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1.

OVERVIEW/SUMMARY
OVERVIEW

1.1.

Open space facilities can make a very positive contribution to emotional and physical well-being, by ensuring that towns and villages are attractive
places to live and work in. They are also a key contributing factor in providing adequate opportunities for people to maintain healthy lifestyles.

1.2.

South Buckinghamshire and Chiltern District Councils are in the process of finalising their new Joint Local Plan for the period up to 2036. A
comprehensive, robust and up-to-date evidence base is necessary in relation to open space provision in order to inform the Local Plan. An Open
Space Strategy has therefore been commissioned by both Councils, covering the period of the Local Plan, up to and including 2036. This
approach has been endorsed by Sport England and sits alongside the Playing Pitch Strategy and Built Facility Strategy that have been undertaken
in parallel to this study.

SUMMARY
1.3.

1.4.

To provide South Bucks and Chiltern District Councils with a clear and robust Open Space Strategy, using a comprehensive evidence gathering
process, this report provides:
•

An audit and assessment using a number of relevant open space typologies;

•

An analysis of long term requirements in terms of quality, quantity and accessibility so that future provision meets local need;

•

An identification of deficits and surpluses; and

•

A clear set of recommendations and actions, at both a local authority and settlement level.

Given the length of the strategy and the potential for changing open space requirements following the issue of this strategy, it is noted that Local
Plan policies and strategies will need to be flexible enough to respond to updating of this evidence base throughout the Plan period.
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2.
2.1.

BACKGROUND
Chiltern and South Bucks are currently in the process of preparing their new joint Local Plan. This will replace the adopted Local Plan and Core
Strategy documents. This assessment has undertaken a qualitative and quantitative evaluation of the existing and future needs of the community
for the following types of open space that exist within the Districts of South Bucks and Chiltern:
•

Public Parks and Gardens

•

Amenity Greenspace

•

Provision for Children and Young People

•

Allotments and Community Gardens

•

Recreation Grounds (where applicable)

•

Accessible areas of Countryside on the Urban Fringe

•

Cemeteries

•

Civic Spaces

•

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces.

2.2.

A methodology was adopted which is in accordance with the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and its predecessor, Planning Policy
Guidance 17 (PPG17). Some very small spaces (less than 0.2 ha and of limited amenity value) were excluded, as were sites of over 25 ha.

2.3.

The study reviews and builds on the Open Space and Recreation Studies published in 2015 and 2005, and the Local Plan’s “Issues and Options
Paper.”

2.4.

In addition, consultation was conducted with parishes throughout both districts. This sought views on the quality, quantity and accessibility of
green space in those parishes. Some anecdotal information was also obtained relating to the desire for additional facilities in each parish’s open
spaces.

2.5.

The assessment takes into consideration the potential loss of Evreham Sports Centre and the impact of not having the sports fields and astro-turf
playing pitch. Strategic options for the sites in Farnham Park Playing Fields, the South Buckinghamshire Golf Course, and the South
Buckinghamshire Golf Academy, and the Wilton Park development in Beaconsfield in accordance with the Supplementary Planning Document are
specifically considered. The reason for considering these particular sites as part of the Open Space Strategy is that they impact upon the quantity
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and accessibility of open space in the District, and in particular in the visitor catchment around them. These impacts are therefore examined in
detail in this report.
2.6.

Some conclusions are being drawn in relation to the need for actions in service as well as in planning terms. A number of actions were formulated,
and included in an Action Plan for consideration in the short, medium, and long term.

STRATEGIC OVERVIEW
PPS GUIDANCE
2.7.

At the national level, before the replacement of all Planning Policy Statements (PPS’s) by the National Planning Policy Framework in March 2012,
there were a number which dealt with planning issues in detail. These Planning Policy Statements have now been superseded or replaced by the
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).

PPG17
2.8.

The Government issued planning policy guidelines for local authorities in the form of PPG 17 and Companion Guide to PPG17: Assessing Needs
and Opportunities. They were first published on 13 September 2001. Although withdrawn on 7 March 2014, the guidelines were not replicated in
succeeding enactments and guidelines, and are therefore still relevant as an evidence base. The PPG17 guidelines contained a number of
recommendations which are directly relevant to this study.

2.9.

One policy relates to areas of open space or recreational facilities of high quality or particular importance as a local amenity. These should be
recognized by local authorities and given protection through appropriate policies and plans.

2.10.

In terms of action which local authorities should be taking, they were advised through the PPG17 guidelines to:

2.11.

•

Avoid any erosion of recreational function and maintain and enhance the character of open spaces

•

Ensure that open spaces do not suffer from encroachment (from traffic flows, etc.)

•

Protect and enhance rights of way

•

Consider the impacts of development on biodiversity and nature conservation.

In general, local authorities should:
•

Promote accessibility to open space and the countryside

3
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2.12.

•

Carefully consider safety and security in open spaces

•

Improve their quality

•

Meet regeneration needs through the provision of open space

•

Consider using surplus land for open space purposes

•

Consider the needs of visitors and tourists through open space provision.

PPG17 gives specific guidance in terms of defining how the quality of parks and open spaces can be audited. This guidance has been used to
assess the quality of open spaces throughout South Bucks and Chiltern District.

FIELDS IN TRUST REVIEW OF STANDARDS FOR OUTDOOR PLAY, SPORT AND RECREATION
2.13.

Local authorities have traditionally used the National Playing Field Association’s “6 Acre Standard.” This helped ensure that every man, woman
and child in Great Britain should have the opportunity of participating in outdoor recreational activity within a reasonable distance of home during
leisure hours. The National Playing Field Association urged all local authorities to adopt a minimum standard of provision of 5 acres (20,000 m2) of
public open space for every 1,000 people, of which at least 4 acres (16,000 m2) should be set aside for team games, tennis, bowls and children’s
playgrounds.

2.14.

Since then, the National Playing Field Association has kept the recreational space standard under regular review. It now stands as the Six Acre
Standard, recommending 6 acres (24,000 m2) per 1,000 head of population as a minimum necessity for space. The National Playing Field
Association has since been superseded by Fields in Trust. FIT has conducted research which has indicated that 81% of local planning authorities’
express quantity standards for open space as “hectares per 1,000 population.” This has enabled comparison across England and Wales, and is
the most widely used metric for open space standards.

2.15.

The median level of provision for Designated Play Space was 0.25 hectares per 1,000 population. This corresponds to the Fields In Trust
benchmark standard. The median accessibility standard was 100m. for Local Areas of Play (LAP’s), 400m. for Local Equipped Areas for Play
(LEAP’s), and 1,000m. for Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play” (NEAP’s). Accessibility standards have often been expressed in terms of
walking time rather than distance.

2.16.

Of relevance to future planning of open space requirements in South Bucks and Chiltern are the new benchmark guidelines contained in Fields in
Trust’s “Guidance for Outdoor Sport and Play: Beyond the Six Acre Standard.” These are shown in figures 4.2 and 4.3 below.
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2.17.

These national standards are used later in sections 7 and 8, and have been used in conjunction with local standards in order to calculate
quantitative standards.

2.18.

It is considered that the best approach is to utilise national standards if there is loss of existing provision; and that these should be used for future
provision unless there is a change of circumstances, in which case it may be considered necessary to apply local standards to calculate the
provision of new facilities (see Annex A).

Table 4.2: FIT Recommended Benchmark Guidelines – Formal Open Space
QUANTITY GUIDELINE
OPEN SPACE TYPOLOGY
(HECTARES PER 1,000 POPULATION)

WALKING GUIDELINE
(WALKING DISTANCE: METRES FROM DWELLINGS)
LAPs – 100m
LEAPs – 400m
NEAPs – 1,000m

EQUIPPED/DESIGNATED PLAY AREAS

0.25

AMENITY GREENSPACE

0.60

480m

PARKS AND GARDENS

0.80

710m

Note: The FIT benchmark guidelines do not include quantity guidelines for civic spaces, cemeteries, churchyards and other burial grounds.
Table 4.3: FIT Quality Guidelines for Formal Open Space

ü

Quality appropriate to the intended level of performance, designed to appropriate technical standards.

ü

Located where they are of most value to the community to be served.

ü

Sufficiently diverse recreational use for the whole community.

ü

Appropriately landscaped.

ü

Maintained safely and to the highest possible condition with available finance.

ü

Positively managed taking account of the need for repair and replacement over time as necessary.

ü

Provision of appropriate ancillary facilities and equipment.

ü

Provision of footpaths.

5
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ü

Designed so as to be free of the fear of harm or crime.

ü

Local authorities can set their own quality benchmark standards for playing pitches, taking into account the level of play, topography,
necessary safety margins and optimal orientation

ü

Local authorities can set their own quality benchmark standards for play areas using the Children’s Play Council’s Quality Assessment
Tool.

6
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3.
3.1.

KEY AIMS
The Key Aims for the study are as follows:
1.

Informing and supporting the newly emerging Chiltern and South Bucks Local Plan to provide a concise, robust and
comprehensive evidence base that enables both Councils to develop planning policies which are sufficient to withstand
scrutiny at an Examination in Public.

2.

Increasing participation in recreational facilities by bringing together key community organisations to develop a co-ordinated
approach to effectively manage recreational and open space provision.

3.

Achieving a joined-up strategy with localised priorities to develop sustainable facilities that support increased participation.

4.

