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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
 This Open Space Monitoring Report forms part of the evidence base for the draft 

Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038. A full survey was undertaken during 2016-17 and 
this work was refreshed during 2020/21 taking into account new information relating to 
the preparation of the draft Local Plan and provides the opportunity to update key 
changes that have occurred relating to open space provision since the last Report was 
published in 2014. A further refresh was undertaken in 2021 and takes into account the 
latest 2020- based Small Area Population Forecasts for 2021 published by Hampshire 
County Council. The main considerations and findings of this Report are given below: 

 

 Open spaces have a vital role in enhancing the quality of life for residents, workers and 
visitors. The COVID-19 pandemic has keenly demonstrated the importance of access to 
open space for all. The Borough’s network of open spaces from strategic open spaces 
such as the Alver Valley Country Park, Browndown and the seafronts of Stokes Bay and 
Lee-on-the-Solent to localised spaces such as parks, gardens, allotments and children’s 
play, proved invaluable to residents during the pandemic restrictions. 

 

 The Report highlights the need to protect existing open spaces and provides justification 
for the need to collect Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) funding and S106 developer 
contributions where these are appropriate in order to enhance open space provision 
where this cannot be made on site. 

 

 The Report considers the role of green infrastructure and accessible natural greenspace 
standards (ANGSt) in providing a high-quality network of open space. 

 

 Over a third of open spaces are considered to be of High-Quality/Value with the quality 
and value of open spaces therefore has continued to improve since the 2014 survey 
with a small percentage increase from 37.9% in 2014 to 38.9%. 

 

 The proportion of allotments judged to be of high-quality and high-value remains 
unchanged to that recorded within the 2014 Report. Latest waiting list figures from April 
2021 show that the numbers on the waiting list for Gosport Borough Council owned 
allotment plots have increased since April 2014 and remains high demonstrating a 
continued demand for allotment plots within the Borough. 

 

 The latest accessibility work which takes into account overall quality and functionality 
and shows most parts of the Borough are within an 800 metre catchment distance of 
high quality conventional play equipment.   

 

 The re-provision of facilities at the Gosport Leisure Park, the new splash parks at 
Stokes Bay and Lee-on-the-Solent and the new play areas at the Alver Valley Country 
Park (east and western gateways) has significantly improved the coverage of provision 
and the overall quality of facilities across the Borough. 

 

 The analysis shows that most parts of the Borough are within a 400 and 800 metre 
catchment distances of medium or high quality parks and gardens. There are further 
opportunities to secure additional provision for parks and gardens in the Borough for 
example the proposed Captains Park and Garden at Daedalus and at Royal Haslar 
Hospital will add to the provision of high quality, accessible parks and gardens 
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION  

 

1.1 This Report sets out the findings of a new survey of the Borough’s open spaces was 
carried out over 2016/17. However supplemental surveys have been carried out as new 
information has become available since the baseline survey was carried out. In 
accordance with national planning policy for open spaces as set out in the National 
Planning Policy Framework, this document provides a robust and up to date evidence 
base. It provides updates on existing sites where significant changes have occurred. It 
also includes information on open spaces that are included in the adopted Gosport 
Borough Local Plan 2011-2029 (GBLP) and proposed changes in the draft Gosport 
Borough Local Plan 2038 (GBLP 2038). 

 
1.2 The Report reaffirms the Borough Council’s view that open spaces have a vital role in 

enhancing the quality of life for residents, workers and visitors. Open spaces offer 
opportunities to carry out activities that can promote healthy living and help prevent 
illness. This is important as people who have a physically active lifestyle have a 20-35% 
lower risk of cardiovascular disease, coronary heart disease and stroke compared to 
those who have a sedentary lifestyle1. 

 
1.3 Generally, the health of people in Gosport Borough has improved over the last 20 years, 

but not as fast as in Hampshire or England. The Borough is identified by Public Health 
England as experiencing significant health inequalities, especially when compared to 
the rest of Hampshire. Government statistics show that in 2018/19, 25.7% of reception 
year children, 34.3% of year 6 children, and 71.3% of adults were overweight or obese, 
significantly above the average for Hampshire and England2. A high prevalence of 
excess weight and obesity results in the Borough’s residents being more likely to die 
prematurely from diseases linked to obesity. Residents also have a lower life 
expectancy when compared to all Hampshire districts. 

