA, to allow us to highlight areas 
of sensitivity and monitor change.  

WeBS  
Repeat BBS  

WeBS and BBS 
results  
 

Growth in visitor numbers 
occurs without damaging 
key protected sites and the 
species they hold.  

Secure the condition of the SPA, 
in particular deliver the site 
actions plans delivered through 
community panels at Northampton 
Washlands and Summer Leys.  

Nene Valley HLF 
Project  
Community 
panels  
Planning policy 
and development  
Adoption of 
mitigation strategy 
for the SPA  

WeBS and BBS 
results  
Percentage of 
SSSI in 
favourable 
management  
Site action plan 
recommendations 
achieved  

Promotion and 
improvement of the Nene 
Valley as a destination for 
visitors  

Improve the quality of visitor 
facilities/visitor experience at key 
sites to develop the Nene Valley 
as a destination for wildlife 
tourism.  

Nene wetlands  
Nene Valley HLF 
Project  
Destination Nene 
Valley  

Number of visitors 
to key sites  
One repeat visitor 
survey to be 
carried out by 
2020  

Local communities have a 
greater understanding of 
the NIA and its value 
through improved access 
and engagement.  

Increase awareness of NIA and its 
wildlife and importance amongst 
visitors and local communities 
through online communication, 
events  

Nene Valley 
festival  
Websites/social 
media  
Nene wetlands  
 

No of visits to 
relevant websites/ 
social media 
channels.  
One repeat visitor 
survey to be 
carried out by 
2020.  
Number of visitors 
to key sites  

 

North Northamptonshire Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan (May 2014) 

6.52 This document summarises many of the Green Infrastructure (GI) projects planned and 
underway in North Northamptonshire. These projects will provide a wide variety of 
benefits, meet a range of policy objectives, and improve the overall GI network. The 
plan identifies the need for significant investment to provide a net gain in GI and improve 
existing provision in line with local and national policy. 

6.53 The plan reiterates that GI is addressed in Policy 5 of the Core Spatial Strategy (CSS) 
(GI is now addressed in Policy 19 of the North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy) 

Long-term funding 
mechanism for the NIA 
explored and secured by 
means of developer 
contributions.  
 
 
 
 
 

Ensure NIA related aims or 
projects are encompassed in 
LPA’s CIL and S106 funded 
projects.  

Create list of 
priority projects  
Embed in 
appropriate policy 
documents  
S106/CIL 
contributions  

CIL & S106 
contributions to 
NIA related aims 
or projects  
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where a range of policies and initiatives from the local to national level are relevant to 
GI, including: 

 Access to Natural Greenspace Standards; 

 Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area; 

 Upper Nene Valley Special Protection Area and Ramsar Site; and 

 Northamptonshire Arc – A Naturally Resilient Northamptonshire. 

6.54 The Access to Natural Green Space standards highlighted that there are currently no 
accessible 500ha sites in North Northamptonshire, reflecting a key green space deficit 
in the area. The plan also identifies areas which have no access to significant accessible 
natural green space. 

6.55 The Delivery Plan has been written to help implement Policy 5, with project details 
provided to help inform discussions with developers. The Plan refers to development 
contributions through Planning Obligations and Community Infrastructure Levy, but also 
recognises central and local government funding streams, and charitable trusts and 
third sector agencies. 

6.56 The projects in the Plan relating to Wellingborough are; 

 Ise Valley Park, creation of park and visitor centre; 

 Sywell Country Park, improvements to visitor facilities; and 

 Wilby Way Orchard, Stream and Meadow, condition and management 
improvements to three Local Wildlife Sites. 