Supporting community groups and others to access external funding.

7
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4.

METHODOLOGY
ELEMENTS

4.1.

The methodology employed included a number of elements:
•

Review of national, regional and local strategies and policy documents relevant to the exercise

•

Division of open spaces into typology consisting of a number of different and discrete amenity “types”

•

Creation of a qualitative template to include key elements of design and maintenance

•

Qualitative on-site assessment of open spaces distributed throughout South Bucks and Chiltern in accordance with the
NPPF and the principles contained in the PPG17 Companion Guide

•

Analysis of results to qualitatively assess the condition of open spaces

•

Use of quantitative standards in accordance principles contained in the PPG17 Companion Guide (i.e. by applying a local
standard based on new Fields in Trust standards to different types of open spaces grouped in accordance with the PPG17
typology in terms of ha per 1,000 population).

•

Use of accessibility standards as defined by the Fields in Trust Guidance Document

•

Defining of a parish questionnaire and distribution to all parishes within South Bucks and Chiltern

•

Analysis of questionnaire results

•

Drafting key conclusions relating to the current state of open spaces in South Bucks and Chiltern

•

Drafting recommendations relating to the significance of open space South Bucks and Chiltern in relation to the Local Plan.
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CONSTRAINTS
4.2.

There were a number of constraints to this study. These were as follows:
•

This part of the assessment was confined to open spaces. Sport and recreation facilities are covered elsewhere in this report

•

Sites of less than 0.2 ha and of little amenity value were generally excluded in line with PPG17 methodology guidelines.
Some which were smaller have been included because they are of particular significance (e.g. a small village green in a
community which has little, or no, other open space provision)

•

In a limited number of cases, Recreation Grounds were found to have some more general amenity value for outdoor
recreation other than just outdoor sport (usually in the form of pitches for football, hockey, etc., and wickets for cricket). In
these cases, they have been included as part of the qualitative study

•

A number of the responses to the parish and town council consultation exercise were anecdotal in nature (i.e. they requested
respondents to give their views in the form of comments rather than by asking them to respond using a rating system)

•

Quantitative national guidelines have not been produced for allotments. However, the Thorpe Report of 1999 recommended a
standard of 0.2 ha per thousand population, which has been chosen as the most definitive guideline

•

There are no quantitative guidelines relating to the amenity use of cemeteries and churchyards, therefore assessments have
been limited to qualitative criteria for this category.

CONSULTATION
CHILTERN DISTRICT
4.3.

A consultation exercise was conducted which consisted of a questionnaire to all parishes within Chiltern District. Detailed responses by Parish are
shown in Annex D. Consultation covered the following areas in accordance with the PPG17 methodology pursued in line with the objectives of the
study:
•

A general question about the importance of open space in each parish

•

A question about the quality of open space as perceived split between:
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•

Parks and Gardens: usually multi-functional in terms of provision and serving a fairly wide catchment. May contain playgrounds and
other facilities including sports pitches

•

Amenity Greenspace: smaller open spaces with provision usually confined to the immediate neighbourhood. Not multi-functional and
usually consisting of lawn and sometimes trees

•

Children and young people: playgrounds and similar facilities for children and teens

•

Allotments: allotment garden areas

•

Cemeteries: either active or redundant in terms of burial

•

Civic Spaces: Usually hard surfaced and consisting of small areas such as squares and war memorial areas.

•

A question about the quantity and accessibility of open space in the above categories

•

A general question about improvements you would like to see in those categories.

4.4.

Findings indicating the issues arising from consultation are shown in Annex D. These are shown by Parish.

4.5.

The following codes are used to qualify responses in relation to “Importance to Health:”
V = very important

4.6.

F = fairly important

N = not very important

The question relating to importance to health was:
“How important do you think it is to have green spaces for people’s mental, emotional and physical health near to where they live?”

4.7.

The response to this was unanimous. All parishes felt that green spaces were “very important” for people’s mental, emotional and physical health.

4.8.

In relation to questions relating to the quality and quantity and accessibility of green space by parish, the following codes were used:
E = excellent

4.9.

G= good

A = average

Responses were received in relation to the question:
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“How would you rate the quality of green space by type in the parish?”
4.10.

There were a number of issues which are significant in relation to quality:
•

Parks and Gardens are generally “good,” or “excellent,” although one parish recorded only “average”

•

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspaces and Accessible Countryside were generally regarded as “good” or “excellent,” although
some accessible areas of countryside were recorded as “average”

•

Amenity Greenspaces elicited a variety of responses

•

Facilities for Children and Young People were generally “good” or “average,” but two were “below average”

•

Allotments were generally perceived favourably, but there were responses of “below average,” and “poor”

•

Cemeteries were perceived reasonably well, although two responses of “below average” were received

•

Civic Spaces were seen in the main to be “good” or “average.”

4.11.

There were responses from parishes relating to the adequacy of provision (“How would you rate the adequacy of supply of green space in
terms of quantity and accessibility by type in the parish.”).

4.12.

Responses were as follows:
•

Parks and Gardens are generally “average,” or “excellent,” in terms of provision. Four had no such provision

•

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspaces and Accessible Countryside were generally regarded as “excellent” through to “average.”
One had no provision

•

Amenity Greenspaces were perceived as either “excellent” or “average” in terms of supply

•

Facilities for Children and Young People were mostly “good” or “average,” but one was “below average,” and one parish had
no provision

•

Allotments were generally perceived to be “excellent” through to “average,” with one “below average.” One parish had no
provision

11
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4.13.

•

Cemeteries were perceived as generally “excellent” or “good,” but four were “average” or “below average,” and one had no
provision

•

Civic Spaces were seen in the main as well provided, but five parishes had no such provision.

A third question for parishes related to the need for improvements. The question was:
“What improvements would you like to see to green space by type in the parish?”

4.14.

In relation to improvements, key issues are:
•

More facilities are needed, particularly for young people, with “green” play and equipment for youths

•

More facilities such as seating in Parks and Gardens

•

Entrances need improvement

•

Better maintenance is necessary

•

Access (footpaths, etc.) needs improving

•

Better car parking provision

•

Other (better signage, landscaping, etc.).

SOUTH BUCKINGHAMSHIRE
4.15.

A consultation exercise was conducted which consisted of a questionnaire to all parishes within South Bucks. Details are included at Annex D. This
covered the following areas in accordance with the PPG17 methodology pursued in accordance with the objectives of the study:
•

A general question about the importance of open space in each parish

•

A question about the quality of open space as perceived split between:

•

Parks and Gardens: usually multi-functional in terms of provision and serving a fairly wide catchment. May contain playgrounds and

12
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other facilities including sports pitches
•

Amenity Greenspace: smaller open spaces with provision usually confined to the immediate neighbourhood. Not multi-functional and
usually consisting of lawn and sometimes trees

•

Children and young people: playgrounds and similar facilities for children and teens

•

Allotments: allotment garden areas

•

Cemeteries: either active or redundant in terms of burial

•

Civic Spaces: Usually hard surfaced and consisting of small areas such as squares and war memorial areas.

•

A question about the quantity and accessibility of open space in the above categories

•

A general question about improvements you would like to see in those categories.

4.16.

Findings indicating the issues arising from consultation are shown in Annex D. These are shown by Parish.

4.17.

The following codes are used to qualify responses in relation to “Importance to Health:”
V = very important

4.18.

F = fairly important

N = not very important

The question relating to importance to health was:
“How important do you think it is to have green spaces for people’s mental, emotional and physical health near to where they live?”

4.19.

The response to this was unanimous. All parishes felt that green spaces were “very important” for people’s mental, emotional and physical health.

4.20.

In relation to questions relating to the quality and quantity and accessibility of green space by parish, the following codes were used:
E = excellent

4.21.

G= good

A = average

Responses were received in relation to the question:
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“How would you rate the quality of green space by type in the parish?”
4.22.

There were a number of issues which are significant in relation to quality:
•
•

Parks and Gardens are generally “good,” or “average.” One rated them “excellent”
Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspaces and Accessible Countryside were generally regarded as “good” or “excellent”

•

Amenity Greenspaces elicited a variety of responses

•

Allotments were generally perceived as “average,” as were Cemeteries and Civic Spaces.

4.23.

There were responses from parishes relating to the adequacy of provision (“How would you rate the adequacy of supply of green space in
terms of quantity and accessibility by type in the parish.”). These varied, but of note was the response that a number thought that Allotments
were under-provided.

4.24.

A third question for parishes related to the need for improvements. The question was:
“What improvements would you like to see to green space by type in the parish?”

4.25.

In relation to improvements, key issues are:
•

Better entrances needed

•

More facilities such as seating

•

Better maintenance is necessary

•

Access (footpaths, etc.) needs improving

•

Other (better signage, landscaping, etc.).

QUALITY AUDIT METHODOLOGY
14
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4.26.

4.27.

Open spaces were divided using the typology shown in Annex B, which is based on PPG17. This was clarified in the brief provided by the client.
The PPG17 Companion Guide stated that: “Quality standards can obviously vary according to the primary and secondary purposes of different
forms of provision and their level within any adopted hierarchy of provision. They are not absolute measures, but reasonable aspirations and
benchmarks against which to measure the quality of any existing open space or sports facility in order to determine the need for enhancement.”
Accordingly, a number of measures were used based on this guidance, and including:
•

Cleanliness and maintenance

• Welcome

•

Security and safety

• Climate change adaptation

•

Ancillary facilities (toilets, footpaths, etc.)