1.4  As Public Health England identifies, on average people who live in Gosport Borough do 
not live as long as people in other areas of Hampshire and spend more of their lives 
suffering from ill-health or disabilities. While open spaces alone will not solve these 
marked inequalities, the provision of safe, accessible and attractive open spaces can 
make an important contribution. The provision of pleasant areas that encourage people 
to participate in physical activities, including play and sports facilities and other informal 
pursuits can assist in improving people’s health and quality of life. 

1.5   The full range of health data for the Borough can be found in the Gosport Profile online:  
www.gosport.gov.uk/gosportprofile. To view the latest interactive Gosport Local 
Authority Health Profile from Public Health England search ‘Gosport’ on the following 
site: https://fingertips.phe.org.uk/profile/health-profiles  

1.6 In addition to recreation purposes, open space can serve a number of other important 
functions including enhancing the visual attractiveness of the built environment and 
creating a sense of place. They can also have an important social function and can be a 
place for relaxation and provide a venue for community events. Open spaces are 
central to the role and provision of the wider green infrastructure network and perform a 
number of environmental functions such as providing a habitat for plants and animals, 
the amelioration of air, water and noise pollution as well as lessening the impacts of 
climate change by providing shade and areas that retain flood water.  

 
1.7 This Report builds on previous assessments of the Borough’s open spaces undertaken 

by the Borough Council (i.e. 1996, 2002, 2004, 2010, 2012 and 2014) and has been 

                                            
1
 Public Health England (Indicator 93014 description), available from: http://fingertips.phe.org.uk  

2
 Public Health England (National Child Measurement Programme and Active Lives Survey, Sport England) 

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/gosportprofile
https://fingertips.phe.org.uk/profile/health-profiles
http://fingertips.phe.org.uk/
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prepared in accordance with the policies of the National Planning Policy Framework 
(2021) and the latest iteration of the Planning Practice Guidance. The results of this 
Report also continue to take into account qualitative and quantitative issues as advised 
by the Government’s Assessing Needs and Opportunities Companion Guide3. The 
typology of open spaces outlined in the Government’s Assessing Needs and 
Opportunities Companion Guide publication has been used and is included in Table 1. 

 
Table 1: Open Space Typology 

Type of Open Space Primary Purpose (Summary) 

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

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces Wildlife conservation, biodiversity and 
environmental education and awareness. 
 

Green Corridors Walking, cycling or horse riding, whether for leisure 
purposes or travel, and opportunities for wildlife 
migration. 
 

Outdoor Sports Facilities Participation in outdoor sports, such as pitch sports, 
tennis, bowls or athletics. 
  

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

Provision for Children and Young 
People 

Areas designed primarily for play and social 
interaction involving children, such as equipped play 
areas, ball courts, skateboard areas and teenage 
shelters. 
 

Allotments, Community Garden, Urban 
Farm 

Opportunities for people to socialise and grow their 
own produce. 
 

Cemeteries, Church Yards and similar 
space 

Quiet contemplation and burial of the dead, often 
linked with the promotion of wildlife conservation. 
 

Civic Space Providing a setting for civic buildings and community 
events. 
 

Source: Assessing Needs and Opportunities: A Companion Guide to the Former PPG17: Open Space 

 
1.8 In respect of the content of this Report, Section 2 provides an overview of the current 

planning policy framework relating to open space as well as background information 
regarding a number of Borough Council documents that influence decisions on open 
space. Section 3 provides an assessment of local open space needs. 

 
1.9 Section 4 contains an overview of the methodology of the Open Space Audit. Section 5 

includes the main results of the Audit. Appendix 1 contains a ward by ward breakdown 
of open space provision and details of forthcoming proposals and identified needs and 
deficiencies.  

