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Parks and gardens 

Definition 

5.1 This type of open space includes urban parks, formal gardens and country parks that 
provide opportunities for various informal recreation and community events, within 
settlement boundaries. 

5.2 This typology also has many wider benefits as supported by the site assessments. 
Parks provide a sense of place for the local community, help to address any social 
inclusion issues within wider society and also provide some form of structural and 
landscaping benefits to the surrounding local area. They also frequently offer 
ecological benefits, particularly in more urban areas. 

Picture 5.1 – Fermyn Woods Country Park 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Strategic context and consultation 

5.3 A national survey commissioned by Sport England, the Countryside Agency and 
English Heritage was undertaken during 2003, studying the provision of parks within 
England. The aims of the survey were to establish: 

• how many adults in England use parks? 

• what activities people take part in when visiting parks? 

• the reasons why people visit particular parks 

• the levels of satisfaction with the amenities on offer 

• why non-users do not use parks? 
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5.4 The definition of a park used in the survey was very broad and included both formal 
provision such as town parks, country parks, recreation grounds and also less formal 
provision such as village greens and common land. 

5.5 The findings of the study were: 

• just under two thirds of adults in England had visited a public park during the 
previous 12 months 

• there is a distinct bias in the use of parks by social groups, with almost three 
quarters of adults from the higher social group visiting a park compared with 
only half of those from the lower social group 

• people from black and ethnic minority communities also have relatively low 
participation as well as those adults with a disability 

• over 8 in 10 adults who had used a park in the previous 12 months did so at 
least once a month during the spring and summer with almost two thirds 
visiting a park at least once a week, and women tended to visit parks more 
often than men 

• it is estimated that the 24.3 million adults who use parks make approximately 
1.2 billion visits to parks during the spring and summer months and 600 
million visits during the autumn and winter months – a total of 1.8 billion visits 
a year 

• the most popular type of park visited was an urban or city park.  

5.6 The importance of the provision of parks and contributions, and the contributions 
these sites can make to the wider agenda is clear in the Sub Regional Strategy. 
Policy 3 of this document highlights the requirement to improve access to green 
spaces in order to increase the use of sites for formal and informal recreation and 
education purposes. The strategy calls for the implementation of the plans for a 
Regional Park in the River Nene Valley. This would play a strategic role as a regional 
Park for residents of East Northamptonshire. 

Consultation 

5.7 The majority of people responding to the household survey indicated that parks and 
gardens are important (91%), ranking them as the second most important type of 
open space from the perspective of local residents.   

5.8 More respondents to the household questionnaire, stated that there is about 
right/more than enough provision than those who felt there is not enough provision. 
The value and importance placed upon parks was reflected in the household survey, 
with many respondents keen to ensure that parks would be protected in the face of 
new development.  

5.9 While 35% of users of parks indicated that they do not experience any problems, 
there were perceived to be minor problems relating to vandalism, graffiti, litter 
problems and dog fouling in some areas. Unofficial use of motorcycles within parks 
and other open spaces was highlighted a key issue, influencing both the quality of 
the park and the perceived sense of security of those within it.  

• many of the most frequently used open space sites identified through the 
consultations fall under the parks and gardens category including Barnwell 
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Country Park, Jubilee Park and Hall Park. These are well used and highly 
valued sites and both Hall Park and Barnwell Park were highlighted at the 
drop in sessions as an example of good practice. Although Jubilee Park is a 
well used site, it is perceived to suffer with dog fouling. 

Current position 

5.10 Barnwell Country Park has been awarded green flag award status, national 
recognition of the quality of the park. The park has been developed from abandoned 
gravel workings and is now a peaceful mixture of lakes, riverside, meadows and 
marshland. This site should be considered as a site of good practice and is a useful 
quality benchmark for parks and gardens within East Northamptonshire. 

5.11 Many of the parks in the district contain a variety of amenities, including provision for 
young people and outdoor sports facilities, and therefore fulfil a variety of functions, 
providing a valuable asset to the community. In addition to the larger scale parks 
located around East Northamptonshire, there are a number of smaller scale parks 
which serve local residents and are very highly valued. 