• General site access, including less able bodied

•

Transport access

• Information and signage

•

Wider benefits
economic, etc.)

•

Specific issues
development

(social

inclusion,

affecting

health,

potential

• Overall potential for improvement

for

A number of factors for each of the above were scored up to a maximum of five points, and an average rating was calculated for each of the
above categories. Total points were compared to a maximum possible score. This was expressed as a percentage to produce a rating for each
open space. These defined qualitative provision as:
•

Very poor (1 point)

•

Poor (2 points)

•

Average (3 points)

•

Good (4 points)

•

Very good (5 points)

4.28.

All audited sites were categorized using the typology, and are shown in Annex C.

4.29.

Results are displayed in accordance with the agreed typology and are shown as:
•

Public Parks and Gardens

• Amenity Greenspace

15
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4.30.

•

Provision for Children and Young People

• Allotments and Community Gardens

•

Recreation Grounds (where applicable)

• Accessible areas of Countryside on the Urban Fringe

•

Cemeteries

• Civic Spaces

•

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces

Qualitative issues for both Districts by type are shown in Table 4.1.

Table 4.1: Quality Issues in the South Bucks and Chiltern
OPEN SPACE TYPE
ISSUE

PARKS AND GARDENS

•
•

Parks are not welcoming enough
More information needed for visitors

AMENITY GREENSPACE

•
•
•
•

Standards variable dependent upon care taken by local parish or town council
Absence of welcoming signage/information/bins
Grass maintenance only average
Absence or shortage of benches

•
•
•

Absence of welcoming signage/information
Very little landscaping (e.g. tree planting in areas will outside touchlines, or meadow planting for
interest and biodiversity
Absence or shortage of benches and other ancillary facilities (e.g. litter bins

•
•

More information needed
Bench shortage in places

RECREATION GROUNDS

CIVIC SPACES

•
CHILDREN’S PLAY AREAS AND FACILITIES FOR •
•
YOUNG PEOPLE
•

Very variable standards
Lack of signage
More exciting equipment needed in places
Some shortfall in terms of benches and bins

16
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OPEN SPACE TYPE

ISSUE

SEMI/NATURAL GREENSPACE

•
•
•

Low standards of maintenance
Lack of information
Poor accessibility

•
•
•

Cemeteries average or good
Poor signage/bins and seats in short supply
Some memorials are leaning and may need testing

•
•
•
•

Mostly poor or average
Very difficult to find, and unwelcoming to potential new users
Modest facilities
Poor boundaries in places

CEMETERIES

ALLOTMENTS

•
ACCESSIBLE AREAS OF COUNTRYSIDE ON THE
•
URBAN FRINGE
•

Poor accessibility
Low standards of maintenance
Unwelcoming

4.30.

The results of the qualitative audit are divided initially by district, i.e. by separating South Bucks and Chiltern District. They are sub-divided by type,
with a brief analysis of each.

4.31.

The scoring system uses the key criteria adopted for the only international accredited Green Flag Award. This covers all types of open space
included in this review. It includes the following criteria:
•

Cleanliness and maintenance – including vandalism and graffiti; litter; dog fouling; noise; equipment; and general maintenance

•

Welcome – entrances, heritage and history; landscaping; interpretation; and lighting

•

Security and safety – boundaries; equipment; surfaces; roads/footpaths; buildings; and trees

•

Landscape – planting; tree cover; habitats; and grass areas

•

Climate change adaptation – biodiversity; natural drainage; green corridors; and shade
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•

Ancillary facilities – footpaths; toilets; seating; catering; parking; and litter bins

•

General – entrance to site; roads, footpaths and cycleway access; and disabled access

•

Transport – cycleway access; walking access; and public transport access

•

Information and signage – clear; appropriate; and adequate.

4.32.

Points were awarded for each criterion in each category, and averaged over each of the above nine criteria. In some cases, elements were not
applicable to a particular open space, and were therefore excluded.

4.33.

Weightings were then applied as follows to provide an overall score:
•

Cleanliness and maintenance (15%)

•

Welcome (15%)

•

Security and safety (15%)

•

Landscape (10%)

•

Climate change adaptation (5%)

•

Ancillary facilities (10%)

•

General (15%)

•

Transport (10%)

•

Information and signage (5%).

QUANTITY REVIEW METHODOLOGY
4.34.

Analysis of the audit findings has identified a number of issues relating mainly to the quantity of open spaces in South Bucks and Chiltern. These,
combined with a simple analysis of the distribution of different green space “types” and of relevant national standards (in particular Fields in Trust
Guidelines for Formal Open Space) also leads to some conclusions relating to the quantity and accessibility of provision.

4.35.

The methodology used in this study has been as follows, to:
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4.36.

•

Identify from the study the total area (ha) of open space in each category

•

Utilise Fields in Trust standards (in ha per 1,000 people) contained in the latest Guidance Notes for each open space type as
defined using the PPG17 typology.

•

Use population statistics to create local standards in ha/1,000 population (median average across the plan area). These are
population figures provided by the Office for National Statistics for the year 2014 and projected for the year 2036.

•

Study these local standards to identify shortfalls and surpluses in each analysis area.

In some cases, national, quantitative standards have been superseded by advice provided by Fields in Trust in their document: “Guidance for
Outdoor Sport and Play Beyond the Six Acre Standard - England.” The setting of these standards accords with guidance provided in relation to
“Greenspaces or Sport and Recreation Facilities (October 2015)” which states: “The easiest way to express a quantity standard is a combination
of a unit of a 'useful area' of provision and a population, such as X sqm/person (mainly for indoor provision) or Y ha/1,000 people (mainly for open
spaces and outdoor sports provision).

Table 4.2: Quantitative Open Space Standards by Open Space Type

GROUP

NATURAL
AND
SEMINATURAL GREENSPACE

PARKS AND GARDENS

AMENITY GREENSPACE

EQUIPPED PLAY

NATIONAL
STANDARD

1.8ha/1,000

0.8ha/1,000

0.6 ha/1,000

0.2ha/1,000

SOURCE

Fields in Trust Guidelines

Fields in Trust Guidelines

Fields in Trust Guidelines

Fields in Trust Guidelines

4.37.

It has been recommended that use of the National FIT Standard is applied to all types shown in figure 4.2 as the most definitive and nationally
accepted set of standards for informal open space.

4.38.

An analysis has been conducted of key settlements for both Districts. This is shown at Annex C. It defines performance against national standards
for the main settlements in Chiltern and South Bucks. In order to increase its accuracy for individual settlements, potential growth has been
included where it is anticipated that more housing accommodation will be provided. This allows for an accurate assessment to be made up to the
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year 2036, as well as for population figures provided for the current period (as defined for individual wards in the 2011 census). These key
settlements have been aligned with appropriate ward areas as indicated in Annex C.

ACCESSIBILITY AUDIT METHODOLOGY
4.39.

The PPG17 Companion Guide states that: “Distance thresholds are a very useful planning tool, especially when used in association with a
Geographical Information System (GIS). For example, it is possible to identify the percentage of households within a distance threshold of any
particular provision or to compare possible locations for new provision to determine which will be the most effective.”

4.40.

Fields in Trust recommended benchmark guidelines have also been used in relation to Parks and Gardens, Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace,
and Amenity Greenspace (Table 4.3.). They are also available for equipped play areas and other related provision. See Table 4.4.
Equipped/designated play areas are designated as:
•

Local Areas for Play (LAPs) aimed at very young children;

•

Locally Equipped Areas for Play (LEAPs) aimed at children who can go out to play independently; and

•

Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPs) aimed at older children.

Table 4.3: Accessibility Standards for Informal Open Space for Based on Fields in Trust Benchmark Guidelines (Oct 2015)

OPEN SPACE TYPOLOGY

WALKING
GUIDELINE
(walking
distance: metres from dwellings)

QUALITY GUIDELINE

PARKS AND GARDENS

710 m

•
•
•
•
•

Green Flag standard
Appropriately landscaped
Positive management
Provision of footpaths
Designed to be free of the fear of harm or crime

NATURAL/SEMI NATURAL GREENSPACES

720 m

•
•

Appropriately landscaped
Positive management
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AMENITY GREENSPACE

480 m

21

•
•

Provision of footpaths
Designed to be free of the fear of harm or crime

•
•
•
•

Appropriately landscaped
Positive management
Provision of footpaths
Designed to be free of the fear of harm or crime
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Table 4.4: Accessibility Standards for Play Provision Based on Fields in Trust Benchmark Guidelines (Oct 2015)

OPEN SPACE TYPOLOGY

WALKING
GUIDELINE
(walking
distance: metres from dwellings)

QUALITY GUIDELINE

EQUIPPED/DESIGNATED PLAY AREAS

LAPs – 100m
LEAPs – 400m
NEAPS – 1,000m

•

OTHER OUTDOOR PROVISION (MUGAS
AND SKATEBOARD PARKS)

•
•
•
•

700m

•
•
•
•
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Quality appropriate to the intended level of performance,
designed to appropriate technical standards.
Located where they are of most value to the community to be
served.
Sufficiently diverse recreational use for the whole community.
Appropriately landscaped.
Maintained safely and to the highest possible condition with
available finance.
Positively managed taking account of the need for repair and
replacement over time as necessary.
Provision of appropriate ancillary facilities and equipment.
Provision of footpaths.
Designed so as to be free of the fear of harm or crime.
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5.