Setting provision standards 

5.12 In setting local standards for Parks and Gardens there is a need to take into account 
any national or local standards, current provision, other Local Authority standards for 
appropriate comparison, site assessments and consultation on local needs. Full 
justifications for the local standards are provided within Appendix K, L and M. 

Quantity 

5.13 The audit of parks and gardens shows there is 47.03 hectares of parks and gardens 
in total across East Northamptonshire.  This includes the two largest sites Fermyn 
Woods Country Park in the rural area and Rushden Hall Park in the South Urban 
area, both of which are over 10 hectares in size. 

5.14 The current provision of parks and gardens per 1,000 
population therefore equates to 0.58 ha.   

5.15 There are no definitive national or local standards for the 
quantitative provision of parks and gardens. 

5.16 The responses from the household questionnaire suggest 
that the majority of respondents (59%) feel that provision is 
'about right' for this type of open space, an opinion that is consistent across all four 
analysis areas. Respondents to the survey suggest that the parks and gardens within 
East Northamptonshire are valued and it is suggested that the level of provision is 
about right because they are well-maintained and good quality. The household 
survey indicated that parks were used on a daily basis by 30% of residents. 

5.17 Qualitative comments made by respondents of the household survey indicated that 
there is a general perception that there is sufficient provision of parks and gardens 
given the space available and the size of the population. The main concerns for the 
18% of respondents stating that provision was insufficient surrounded the amount of 
new housing development and land being lost. Additionally, locational deficiencies 
were highlighted, and some comments were made regarding quality and access. 

5.18 Residents of both Rushden and Oundle attending the drop in sessions reinforced the 
value of parks with residents of Rushden in particular feeling they were well served in 

RECOMMENDED 
LOCAL 

STANDARD 
 
0.6 ha per 1,000 

population 
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terms of the quantity of provision. This was the general theme throughout the 
consultation and the existing parks and gardens appear well used.  Sites of 
importance include Barnwell Country Park, Hall Park (Rushden) and Jubilee Park - 
these were the most used parks in the area according to the household survey and 
were frequently mentioned at the drop in sessions as well used sites and examples 
of good practice.  

5.19 The pocket parks initiative appears a valued concept and people living in these areas 
benefit greatly from this localised provision. As these parks tend to be natural open 
spaces they have been classified under the PPG17 typology of natural and semi 
natural, however it is important that they are recognised in conjunction with the parks 
and gardens provision. The Pocket Parks scheme is a key element of the “Fit For 
Leisure” delivery programme. 

5.20 It can therefore be summarised from consultation that overall, the perception is that 
the current level of provision is about right, and parks and gardens are highly valued 
assets, although there are some locational deficiencies. 

5.21 Given that there is an overall consensus that provision is about right across the 
authority, a standard of 0.60 has been set, which reflects the current level of 
provision and the locational deficiencies where appropriate. Maintaining the current 
level of provision enables the continuation of a focus on quality and ensures that 
people continue to value the parks and gardens within East Northamptonshire. It is 
important to maintain this level of provision in the face of new development, therefore 
as the population increases it is likely that new provision will be required to meet this 
standard. 

5.22 It is important that this standard is considered on an authority wide level and is 
considered in conjunction with access to parks and gardens and the local pocket 
parks. It must also be recognised that some of the larger parks and gardens serve 
more than just their immediate locality and residents will travel to reach these sites. 
The development of a Regional Park in the River Nene Valley (as outlined in the sub 
regional strategy) would further complement the local provision of parks and 
gardens).  

Quality 

5.23 The Green Flag Criteria provides a nationally recognised benchmark for the quality of 
parks and gardens. The key criteria include a welcoming facility, healthy, safe and 
secure environment. There are no existing local quality standards although the 
grounds maintenance contractors work towards an output specification designed to 
ensure high quality maintenance across the parks and gardens in East 
Northamptonshire. The provision of a cleaner environment is a key theme in the Best 
Value Performance Plan, further reinforcing the desire for high quality provision. 

5.24 The Green Flag Criteria provides a nationally recognised benchmark for the quality of 
parks and gardens. The key criteria include a welcoming facility, healthy, safe and 
secure environment.  

5.25 The overall quality of parks and gardens across East Northants is considered to be 
good, with only one site (Brook Street Park in Raunds Site ID 8) scoring below 60% 
and all sites considered average or above. In terms of quality, the highest rated parks 
and gardens were Barnwell Country Park (Site ID 784) with 86% and Rushden Hall 
Park (Site ID 203).  
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5.26 The parks and gardens provide a number of wider benefits, particularly amenity 
benefits and social and health benefits. 20 parks and gardens across East 
Northamptonshire were perceived to have ecological benefits. 

5.27 The main focus for concern is the provision of ancillary facilities, with four parks and 
gardens in the south urban area rated as very poor and one in both Oundle and the 
rural area considered poor. Only one site was considered to be poor in terms of 
cleanliness and maintenance – Brook Street Park in Raunds (Site ID 8) which had a 
significant amount of litter and vandalism at the time of the site visit. Cleanliness and 
maintenance at the majority of other sites across East Northamptonshire was 
considered good. 

5.28 The public perception of parks is very positive and there are a number of parks 
perceived to be of very good quality by local residents, particularly Barnwell Country 
Park and Hall Park. The general cleanliness and maintenance was considered to be 
good on the whole, although numerous issues with anti social behaviour at parks 
were highlighted in Rushden which were perceived to distract from the overall value 
of the sites. 

5.29 36% of respondents to the household questionnaire indicated that there are no 
problems within the parks they visit with anti social behaviour. This contrasts with 
24% feeling there is no litter, 26% no problem with dog fouling and 28% no 
vandalism. Staff on site were considered to be the most appropriate mechanism for 
improving security of parks and gardens (18%) along with adequate lighting (17%) 
and CCTV (15%). The reputation of the open space site is also considered to be 
crucial if people are to feel secure. 

5.30 The household survey highlights that the highest rated aspiration for parks and 
gardens is for them to be clean 
and litter free, well kept and to 
provide a variety of facilities 
including provision for children 
and flowers and shrubs and an 
appropriate mix of natural and 
ancillary facilities. It is 
important that local community 
aspirations form the basis of 
the local standards. A 
suggested Quality Vision 
standard for parks and 
gardens should therefore 
include elements of these 
aspirations to meet the needs of the public, and also other local and national 
standards.  The vision incorporates the aspirations of the Green Flag Award criteria 
and public aspirations.   

5.31 The standard has been formulated to ensure that park provision is sustainable and 
achievable and incorporates East Northamptonshire Council priorities of providing a 
safer and cleaner environment. As there is no local quality standard for Parks and 
Gardens in East Northamptonshire it is essential that the Council start working 
towards a quality standard both to improve provision across the authority, and to 
maintain the perceived existing high standard of provision.   

5.32 The recommended local standard provides the vision for any new provision and also 
a benchmark for existing parks to achieve in terms of enhancement.  Appendix N 

QUALITY VISION 
 

“A welcoming and well kept clean and litter free 
park providing a range of leisure, recreational and 
enriched play opportunities for all ages, varied and 
well-kept vegetation including flowers, trees and 

shrubs. This should be combined with natural areas 
and appropriate ancillary accommodation (including 
toilets, benches and litter bins). Good signage both 

to and within the park should be ensured and a 
warden presence at larger sites should be 

considered.” 
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highlights the links between the quality vision and the site assessments that have 
been undertaken for parks and gardens, converting the key factors of the vision into 
an expected score against the site assessment matrix used and consequently 
providing a minimum quality benchmark. It is important to set a benchmark indicator 
against which the comparative quality of parks and gardens within East 
Northamptonshire can be assessed. This standard can also serve to guide 
improvement programmes by aiming to achieve quality threshold score at all sites.   

5.33 For parks and gardens the key points that link the quality vision and site 
assessments are the provision of a welcoming clean and litter free site, appropriate 
lighting, incorporating an increased warden presence, varied and well-kept 
vegetation, good signage and appropriate ancillary accommodation (including 
benches, toilets and litter bins).   