GREEN SPACE QUALITY AUDIT CHILTERN DISTRICT
RECREATION GROUNDS – CHILTERN DISTRICT

5.1.

Results of the quality audit for Recreation Grounds and for all other open space categories are shown as Annex B.

5.2.

Recreation Grounds are generally outside the remit of this Open Space Study. However, although it is inappropriate to apply qualitative or
accessibility standards, some sites have been audited for quality. The reason for this is that some sites cannot be merely classified as providing
outdoor sport pitches or other facilities. They can also include sizeable areas for informal recreation, seating and picnic areas, and other facilities.
Sometimes these areas are the only form of open space serving a community’s needs. Some sites are therefore analysed as shown in Annex B.

5.3.

Issues relating to quality include:
•

There are 22 sites in this category which have wider social benefits. 16 of these are “average” in quality

•

Three are “good”

•

Three are “poor”

•

The poorer sites exhibited very little welcome, or were completely anonymous. In some cases, they were very difficult to find

•

There was more of an emphasis on the standards of maintenance for playing surfaces than on surrounding or outlying land

•

There was a marked absence of landscaping in most cases. Whilst it is appreciated that tree planting or other landscaping is
inappropriate near pitch or outfield boundaries, there were few examples of landscaping to provide interest, shade and
biodiversity even where fairly large areas of land were available

•

Access was poor in some cases, with no footpath provision even on poorly drained sites

•

Some lacked any form of seating or litter bins.
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FACILITIES FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.4.

Results of the quality audit for Facilities for Children and Young People are shown in Annex B.

5.5.

Issues relating to quality include:
•

61% are “average”

•

15% are “good”

•

20% of the total number are “poor”

•

In sites, which have been marked poor or average, many are poorly signposted. What signage exists tends towards the
prohibitive “the use of this playground is for young children only,” “no dog fouling,” etc. Thus, there is little “welcome” for
users

•

Some rubberised safety surfacing is becoming uneven, or has been damaged. In some cases, this needs replacing

•

Few include landscaping in the form of trees or shrub planting

•

Many provide little shade to protect children or guardians from the sun

•

Accessibility is an issue with a significant percentage, with no access path. This is exacerbated by poor positioning well away
from the entrance to the open space in which they are located, necessitating a relatively long walk across grass

•

Access for disabled or less able-bodied people is hampered by a lack of hard level surfaces

•

There are some excellent examples of innovative play equipment, which is both exciting and imaginative. This includes the
use of zip wires, “outdoor gym” and other recently installed items

•

Some playgrounds have been forgotten, and contain relatively obsolete equipment which, although usually safe, is unenticing
to use and shows no sign of recent maintenance in the form of new paint

•

Most are rather conventional in design, lacking any “green” element, even though green play is extremely popular.
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PUBLIC PARKS AND GARDENS – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.6.

Results of the quality audit for Parks and Gardens are shown in Annex B.

5.7.

Qualitative issues were as follows:
•

There are only six Parks and Gardens in Chiltern District

•

All are either “average” or in one case “good”

•

All are rather poorly signposted. There is insufficient in the way of either welcoming signage or landscaping to make people
want to use the facilities

•

Cleanliness and maintenance are generally quite good

•

There is little in the way of biodiversity. Landscaping tends towards areas of lawn with some formal planting, but insufficient
use of informal planting such as meadow or clumps of trees
• Most sites have limited access in the form of perimeter paths, making all-weather, all-season access difficult.
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AMENITY GREENSPACE – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.8.

Results of the quality audit for Amenity Greenspace are shown in Annex B.

5.9.

There are a number of issues relating to quality:
•

Most sites are in the “average” or “good” range

•

Four are “poor”

•

Two were “very good”

•

Grass cutting and litter collection were generally carried out to a high standard

•

Nearly all had to be marked down in relation to signage. This was generally prohibitive in nature, warning people not to play
games or cause dog fouling. Even some of the commons and other high-profile sites in this category were let down by lack
of interesting and informative signage which can increase a “sense of place”

•

A few had nowhere to sit

•

Many are poorly landscaped, with just an area of lawn and no tree or other planting.
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NATURAL AND SEMI-NATURAL GREENSPACE – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.10.

Results of the quality audit for Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace are shown in Annex B.

5.11.

Issues relating to quality include:
•

Over 60% are average

•

15% are “good,” and an equal percentage are “poor”

•

Four sites are “very good”

•

Standards of maintenance are generally quite good

•

A few are very welcoming, but most have limited signage. Some just consist of a track or waymarking posts

•

Given their heritage and history, as well as natural history, more explanatory signage would be appreciated by visitors

•

There are some sites which have poor access, and consist of “desire lines” created by people who wish to use them

•

Some lack any form of car parking or a lay-by, even those which are too far to walk from a settlement

•

Many would benefit from seating.
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ACCESSIBLE COUNTRYSIDE ON THE URBAN FRINGE – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.12.

Some sites fulfil the criteria to be considered as areas of Accessible Countryside on the Urban Fringe. They are areas of Natural or Semi-Natural
Greenspace, usually woodland, and are to be found on the fringes of Chiltern District’s main towns of Amersham and Chesham. They are
considered independently in terms of quality because of their nature. Results of the quality audit for the seven sites in this category are shown in
Annex B.

5.13.

These sites are generally not as well maintained as those in the Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace category. Issues include:
•

Two of the seven are in “poor” condition

•

There is very little welcome for visitors

•

Signage is confined almost exclusively to waymarking posts

•

Cleanliness and maintenance is adequate. This may have as much to do with considerate users as positive intervention

•

There are few facilities such as seating

•

Scores would have been lower had it not been for the obvious positive benefit such sites have in terms of biodiversity and
climate change adaptation

•

Access is often “poor.” It would be difficult for less able-bodied people to walk in such areas.
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CEMETERIES AND CHURCHYARDS – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.14.

This consists of parish or town cemetery sites, or prominent churchyard burial sites. All are suitable for outdoor recreational purposes, and usually
have fine heritage and local interest value. Results of the quality audit for the seven sites in this category are shown in Annex B.

5.15.

The quality issues relating to these sites is as follows:
•

Generally, very well maintained

•

Over 70% are in either the “good” or “very good” categories

•

More information signage would have been welcome given the interesting and educational nature of both monuments and
buildings

•

Site access was generally adequate, although some paving was uneven, and may cause access difficulties for the less ablebodied

•

Many were very well-landscaped, and a number had small areas of meadow which adds to their amenity and biodiversity
value

•

Benches and litter bins were in short supply at some sites.
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CIVIC SPACES – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.16.

These spaces are usually hard surfaced (i.e. are “grey” rather than “green” spaces), and are public spaces where people congregate, sometimes
in association with another function (e.g. are adjacent to a war memorial, outside a library, etc.). Neither was included on the list of sites to be
audited, but are sufficiently important that they have been added in terms of qualitative appraisal. Results of the quality audit for the two sites in
this category are shown in Annex B.

5.17.

The quality issues relating to these sites are few, and are as follows:
•

Both are “very good” in qualitative terms

•

Both are welcoming, particularly the Civic Space in Old Amersham

•

Both are exceptionally clean and well-maintained

•

They are attractively landscaped

•

Access is excellent, for less able-bodied as well as able-bodied people

•

Few improvements are necessary.
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ALLOTMENTS – CHILTERN DISTRICT
5.18.

There are a significant number of allotment sites in Chiltern District. Results of the quality audit for the sites in this category are shown in Annex B.

5.19.

The quality issues relating to allotments are as follows:
•

The majority are “average” when compared to allotment sites in other parts of the United Kingdom

•

One site scored poorly

•

Three sites were “good”

•

Two sites were “very good”

•

Access was indifferent in most cases

•

Few were welcoming. What signage was apparent was usually prohibitive in nature

•

Some sites were almost impossible to find

•

A few had seating and landscaping, but not many.
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6.

GREEN SPACE QUALITY AUDIT SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
RECREATION GROUNDS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT

6.1.

Results of the quality audit for Recreation Grounds for South Bucks are shown in Annex B.

6.2.

As stated for Chiltern District, Recreation Grounds are generally outside the remit of this Open Space Study. However, although it is inappropriate
to apply qualitative or accessibility standards, some sites have been audited for quality.

6.3.

Issues relating to quality include:
•

Seven of the 11 sites are in the “good” category

•

Only one is “poor”

•

Three are “average”

•

All are clean and well-maintained

•

Site access was only average in most cases, with a lack of hard surfaced entrances or perimeter footpaths

•

Signage was poor, with very little “welcome” for visitors.
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FACILITIES FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.4.

Results of the quality audit for Facilities for Children and Young People are shown in Annex B.

6.5.

Issues relating to quality include:
•

62% are “average” – almost identical to Chiltern District

•

33% are “above average”

•

Only one of the total number is “poor”

•

Most are well maintained and clean

•

Most are unwelcoming. There is no welcome signage, and in many cases the entrance is totally anonymous

•

Some rubberised safety surfacing is in relatively poor condition

•

Few were landscaped, despite the need to create attractive play areas which also provide shade for children and guardians

•

There are some site access issues. Some involve a walk across a field with no access path. Some were too far from the
entrance to the open space in which they are sited.