5.34 The quality site assessments are divided into sub categories and an expected score 
is assigned against each (shown in brackets). The full methodology is explained in 
appendix N: 

• cleanliness and maintenance (5) 

• safety and security (4) 

• vegetation (4) 

• ancillary accommodation (4) 

5.35 This provides a quality vision percentage of 86% which is intended as an aspirational 
benchmark for the parks and gardens in East Northamptonshire.  

Accessibility 

5.36 With regards to accessibility there are also no definitive national or local standards. 

5.37 Site access was considered to be poorer than quality, with eight sites scoring below 
60% with provision of information and signage as the access factor that rated the 
poorest.  The most accessible sites were considered to be Barnwell Country Park 
(Site ID 784) and Fettledrive Road Park (Site ID 327). 

5.38 From the consultation and household survey, of those residents who selected parks 
and gardens as the type of open space they used most, 96% were either very 
satisfied or satisfied with the visibility of the site entrance 
while 93% were either very satisfied or satisfied with 
access on foot. The main areas of concern focused on the 
accessibility of sites by public transport. Although site visits 
highlighted that the largest area of weakness was the 
provision of information and signage, 76% of respondents 
were either satisfied or very satisfied with this element of 
provision.  

5.39 Based on the household survey the general perception is 
that a travel time of between 10 to 15 minutes is 
reasonable and the majority of people (76%) indicated that 
they preferred to walk rather than drive to parks and gardens.  

5.40 Over half the young people responding to the IT Young people survey use parks 
most frequently and generally walk (65%) for usually less than 10 minutes (72%). 

RECOMMENDED 
LOCAL 

STANDARD 
 

15 minute walk 
 

(720m) 
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Easy access to the site was one of the most popular reasons for using this type of 
open space. 

5.41 The 75% threshold level as advocated by PPG17 guidance is 15 minutes (walk time) 
across the authority as a whole.  Supporting this notion is the breakdown of analysis 
areas, where the 75% level is 15 minutes for 3 out of the 4 analysis areas. The most 
common (mode) travel time has been calculated as a 10 minute walk time. 38% of 
people who use parks and gardens most frequently currently walk between 5-10 
minutes and the cumulative number of people walking up to 15 minutes is 194 people 
(88%).  

5.42 The standard is set in line with the 75% threshold level and 3 out of the 4 analysis 
areas also have a 75% level of 15 minutes, as such it is appropriate to set a standard 
of 15 minutes (720m). A 15 minute travel time will ensure that the rural nature of East 
Northamptonshire is taken into account, however careful application of this standard 
will be considered when assessing any deficiencies, as it is difficult to justify having 
formal parks and gardens in every rural area. It is however important that this 
standard is achieved in the more urban areas and access is improved where possible 
to areas that are deficient in the rural villages.  This standard is in line with other local 
authorities and there are no national standards for this typology. 

5.43 A straight-line distance, of 720m has been used rather than the pedestrian distance 
of 1200m.  This is based on calculated average walking distances and uses a 
factoring reduction of 40% to account for the fact that people do not walk in a straight 
line to access their open space facilities.  This 40% factoring is based on the National 
Playing Fields Association Six Acre Standard (See Table 3, page 25 of NPFA Six 
Acre Standard), which has been worked out from a trial of 4 – 14 year olds and the 
distance they travelled. 

Applying provision standards – identifying geographical areas 

5.44 In order to identify geographical areas of importance and those areas with required 
local needs we apply both the quantity and accessibility standards together. The 
quantity standards enable the identification of areas that do not meet the minimum 
provision standards while the accessibility standards will help to determine where 
those deficiencies are of high importance.  Applying the standards together is a much 
more meaningful method of analysis than applying the standards separately and 
helps with the prioritisation of sites. 