•

Some more sites with challenging and interesting play equipment would encourage greater usage. However, it should be
noted that some contained some new and exciting equipment.
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PUBLIC PARKS AND GARDENS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.6.

Results of the quality audit for Parks and Gardens are shown in Annex B.

6.7.

Qualitative issues were as follows:
•

There are 16 Parks and Gardens in South Bucks

•

69% are “good” or “very good”

•

There are few major issues

•

Information and signage could be used to a far greater extent to conform to a “Green Parks” welcoming standard

•

Most are attractively landscaped, but few use informal landscapes (e.g. “meadow” or prairie planting) to provide variety and
increase biodiversity

•

Some are provided by other landowners (e.g. the Cliveden Estate), but are nevertheless open to the public

•

Only five of the total sites were classified as “average.”
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AMENITY GREENSPACE – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.8.

Results of the quality audit for Amenity Greenspace are shown in Annex B.

6.9.

There are a number of issues relating to quality:
•

42% are “average”

•

17% are “poor”

•

One is “very poor”

•

A handful looked badly neglected

•

The rest are either “good” or “very good”

•

Grass cutting and litter collection were generally carried out to a high standard

•

As with Chiltern District sites, nearly all had to be marked down in relation to signage. This was generally prohibitive in
nature, warning people not to play games or cause dog fouling.

•

Some lacked seating or litter bins

•

Many are poorly landscaped, with just an area of lawn and no tree or other planting.
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NATURAL AND SEMI-NATURAL GREENSPACE – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.10.

Results of the quality audit for Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace are shown in Annex B.

6.11.

Issues relating to quality include:
•

44% are average

•

46% are “good”

•

10% are “poor” or “very poor”

•

With one or two notable exceptions, entrances were anonymous

•

Access was poor in some cases, with tracks only, and an absence of all-weather footpaths

•

Some lack car parking provision completely

•

As with Chiltern District, and given their heritage and history, as well as natural history, more explanatory signage would be
appreciated by visitors

•

Many would benefit from seating.
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ACCESSIBLE COUNTRYSIDE ON THE URBAN FRINGE – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.12.

Some sites fulfil the criteria to be considered as areas of Accessible Countryside on the Urban Fringe. They are areas of Natural or Semi-Natural
Greenspace, usually woodland, and are to be found on the fringes of urban areas in South Bucks, specifically Beaconsfield, Burnham, Denham,
Slough (adjoining borough) and Iver. They are considered independently in terms of quality because of their nature. Results of the quality audit for
the 11 sites in this category are shown in Annex B.

6.13.

These sites are generally well maintained. Issues include:
•

10 of the total are either “good” or “average”

•

One site is “very good”

•

Some boundaries are poorly defined

•

Information and signage is lacking, despite the heritage and history of the sites

•

The country parks offer unparalleled opportunities for varied activity on the urban fringe, and include catering, toilet, play and
other facilities

•

In some cases, car parking is lacking, and there are no clearly defined all-weather footpaths.
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CEMETERIES AND CHURCHYARDS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.14.

This consists of two cemeteries and the parish churchyard in Old Beaconsfield. Non-were included on the list of sites to be audited. However, they
are all significant green spaces from the standpoint of informal outdoor recreation. The woodland burial site is exceptional in terms of clearly
defined and extensive opportunities for walking, and has excellent parking facilities. Results of the quality audit for the three sites in this category
are shown in Annex B.

6.15.

The quality issues relating to these sites is as follows:
•

All three are either “good” or “very good”

•

Information and signage could be better, although the woodland burial site had useful nature conservation boards

•

All are well maintained and landscaped

•

More seating and litter bins would be a welcome addition.
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CIVIC SPACES – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.16.

These spaces are usually hard surfaced (i.e. are “grey” rather than “green” spaces), and are public spaces where people congregate, sometimes
in association with another function (e.g. are adjacent to a war memorial, outside a library, etc.). Results of the quality audit for the two sites in this
category are shown in Annex B.

6.17.

The quality issues relating to these sites are few, and are as follows:
•

Both are “very good” in qualitative terms

•

Both are welcoming

•

The surfacing at “The Nib” is becoming uneven

•

Information signage would help to create a “sense of place” at both sites.
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ALLOTMENTS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
6.18.

Results of the quality audit for the sites in this category are shown in Annex B.

6.19.

The quality issues relating to allotments are as follows:

•

•

Half are “average”

•

Two are “poor”

•

Two are “good”

•

In general, allotment sites in the District are well – maintained, particularly in comparison with other sites around the United
Kingdom. The exception is that they are generally unwelcoming, or even anonymous, with examples of poor signage and a
lack of information

•

There are issues relating to the provision of solid boundary fencing which need to be resolved

It would be difficult for a less able-bodied person to gain access (e.g. to tend raised beds).
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7.

FUTURE QUANTITY AND ACCESS CHALLENGES – CHILTERN DISTRICT

QUANTITY CHALLENGES
PARKS AND GARDENS – CHILTERN DISTRICT
7.1.

A quantitative analysis of “Parks and Gardens” for current and future population levels is shown as Table 7.1.

Table 7.1: Quantitative Analysis of Parks and Gardens across the Chiltern district

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

Chiltern District

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

6

42.29

POPULATION
2014

94,000

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

0.45

75.2

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
32.91

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY
2036

102,600

82.08

39.79

Deficit
Oversupply
7.2.

The standard for Parks and Gardens is 0.8 ha/1,000 population (total amount of current provision / population).

7.3.

At present, there is an undersupply of Parks and Gardens. This will increase as the population increase by nearly 10% by 2036, and will mean that
the level of supply is at about half the guideline figure

7.4.

It is important to realise that Chiltern District is very rural in character. Thus, the relative under-supply of Parks and Gardens can be balanced
against ready access to the surrounding countryside, and by a relatively healthy supply of open space in other categories.

7.5.

An analysis of Facilities for Parks and Gardens for selected settlements in Chiltern District is shown in Annex C. This mirrors shortfalls across the
District with the exception of Amersham and Little Chalfont. Both settlements have an adequate supply in accordance with the FIT standard.
However, this quantity reduces as the population levels increase by 2036.
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7.6.

A quantitative analysis of “Amenity Greenspace” for current and future population levels is shown as Table 7.2.

Table 7.2: Quantitative Analysis of Amenity Greenspace

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

TOTAL

HA

NO OF

POPULATION
2014

SITES.
Chiltern District

34

20.21

94,000

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY

OVERSUPPLY

0.22

56.4

36.19

2036
102,600

61.56

41.35

Deficit
Oversupply
7.7.

The Fields in Trust guideline for this category is 0.6 ha/1,000 population

7.8.

There is a relative under-supply in this category. Care must be exercised in interpreting these figures for the same reasons as for Parks and
Gardens. The District has much accessible countryside, and there is less need for application of these guidelines than would be the case in
densely populated conurbations.

7.9.

In line with the shortage of Amenity Greenspace across the District, all settlements have a deficit of supply against the national standard.
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7.10.

The Fields in Trust recommended standard for equipped/designated play areas is 0.25 ha/1,000 population.

7.11.

A quantitative analysis of provision for “Children and Young People” is shown as Table 7.3.

Table 7.3: Quantitative Analysis of Provision for Children and Young People

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

Chiltern District

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

39

2.38

POPULATION
2014

94,000

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

0.03

23.5

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
21.12

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY
2036

102,600

25.65

23.27

Deficit
Oversupply
7.12.

As with South Buckinghamshire District, there is an under-supply of Provision for Children and Young People. This would be more crucial in an
urbanised area where access to open space is far more critical. The guideline includes areas for informal play rather than just the area covered by
equipment and free passage around it. Consideration may need to be given to increasing the quantity of land for informal play near equipped play
areas in Parks and Gardens, Amenity Greenspace, and Recreation Grounds.

7.13.

All settlements have an under-supply of Facilities for Children and Young People when compared with the FIT standard.
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7.14.

The Fields in Trust guideline quantitative figure for Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace is 1.8 ha per 1,000 population.

7.15.

A quantitative analysis of provision for “Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace” is shown as Table 7.4.

Table 7.4: Quantitative Analysis of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

Chiltern District

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

33

949.39

POPULATION
2014

94,000

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

10.1

169.2

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
780.19

DEFICIT /
OVERSUPPLY
2036

102,600

184.68

764.71

Deficit
Oversupply
7.16.

As can be seen from the table, there is a relative, and extensive, level of over-supply in this category. This is wholly consistent with the character
of the area, and even accounting for an increase of nearly 10% in population by 2036, supply exceeds the guideline by over 500%. This should
not necessarily be seen as an excess of open space in this type, but is certainly a reflection of the nature of the District.

7.17.

Supply offsets shortfalls in other types of open space, including Amenity Greenspace and Parks and Gardens.

7.18.

Six of the ten settlement areas in the District have levels of supply which are greater than the FIT standard, although Amersham and Little
Chalfont will move from an adequate supply to a deficit as the population increases by 2036. Deficits at a local level are counterbalanced by
excellent levels of supply in other areas in some cases. For instance, Chesham Bois has access to large holdings of Natural and Semi-Natural
Greenspace whilst nearby Chesham shows a deficit.

44

C LASSIFICATION : OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE (COMMRCIAL)
S OUTH B UCKS AND C HILTERN J OINT O PEN S PACE S TUDY
ALLOTMENTS – CHILTERN DISTRICT
7.19.