5.45 Overall, the geographical distribution of parks and gardens across East 
Northamptonshire is varied and often clustered. Much of the district is rural in nature, 
with small, scattered settlements. Although residents of many of these settlements 
currently lie outside of a catchment for parks and gardens, as can be seen in map 5.1 
overleaf, it is important to consider this in the context of appropriate provision. It 
would be perhaps inappropriate to provide a park and garden for residents in each 
small village, particularly as these areas are particularly rich in terms of nearby 
countryside. The pocket parks initiative is fundamental in providing localised parks for 
small rural communities.
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Map 5.1 – quantity and accessibility standards applied to parks and gardens 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

East Northamptonshire Council License No 100019072. (2005) 
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5.46 It is important not to ignore the significance of the larger parks within East 
Northamptonshire which attract visitors from a much wider distance than the 15 
minute walk. These sites of wider significance address some of the accessibility 
deficiencies with East Northamptonshire and include Fermyn Country Park (Site ID 
1974) and Barnwell Country Park. 

5.47 The rural area is the only area where current levels of provision exceed the 
recommended local quantitative standard, however when applying the accessibility 
catchments it is apparent that there are a number of small villages outside of the 
recommended catchment area for a park and garden. As highlighted above, it has 
been recognised both during consultation and throughout the standard setting 
process that it is difficult to justify providing a park in every village and that other 
types of open space can accommodate the needs of these residents. The majority of 
pocket parks are currently located within rural settlements. These natural parks 
provide alternatives to formal parks and gardens provision. There are several pocket 
parks within the rural area including Warmington, Nassington, Brigstock and 
Thurning. 

5.48 Areas of the rural area which lie outside the catchment are visible in map 5.2 below. 
Kings Cliffe is a larger settlement that stands out from the other smaller settlements 
in the rural area at the top of the district, much of which is outside of the 
recommended catchment for a park and garden. There is also a string of 
neighbouring settlements to the South East which outside the catchment area.  The 
accessibility deficiency of parks and gardens within this area reinforces the 
importance of provision of other types of open space and the need to facilitate 
access to nearby open countryside. Although Kings Cliffe lies outside the catchment 
area for parks and gardens, there are two pocket parks in the village (classified under 
the natural and semi natural typology). Development of a new park should therefore 
not be prioritised in this area. 

Map 5.2 – Section of the rural analysis area outside the recommended 
accessibility catchment for parks and gardens  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.49 Provision is below the minimum standard within all of the more urban areas of 
Oundle, Thrapston and South Urban. Despite this, it is evident that the majority of 

East Northamptonshire Council License No 100019072. (2005) 
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Warmington 

East Northamptonshire Council License No 100019072. (2005) 
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residents within these areas are well served, and fall within the recommended 15 
minute walk catchment.  

5.50 The largest quantitative deficiency is located in the South Urban area. Additionally, 
there are several areas where residents are located outside the catchment, 
particularly on the western side of the area. Areas outside of the recommended 
catchment of a park and garden can be seen in map 5.1 on the previous page, and 
viewed in more detail in map 5.3 and 5.4 overleaf.  
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Map 5.3 – Accessibility Deficiencies in the South Urban Area 
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Map 5.4 - Areas outside the recommended accessibility catchment – South 
West Irthlingborough and Rushden 
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5.51 As can be seen in Map 5.4, areas of Rushden and South West Irthlingborough fall 
outside of the catchment for parks and gardens. As there are identified quantitative 
deficiencies and an accessibility deficiency, these areas should be considered priority 
for new development of formal parks and gardens within the South Urban Area. 
There are however quantitative deficiencies in all typologies within the South Urban 
Area therefore even where residents are within the accessibility catchment for other 
types of open space, careful consideration should be given before any redesignation 
is considered.  

5.52 The area outside the catchment within Irthlingborough contains a large natural and 
semi natural open space site (Site ID 102, Natural Area off Thomas Flawn Road). 
This is currently an informal space, however there may be opportunities to address 
deficiencies of parks within this area by formalising this space to ensure it serves a 
secondary function of a park. The presence of this site however ensures that 
residents of this area are not without green space. 

5.53 Heats Green (Site ID 247) and Melloway Road Green (Site ID 248) are centrally 
located in the area of Rushden without access to parks and gardens. Both of these 
areas are currently classified as amenity green space but serve the same catchment 
area as they are located almost adjacent to each other. Although these are both 
small sites within limited facility, there is therefore potential to consider formalising 
one of these sites to develop a local park / garden to meet the identified deficiency. 

5.54 As shown in map 5.5 below, the village of Stanwick, situated within the South Urban 
area is also located entirely outside of the recommended catchment for parks and 
gardens. Cleborne Close Amenity Green Space (Site ID 681) offers an informal 
recreation opportunity for the village. Alternatively, there are two natural and semi 
natural sites within Stanwick which are currently considered poor in terms of quality 
and accessibility (Site IDs 751 and 749). These sites are currently of low value and 
the primary purpose should therefore be considered. It may appropriate to formalise 
one of these sites to address the shortfall in parks provision. 
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Map 5.5 – the village of Stanwick located outside the catchment area for parks 
and gardens 
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5.55 As can be seen overleaf, although there is a small quantitative deficiency within 
Thrapston of parks and gardens, almost all residents are within the recommended 
catchment of a park and gardens, with the exception of residents living at the 
extreme northern tip of the settlement. Thrapston is therefore not a priority for the 
development of parks and gardens at this time. 

Map 5.6 – Thrapston analysis area overlaid with the local accessibility standard 
for parks and gardens 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.56 In a similar vein to Thrapston, the majority of residents of Oundle are within the 
accepted catchment of parks and gardens, with the exception of those residents 
living at the northern edge of the town. This area is also deficient in accessibility 
terms in amenity green space with Glapthorn Road Green (Site ID 132) being the 
only amenity space in the vicinity. This site does not serve all residents as amenity 
green space site, but would entice residents from further affield if designated as a 
park and garden. Consideration should therefore be given to new provision in this 
area, or alternatively to formalising this Glapthorn Road Site enabling it to perform a 
dual role as a park and amenity green space site. Current amenity green space 
provision in Oundle exceeds the minimum standard.  

East Northamptonshire Council License No 100019072. (2005) 
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Quality Benchmarking 

5.57 The application of the quality benchmarking standard (set at a score of 86% on the 
site assessment for parks and gardens) provides an indication of the desired level of 
quality at each sites and enables the comparison of sites across the authority. As 
described in appendix N, it highlights sites which currently meet the visionary 
standard, and those sites falling significantly below and consequently where 
improvement is required. A full list of site scores can be found in appendix N. The 
highest and lowest scoring sites are highlighted in figure 5.2 below. 

5.58 Figure 5.2 sites above and below the benchmark quality indicator 
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Value assessment – identifying specific sites 

5.59 Consultation highlights that the majority of parks and gardens across East 
Northamptonshire are used regularly by residents. Only 9% of people responding to 
the household survey never use parks, and 40% use them a minimum of once a 
week.  

5.60 Rushden Hall Park (Site ID 203), Barnwell Country Park (Site ID 784) Fermyn Woods 
Country Park (Site ID 1974), Jubilee Park (Site ID 317)and Thrapston Memorial 

86% 
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Garden (Site ID 23) were frequently highlighted as well used sites and therefore have 
a high value.  

5.61 Most sites that have a high level of use would normally have a good or very good 
quality and accessibility rating. Most sites with a low level of use would have an 
average or poor quality and accessibility rating. This is because the factors are 
related and interlinked. No sites within East Northamptonshire have been highlighted 
as sustaining low usage. 

5.62 A number of sites scored highly in terms of both quality and accessibility (over 70%) 
and should therefore be protected. These sites also offer a range of wider benefits 
and include: 

• Barnwell Country Park (Site ID 784) 

• Rushden Hall Park (Site ID 203) 

• Thrapston Memorial Park (Site ID 23) 

• Fettledrive Park, Irthlingborough (Site ID 327). 

5.63 The relationship between quality and accessibility of sites is clear, with those sites 
achieving high scores on the quality benchmark system also considered to be 
accessible, however there are no sites within the parks and gardens rated as poor in 
terms of either quality or accessibility. Ennerdale Park, Rushden (Site ID 310) 
achieves a score of only 40% in terms of accessibility despite achieving 60% on 
quality. Increasing the access to this site may therefore enhance the usage. Similarly, 
Chichele College Garden, Higham Ferrers (Site ID 163) has restricted accessibility 
(30%) so the value of this site to the public is limited, despite the high quality of the 
facility. 