There is no Fields in Trust guideline for allotments. However, the Thorpe Report arising from the Departmental Committee of Inquiry into
Allotments, 1969, made 44 major recommendations. One was a recommendation that the standard level of provision should be 0.2 ha per 1,000
population

7.20.

There are 30 allotment sites in the District. The total area of these sites is over 50 ha. This is well in excess of the guideline figure of less than 19
ha indicated by applying the guideline. There is still a healthy supply after population growth to 2036. The results were corroborated by the parish
consultation, where most parishes considered that there was a very good level of supply

7.21.

A quantitative analysis of provision for “Allotments” is shown as Table 7.5.

Table 7.5: Quantitative Analysis of Allotments

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

Chiltern district

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

30

51.65

POPULATION
2014

94,000

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

0.52

18.8

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
32.85

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY
2036

102,600

20.52

31.13

Deficit
Oversupply
7.22.

Half of settlements have an oversupply of Allotments, and half are in deficit when compared to the Thorpe standard. However, it should be noted
that there are a significant number of sites in the District which are not within the defined settlement areas, but are accessible to residents by
vehicle.
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7.23.

7.24.

There are no defined guidelines in terms of quantitative standards for Cemeteries and Churchyards. Any standard would be hindered by the
different types of cemetery and churchyard currently encountered, including:
•

Churchyards which are still accepting burials

•

Cemeteries which are still open for burial

•

Churchyards which are redundant

•

Cemeteries which are full

•

Woodland burial.

Any standard would also need to differentiate between the primary purpose of a cemetery or churchyard (i.e. for burial), and its purpose for
informal recreation.

46

C LASSIFICATION : OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE (COMMRCIAL)
S OUTH B UCKS AND C HILTERN J OINT O PEN S PACE S TUDY
ACCESSIBILITY CHALLENGES - CHILTERN DISTRICT
PARKS AND GARDENS – CHILTERN DISTRICT
7.25.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Parks and Gardens is 710 m (approximately a 10-minute walk).

7.26.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 7.6.

7.27.

There is a shortage of Parks and Gardens in the south of the District, and there is no provision below Little Chalfont. Some upgrading of existing
open space to cover the relatively large communities in and around Chalfont St Giles, Chalfont Common, and Coleshill should be considered,
particularly as populations increase over the forthcoming twenty years.
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Figure 7.6: Accessibility of Parks and Gardens using Fields in Trust walking standards – Chiltern District
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7.28.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Amenity Greenspace is 480 m (approximately a 6-minute walk).

7.29.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 7.7.

7.30.

Although the quantities of Amenity Greenspace are relatively low compared to national guidelines, their distribution is even across communities in
Chiltern District

7.31.

It will, however, be important to build small areas of this type in areas of new development.
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Figure 7.7: Accessibility of Amenity Greenspace using Fields in Trust walking standards – Chiltern District
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7.32.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Amenity Greenspace is as follows:
•

Local Areas for Play (LAPs) aimed at very young children: 100m;

•

Locally Equipped Areas for Play (LEAPs) aimed at children who can go out to play independently: 400m; and

•

Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPs) aimed at older children: 1,000m.

7.33.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 7.9.

7.34.

The number of sites that offer Facilities for Children and Young People are fairly evenly distributed across the District. Smaller sites (LAPs),
appear to be deficient in the Chalfont Common area of the District in the south

7.35.

Intermediate-sized facilities (LEAPs) are scarce in the Chalfont St Giles area

7.36.

Larger facilities (NEAPs) offer opportunities for play across a wider catchment. Sites are fairly well distributed, but larger facilities of this type
should be considered for the area to the west of the District (Homer Green, Tylers Green, and Penn)

7.37.

There are standards which have been established by Fields in Trust for new provision. These are shown as table 7.8.
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Table 7.8: Recommended application of quantity benchmark guidelines – Equipped/Designated Play Space

SCALE OF DEVELOPMENT

LOCAL AREA FOR PLAY
(LAP)

LOCALLY EQUIPPED AREA FOR
PLAY
(LEAP)

5-10 DWELLINGS

✓

10-200 DWELLINGS

✓

✓

201-500 DWELLINGS

✓

✓

500+ DWELLINGS

✓

✓
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EQUIPPED AREA FOR PLAY
(NEAP)

Contribution

✓
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Figure 7.9: Accessibility of Facilities for Children and Young People using Fields in Trust walking standards – Chiltern District
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7.38.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Amenity Greenspace is 720 m (approximately a 10-minute walk)

7.39.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 7.10.

7.40.

The supply across the District is relatively even. There is a healthy supply of this form of open space in Chiltern District, augmented by access to
the countryside for informal recreation such as walking, cycling and horse riding

7.41.

Some of this provision is in the form of Accessible Countryside on the Urban Fringe. Although not separately shown on the accessibility maps,
this is a useful contribution to current and projected need. It should be noted that degrees of accessibility do vary, and as indicated in the quality
analysis, steps need to be taken in some cases to improve and connect the footpath network, and to increase the degree of signage, and
particularly waymarking.
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Figure 7.10: Accessibility of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace using Fields in Trust walking standards – Chiltern District
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7.42.

There is no Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Allotments. However, Greater London Authority guidelines for Allotments of local
significance (all in South Bucks are only of local significance in terms of size) indicate a standard of 400 m (approximately a 5-minute walk). This
is the only nationally-recognised standard, and is relevant in that it is linked to the Fields in Trust methodology of using walk times connected to
distances from open space perimeters to outlying catchment areas

7.43.

GLA standards for accessibility for Allotments and Cemeteries are shown as Table 7.11.

7.44.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 7.12.

Table 7.11 GLA accessibility guidelines for Allotments and Cemeteries

OPEN SPACE TYPOLOGY

REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE
(OVER 400 HA)

METROPOLITAN SIGNIFICANCE
(60-400 HA)

DISTRICT SIGNIFICANCE
(20-60 HA)

LOCAL SIGNIFICANCE

ALLOTMENTS

8km

3.2km

1.2km

400m

CEMETERIES

8km

3.2km

1.2km

400m
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Figure 7.12: Accessibility of Allotments using GLA standards – Chiltern District
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7.45.

There is no Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Cemeteries and Churchyards for outdoor recreation. However, Greater London
Authority guidelines for Cemeteries and Churchyards of local significance indicate a standard of 400 m (approximately a 5-minute walk) for those
of local significance, and 1.2 km for those of district significance – see Table 7.11. Greenacres Woodland Burial site falls within the latter category,
and although independently managed, it provides extensive woodland amenity space with well interpreted walks over a considerable area.

7.46.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 7.12.
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Figure 7.12: Accessibility of Cemeteries and Churchyards using GLA standards – Chiltern District
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8.

FUTURE QUANTITY AND ACCESS CHALLENGES – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
QUANTITY CHALLENGES
PARKS AND GARDENS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT

8.1.

South Bucks District is particularly well-provided with Parks and Gardens. In accordance with standard methodology traditionally applied to PPG17
studies, all open space which is accessible to the public should be included in calculations relating to quantity and accessibility. The District is
privileged to have access to a number of sites of at least national significance. These include the Cliveden Estate and Burnham Beeches. As
these sites are accessible to the public, and in accordance with information supplied by the client, these larger sites have been included in the
quantitative analysis.

8.2.

Projected population figures for 2036 show a 19% increase over 2014. At the current level of provision, the quantity of land available in this
category decreases accordingly. Nevertheless, there is an abundance of open space of this type which is easily accessible to all residents of the
district, as well as large numbers of external visitors from outside the District.

8.3.

A quantitative analysis of “Parks and Gardens” for current and future population levels is shown as Table 8.1.

Table 8.1: Quantitative Analysis of Parks and Gardens across the South Bucks district

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

South Bucks
District

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

16

903.4

POPULATION
2014

68,500

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

13.2

54.8 ha

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
848.6 ha

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY
2036

81,800

65.4 ha

838.0 ha

Deficit
Oversupply
8.4.

The standard for Parks and Gardens is 0.8 ha/1,000 population (total amount of current provision / population). This indicates that the
requirement of 54.8 ha for the current population. However, the scale of provision in the district in the form of publicly accessible parks and
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8.5.

gardens is way beyond the requirement. Because of the projected rise in population by 2036, a proportionately larger quantity is required (65.4 ha)
in relation to the standard. However, supply is nevertheless well in excess of demand, and is likely to remain so.
An analysis of Parks and Gardens by selected key settlements within the District is shown at Annex C. This indicates that five settlements exceed
the national standard, and three are in deficit. Beaconsfield, Gerrards Cross, Burnham and Taplow are particularly well-served by access to large
Parks and Gardens.
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8.6.

There fairly consistent coverage of Amenity Greenspace across the district. However, there is an oversupply, partly because there are some sites
of considerable size (e.g. Gerrards Cross Common). It should be noted that some sites are below the guideline figure of 0.2 ha because of their
significance, or because of the absence of other Amenity Greenspace in the area. The figure for 2014 is considerably in excess of the guideline
figure of 0.6 ha/1,000 population. The figure decreases a little with population increase predicted for 2036, but is still well in excess of the
guideline.

8.7.

A quantitative analysis of “Amenity Greenspace” for current and future population levels is shown as Table 8.2.