5.64 If any sites are discovered to have low usage, an investigation into the reasons 
behind this should be undertaken, and given the overall good quality and accessibility 
of parks and gardens, consideration should be given to whether the designation of 
the site as a park and garden is appropriate. 

Summary 

5.65 Consultation highlights the perceived importance of parks and gardens to local 
residents, and provides an evidence base that parks are used on a regular basis. 

5.66 Overall, parks and gardens within East Northamptonshire are of good quality and are 
generally accessible. Barnwell Country Park has achieved a Green Flag award and 
should be considered to be an example of good practice. Both Barnwell Country Park 
and Rushden Hall Park achieve the quality vision score that has been established 
(set at 86% for parks and gardens) and a further three parks are close to attaining 
this score. There are no sites falling within the poor category, echoing the public 
perception that there is a good level of provision. 

5.67 Despite extensive provision of parks and gardens within both rural and urban areas, 
as a result of the large geographical area covered by East Northamptonshire, the 
application of the recommended accessibility standard (15 minute walk) and the 
quantitative standard (0.6) there are a number of deficiencies evident, specifically 
located in the Northern area of Oundle, the western fringe of the south urban area 
and the eastern tip of Thrapston in addition to the rural area. Given the deficiencies 
of other typologies, particularly in the South Urban area, consideration should be 
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given to formalising other open space sites enabling them to perform the secondary 
role of a park and garden. Recommendation PG8 below highlights the areas where 
these deficiencies should be prioritised. 

Recommendations 

PG1 Produce an action plan for the protection, development and 
improvement of parks and gardens within East Northamptonshire, 
prioritising those areas outlined in the specific recommendations 
below. This should include realistic actions with an indicative timeframe 
and should involve all partners and providers.  

 

PG2 Consider simultaneously working towards the green flag awards for 
parks – a national benchmark of quality which Barnwell Country Park 
has already achieved. The main areas of improvement for parks and 
gardens should include toilets, lighting, parking, information and 
signage and pathways. Consideration should also be given to 
naturalising small areas of park, in order to provide natural areas and 
address deficiencies in other typologies. 

PG3 Consider to support the development of the Nene Valley Regional 
Park. 

PG4 The function of the pocket parks in rural areas should embrace formal 
areas for play and seating to encapsulate the park function within its 
multi functional nature, where appropriate. 

PG5 The pocket parks initiative has a vitally important role to play in the 
provision of parks and gardens particularly in the rural area. This 
scheme provides local amenities and ensures that all residents have 
access to parks. Where possible, the provision of one pocket park in 
each rural community should be considered. 

PG6 Promote community involvement and ownership at parks and gardens 
sites, including the implementation of friends groups and promote the 
development of partnerships. This has proved particularly successful 
as part of the pocket parks initiative. 

PG7 Protect and enhance the existing provision of parks and gardens within 
both the urban and rural area. Parks of particular value include: 

Barnwell Country Park (Site ID 784) 

Rushden Hall Park (Site ID 203) 

Thrapston Memorial Park (Site ID 23) 

Fettledrive Park, Irthlingborough (Site ID 327) 

Fermyn Woods Country Park (Site ID 1974) 

PG8 Address the key areas of deficiency including: 

South West Irthlingborough – opportunities to formalise the small 
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natural area off Thomas Flawn Road (Site ID 102) to provide a dual 
function 

Rushden - consider the appropriateness of formalising Heats Green 
(Site ID 247) or Melloway Road Green (Site ID 248) in order to address 
the deficiency in the western side of Rushden 

Stanwick – Cleborne Amenity Green Space (Site ID 681) should be 
formalised to offer a more formal recreation opportunity for the village. 

PG9 Continue to support the provision of new parkland in areas of major 
growth. 

PG10 Outside areas of deficiency, focus on the existing provision of parks 
and gardens and pocket parks to ensure formalised facilities (play 
areas, benches, pathways) are available where appropriate. 

PG11 Seek to achieve the 86% quality aspiration for all parks and gardens. 

PG12 Consider Barnwell Park as a good practice site. 

PG13 Prioritise quality and access improvements to those sites that currently 
score lowest, Ennerdale Road Park (quality and access), Chichele 
College Garden (access) 

 