Table 8.2: Quantitative Analysis of Amenity Greenspace

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

TOTAL

HA

NO OF

POPULATION
2014

SITES.
South Bucks
District

49

101.6

68,500

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

1.48

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
41.1 ha

60.5 ha

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY

2036
81,800

49.1 ha

52.5 ha

Deficit
Oversupply
8.8.

At a settlement level, some communities are in deficit in relation to Amenity Greenspace. However, some have access to levels which are more
than adequate. Gerrards Cross in particular is very well served with Amenity Greenspace.
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8.9.

The Fields in Trust recommended standard for equipped/designated play areas is 0.25 ha/1,000 population. Some play areas were found whilst
conducting the audit which are not included in official council records.

8.10.

A quantitative analysis of provision for “Children and Young People” is shown as Table 8.3.

8.11.

The current requirement is over 17 ha for the population of South Bucks. There is therefore a considerable deficit. This becomes wider as the
population increases by nearly 20% by 2036.

Table 8.3: Quantitative Analysis of Provision for Children and Young People

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

TOTAL

HA

NO OF

POPULATION
2014

SITES.
South Bucks
District

21

3.99

68,500

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

0.06

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

OVERSUPPLY
17.13

13.14

81,800

All settlements have a shortfall in terms of supply for this category of provision in comparison with the FIT standard.
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2036

Deficit
Oversupply
8.12.

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

20.45

16.46
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8.13.

The Fields in Trust guideline quantitative figure for Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace is 1.8 ha per 1,000 population.

8.14.

There is an unprecedented quantity of accessible Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace within the district. This amounts to over 1,050 hectares,
and consists of many smaller areas of woodland and common as well as very large areas such as Black Park Country Park (162.34 ha) and
Dropmore (213.29 ha). Even accounting for population increases by 2036, there is a large oversupply of open space in this category, reflecting the
rural nature of the district and the availability of publicly accessible land.

8.15.

A quantitative analysis of provision for “Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace” is shown as Table 8.4.

Table 8.4: Quantitative Analysis of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

South Bucks
District

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

37

1051

POPULATION
2014

68,500

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

15.34

123.3 ha

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

POPULATION
2036

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
927.7 ha

DEFICIT/
OVERSUPPLY
2036

81,800

147.24 ha

903.76 ha

Deficit
Oversupply
8.16.

There is an excellent supply of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace in the District at a settlement level. Because of anticipated population
growth, if no further increase in supply was achieved, access in Beaconsfield would move to a current excess of supply against national standard
to a shortfall by 2036. Gerrards Cross is short of provision. However, all other settlements have an adequate supply which would even be
maintained with rising anticipated population levels up to the year 2036.
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8.17.

There are 8 allotment sites in the district. The total area of these sites is nearly 15.4 ha. This is slightly in excess of the current requirement of 13.7
ha. Even accounting for the need for a further 3.7 ha by 2035, there is still an oversupply of 11.75 ha.

8.18.

Population growth by 2036 will result in a slight deficit. However, this is not a significant shortfall in relation to the Thorpe Report standard.

8.19.

A quantitative analysis of provision for “Allotments” is shown as Table 8.5.

Table 8.5: Quantitative Analysis of Allotments

GEOGRAPHICAL
AREA

South Bucks
District

TOTAL

HA

NO OF
SITES.

8

15.39

POPULATION
2014

68,500

CURRENT
PROVISION
HA/1000

REQUIREMENT
CURRENT

0.22

13.7 ha

CURRENT
DEFICIT/

REQUIREMENT
BY 2036

OVERSUPPLY
1.69

Deficit
Oversupply
8.20.

POPULATION
2036

At a settlement level, some settlements have an adequate level of supply, and some are in deficit.
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8.21.

8.22.

There are no defined guidelines in terms of quantitative standards for Cemeteries and Churchyards. Any standard would be hindered by the
different types of cemetery and churchyard currently encountered, including:
•

Churchyards which are still accepting burials

•

Cemeteries which are still open for burial

•

Churchyards which are redundant

•

Cemeteries which are full

•

Woodland burial.

Any standard would also need to differentiate between the primary purpose of a cemetery or churchyard (i.e. for burial), and its purpose for
informal recreation.
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8.23.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Parks and Gardens is 710 m (approximately a 10-minute walk).

8.24.

This standard must be used in conjunction with quantity standards. These are well in excess of requirement for current and projected populations
for South Bucks. Nevertheless, a map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 8.6.

8.25.

This does show some areas of shortfall in key areas of population. This is particularly the case in Beaconsfield. There are small areas at Town
Hall Gardens, Old Town Gardens and Hall Barn. These are quite small however, and leave the north of the town short of provision, Parks such as
Burnham Beeches, although managed by the Corporation of London, are fully accessible by car, and do compensate for local shortfall. It is
unreasonable to expect open spaces in this designation to be extensively provided for small or isolated populations in rural areas, particularly as
these are often compensated by access to large areas of accessible Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace and countryside.
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Figure 8.6: Accessibility of Parks and Gardens using Fields in Trust walking standards – South Bucks District
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8.26.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Amenity Greenspace is 480 m (approximately a 6-minute walk).

8.27.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 8.7.

8.28.

Most populated areas of the district are reasonably well supplied with Amenity Greenspace. In more urban and suburban areas this typically takes
the form of areas of open space (usually grass areas) often forming part of residential areas. In rural areas, these Amenity Greenspaces can take
the form of a village green. There are some areas which are relatively undersupplied (Denham, Gerrards Cross and north Iver). However, some
communities are much better served.

8.29.

It will be important to build small areas of this type in areas of new development.
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Figure 8.7: Accessibility of Amenity Greenspace using Fields in Trust walking standards – South Bucks District
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PROVISION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
8.30.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Amenity Greenspace is as follows:
•

Local Areas for Play (LAPs) aimed at very young children: 100m;

•

Locally Equipped Areas for Play (LEAPs) aimed at children who can go out to play independently: 400m; and

•

Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (NEAPs) aimed at older children: 1,000m.

8.31.

Maps indicating accessibility are shown as figure 8.9.

8.32.

Of particular concern is a shortfall of provision in Beaconsfield. There is a particular shortfall in terms of access relating to the provision of Local
Areas for Play (minimum activity zone of 100sqm) and Neighbourhood Equipped Areas for Play (minimum activity zone of 1,000sqm).

8.33.

There are standards which have been established by Fields in Trust for new provision. These are shown as table 8.8.
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Table 8.8: Recommended application of quantity benchmark guidelines – Equipped/Designated Play Space

SCALE OF DEVELOPMENT

LOCAL AREA FOR PLAY
(LAP)

LOCALLY EQUIPPED AREA FOR PLAY
(LEAP)

NEIGHBOURHOOD EQUIPPED AREA FOR
PLAY (NEAP)

5-10 DWELLINGS

✓

10-200 DWELLINGS

✓

✓

201-500 DWELLINGS

✓

✓

Contribution

500+ DWELLINGS

✓

✓

✓
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Figure 8.9: Accessibility of Facilities for Children and Young People using Fields in Trust walking standards - LAPs, LEAPs and NEAPs – South Bucks District
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NATURAL AND SEMI-NATURAL GREENSPACE – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
8.34.

The Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Amenity Greenspace is 720 m (approximately a 10-minute walk)

8.35.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 8.10.

8.36.

There is an excellent supply of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace in and around all key settlements in South Bucks. However, it must be
noted that some of the largest areas in this category are only partially accessible to the general public (e.g. Dropmore).

8.37.

Much of this provision is in the form of Accessible Countryside on the Urban Fringe. This includes the Dorney Reach, Colne Valley Country
Park, and significant areas of woodland around Denham and Wexham.
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Figure 8.10: Accessibility of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace using Fields in Trust walking standards – South Bucks District
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ALLOTMENTS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
8.38.

There is no Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Allotments. However, Greater London Authority guidelines for Allotments of local
significance (all in South Bucks are only of local significance in terms of size) indicate a standard of 400 m (approximately a 5-minute walk)

8.39.

GLA standards for accessibility for Allotments and Cemeteries are shown as Table 8.11.

8.40.

A map indicating accessibility is shown as figure 8.12.

8.41.

There is an adequate supply of allotments in the Borough. However, it can be seen that some areas (particularly urban and suburban
communities) are deficient in terms of accessibility using the GLA guidelines.

Table 8.11: GLA accessibility guidelines for Allotments and Cemeteries

OPEN SPACE TYPOLOGY

REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE
(OVER 400 HA)

METROPOLITAN SIGNIFICANCE
(60-400 HA)

DISTRICT SIGNIFICANCE
(20-60 HA)

LOCAL SIGNIFICANCE

ALLOTMENTS

8km

3.2km

1.2km

400m

CEMETERIES

8km

3.2km

1.2km

400m
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Figure 8.12: Accessibility of Allotments using GLA standards – South Bucks District
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CEMETERIES AND CHURCHYARDS – SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
8.42.

There is no Fields in Trust standard for accessibility in relation to Cemeteries and Churchyards for outdoor recreation. However, Greater London
Authority guidelines for Cemeteries and Churchyards of local significance indicate a standard of 400 m (approximately a 5-minute walk) for those
of local significance, and 1.2 km for those of district significance – see Table 8.11. Greenacres Woodland Burial site falls within the latter category,
and although independently managed, it provides extensive woodland amenity space with well interpreted walks over

8.43.

Maps indicating accessibility are shown as figure 8.13.
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Figure 8.13: Accessibility of Cemeteries and Churchyards using GLA standards – South Bucks District
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9.

KEY FINDINGS
CHILTERN DISTRICT

9.1.

There are a number of key findings relating to the quality of sites in the District. The standard of maintenance was uniformly high, particularly in
relation to litter collection and grass cutting. Sites could have been improved generally by making entrances more welcoming and by introducing
informative signage to interpret the District’s interesting heritage and history. Softening of many grass areas with natural meadow and tree planting
would increase their landscape value and enhance biodiversity. Some playgrounds have rubber surfacing which may pose a risk to safety if not
attended to.

9.2.

There is a general shortage of interesting and exciting play space when compared to the national standard. The west of the District needs
additional NEAP provision, more LEAPs should be considered in the Chalfont St Giles area, and more LAPs in and around Chalfont Common. In
addition, more Amenity Greenspace is needed. Public Parks and Gardens are required in some communities, particularly in the south of the
District below Little Chalfont. The District has very healthy quantities of Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace which is accessible to residents and
other visitors. There is a more than adequate supply of Allotments.

SOUTH BUCKS DISTRICT
9.3.

9.4.

Open spaces in the District were clean and well-maintained at the time of audit, particularly Parks and Gardens. Some play sites need new safety
surfacing to avoid risk in future, and some were unconnected to footpaths or vehicle parking, involving a long walk across grass. Signage could be
improved to make open spaces of all types more welcoming, and to create a “sense of place.” More use of tree planting and natural landscaping in
the form of floral or managed grass meadow would improve biodiversity, provide shade, and improve appearance.

There is a very large supply of Parks and Gardens in the District, largely due to sizeable accessible landholdings such as Burnham Beeches and Cliveden.
Amenity Greenspace is also well-provided, with some large open spaces such as Gerrards Cross Common. There is a shortage of play sites, partially owing
to a lack of available informal space (kickabout, picnic areas, etc.). Beaconsfield in particular is deficient. All settlements with the exception of Gerrards Cross
have large quantities and good distribution of accessible Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace. The provision of Allotments is adequate, but borderline by
2036.
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SITES OF SPECIFIC STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE
9.5.

A number of key findings have been ascertained in relation to four specific sites specified by the client in the brief as of specific importance in
relation to informing the emerging Chiltern and South Bucks Local Plan.

9.6.

These sites with key findings are as follows:
•

Wilton Park, Beaconsfield:
Key deficiencies should be addressed to include retention of existing trees of amenity value. Exciting play facilities should be
introduced. Sustainable Urban Drainage System measures should be introduced to reduce flooding. In addition, biodiversity should be
enhanced by the use of floral meadow and informal grassland. Greenways should be introduced to connect Wilton Park with nearby
communities. Finally, good interpretation should be introduced to enhance people’s “sense of place”

•

Academy Site, Stoke Poges:
This site lends itself to the creation of a country park which would be open to the public all year, and providing a wide range of outdoor
recreational facilities. Options should include enhancement of the treescape by strategic planting and management. Better
interpretation and waymarking are also important at this site. Better facilities should include all-weather footpaths and cycleways. It
would also be worth considering the introduction of a “fitness trail” in conjunction with a “green gym” approach operated with the health
partnership. Play facilities could include “green play’” in keeping with the surrounding environment

•

Iver Heath Fields:
If allocated for commercial and residential purposes, any proposed development should be limited so as to allow sufficient space for
outdoor recreational usage. A range of habitats should be used to improve drainage from buildings and enhance biodiversity. Green
corridors should be created through the site to create recreational opportunities, and to reduce pollution from motorised transport. The
existing treescape should be carefully conserved.

9.7.

Each of these sites are examined using the following methodology:
•

Background

•

Situational analysis

•

Consultation

•

Strategic options
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9.8.

Each has been considered individually, and draw on key findings contained in this report. They are reproduced in full in Appendix E.

RATIONALISATION OF EXISTING SITES
9.9.

There is some open space in the District, as identified in this Strategy, which might be more used by local communities if it was of a better quality,
smaller, more defined, or provided a more beneficial amenity. The development of the Local Plan provides the opportunity to address this situation
to benefit local communities.

9.10.

Linked to the development of neighbourhood plans and the proposals therein, and/ or other proposals, there is opportunity for the Council to
consider development of a policy which could see the rationalisation, replacement or potentially the loss of defined public open space to secure a
more beneficial public open space facility albeit on a reduced area. Clearly this concept would need to be in line with/have broad community
support.

9.11.

Such an approach, could, for example, support the redevelopment of a sports field for a mixed residential / public open space proposal which may
be acceptable to the community. Such a proposal would be subject to overcoming the loss of sports pitches, possibly through the opportunity to
develop 3G pitches in the local community on existing sports facilities.

9.12.

This could be a policy approach allowing for the betterment of public open spaces by allowing the rationalisation, replacement or possibly the loss
of open space. i.e. a disused football pitch could be replaced by a 3G pitch to deal with the playing pitch issues.

9.13. It is recommended that the Council develop a policy allowing for the betterment of public open spaces by allowing the rationalisation,
replacement or potentially the loss of defined open space with the material benefit of improving provision. Public Open Space would
still be retained but would be re-designed to better meet and address the needs of the local community.
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10.
10.1

10.2.

ACTION PLAN

The actions outlined in previous sections are included in the Action Plan. This is divided into the following:
•

Short-term actions – within the next three years

•

Medium-term actions – three to five years

•

Long-term actions – up to ten years.

Each action is numbered as follows:
•

“P” numbers (P1; P2; P3, etc.) indicate actions relating to planning issues

•

“S” numbers (S1; S2; S3, etc.) indicate actions relating to service issues

•

There is a section where actions are detailed

•

Resources are indicated either in terms of sources of finance for implementation, or as officer time required for preparation and
implementation

•

The “Progress to Date” and “Review Date” sections are included for the client in order to allow for self-monitoring of progress.
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Table 10.1: Action Plan
SHORT TERM ACTIONS
N O.
ACTIONS

SECTION REF
12.8

RESOURCES REQUIRED
Officer time both within Chiltern
District and South Bucks
EU projects (e.g. Green and Blue
Space Adaptation for Urban Areas
and Eco Towns (GRaBS))

Support proposals for new green corridors
through Local Plan policy either through
future planning proposals or on sites
allocated in the Local Plan.

12.14

Chiltern District and South Bucks
Officer time

P4

Define developer contribution model based
on best practice for improvements to the
quality, quantity and accessibility of open
space through the updating of the Council’s
existing Planning Gain Guide and approach
to calculating developer contributions.

12.31

Chiltern District and South Bucks
Officer time

P5

The national standards set out in this
assessment to be used to protect existing
open spaces and the local standards
identified to be used to calculate provision of
new facilities and spaces. This policy
approach relating to quantity, quality and
accessibility standards to be set out in
adopted Local Plan policy.

12.37

Chiltern District and South Bucks
Officer time

S8

Devise programme
allotment sites

11.28

Chiltern and South Bucks Officer
time and Town/Parish Councils time

P2

Draft Toolkit for enhancement of biodiversity
with colleagues in green space management

P3

of

improvements

to

89

PROGRESS TO DATE

REVIEW DATE

C LASSIFICATION : OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE (COMMRCIAL)
S OUTH B UCKS AND C HILTERN J OINT O PEN S PACE S TUDY
MEDIUM TERM ACTIONS
N O.
ACTIONS
P8
Assist Town and Parish Councils in
conducting an appraisal of current and future
demand for allotment plots throughout the
Districts and adopt measures to acquire
additional allotment land to meet future
demand if necessary.

SECTION REF
12.44

RESOURCES
PROGRESS TO DATE
Chiltern and South Bucks Officer
time/Town and Parish Councils/
Consultants
Grant funding through Town and
Parish Councils

S2

Build an “iplay” playground, or introduce to an
existing playground, and analyse usage.

11.4

Capital funding/
Sponsorship/
Developer contributions of £30K

S4

Renovate existing playgrounds, or build new
“green play” area and assess

11.13

Capital funding/ Grant
Developer contributions

S5

Develop programme for introduction or
replacement of information signage, including
QR codes, in open spaces

11.16

Grant funding through Town and
Parish Councils

P2
S6

Selectively introduce areas
landscape to open spaces

12.8: 11.22

Revenue funding

of

natural
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LONG TERM ACTIONS
N O.
ACTIONS
P1
Have regard to existing Landscape Character
Assessments for all countryside areas when
appropriate.
P4/5/6

Meet quantitative shortfall of open space:
•

•

•

P6

SECTION REF
12.22

RESOURCES
PROGRESS TO DATE
Chiltern and South Bucks Officer
time

12.31; 12.37;
12.41

Developer funding

12.41

S Chiltern and South Bucks Officer
time/Town and Parish Council
Councils/Consultants
Capital funding

Provide Park and Gardens provision in
south of Chiltern District by upgrading
facilities in other types of open space
Provide Amenity Greenspace as required
in areas where this is deficient,
particularly in Chiltern District
Expand the size of Facilities for Young
People and Children to allow more space
for informal play

Conduct a strategic options appraisal of the
provision of burial space throughout the
District and adopt measures to increase the
general availability (see also P4 above) of
burial space in accordance with strategic
appraisal
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