 
1.10 A detailed assessment of the open space provided within each ward is included in 

Appendix 1. This also provides details on key changes that have taken place on existing 
sites since the 2014 Report was published and on further open spaces that have since 

                                            
3
 Formerly the Companion Guide to PPG17: Planning for Open Space, Sport and Recreation which was cancelled due to the 

enactment of the NPPF. However, the Companion Guide contains useful methodological advice.  
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been added or deleted. Each ward profile also includes an analysis of the quantity, 
accessibility, quality and value for each type of open space. 

 

1.11 The Council has commissioned a new ‘Indoor and Outdoor Sports Facilities and Sports 
Pitches Assessment. This information is not yet available to be included in this Open 
Space Monitoring Report and therefore in the interim this report still uses the findings of 
the sports pitches element of the Indoor and Outdoor Sports Facilities and Sports 
Pitches Assessment published in 2014. The sports pitch and other sports facilities 
element contained in the Open Space Monitoring Report will be reviewed once the 
findings of the latest Playing Pitches Study is available and the findings incorporated.  
The Open Space Monitoring Report also takes account of the Council’s Children’s Play 
Strategy. The continued monitoring of open space will be a key factor in assessing 
whether the policies of the Local Plan are delivering in respect of protecting existing 
provision, providing new open space and improving the quality of existing facilities. Key 
findings will continue to be included in the Council’s annual Infrastructure Funding 
Statement and accompanying Infrastructure Delivery Plan which are available to view 
here: www.gosport.gov.uk/infrastructure  

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/infrastructure
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SECTION 2: POLICY BACKGROUND  

 
NATIONAL POLICY AND BEST PRACTICE GUIDANCE 

 
2.1 Nationally, there has been a growing emphasis on the need to provide quality open 

spaces, particularly within urban areas, where such provision can significantly contribute 
towards the delivery of sustainable development. Key Government policy is included 
within the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2021) which is outlined below. 
In addition there is further guidance provided by the Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
which supports the NPPF as well as a variety of good practice guides which are set out 
below.  

 
National Planning Policy Framework 

 
Open space and recreation 
 

2.2 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) re-emphasises the importance of 
providing open space. It states that access to good quality open spaces and 
opportunities for sport and recreation can make an important contribution to the health 
and wellbeing of communities. It sets out the role open spaces can play in delivering 
wider benefits for nature and support efforts to address climate change. 

 
2.3 The NPPF also advocates that planning policies should enable and support healthy 

lifestyles, especially where this would address identified local health and wellbeing 
needs – for example through the provision of safe and accessible green infrastructure, 
sports facilities, local shops, access to healthier food, allotments and layouts that 
encourage walking and cycling. 

 
2.4 It requires that planning policies should identify specific needs and quantitative or 

qualitative deficits or surpluses of open space in the local area and that information 
gained from this assessment should be used to determine what open space, sports and 
recreational provision is required. 

 
2.5 It also states that existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, 

including playing fields, should not be built on unless: 
 

 an assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown the open space, 
buildings or land to be surplus to requirements; or 

 

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

 

 the development is for alternative sports and recreation provision, the needs for 
which clearly outweigh the loss. 

 
2.6 It states that local communities through local plans should be able to identify for special 

protection green areas of particular importance to them. By designating land as Local 
Green Space local communities will be able to rule out new development other than in 
very special circumstances. Identifying land as Local Green Space should therefore be 
consistent with the local planning of sustainable development and complement 
investment in sufficient homes, jobs and other essential services. Local Green Spaces 
should only be designated when a plan is prepared or reviewed, be capable of enduring 
beyond the end of the plan period. 
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2.7 It is important to consider that the Local Green Space designation will not be 
appropriate for most green areas or open space. The designation should only be used: 

 

 Where the green space is in reasonably close proximity to a centre of population 
or urban area; 

 

 Where the green area is demonstrably special to a local community and holds a 
particular local significance because of its beauty, historic importance, 
recreational value, tranquillity or richness of its wildlife; and 

 

 Where the green area concerned is local in character and is not an extensive 
tract of land. 

 
 Promoting community, health and wellbeing 
 
2.8 The NPPF sets out that planning policies and decision making should aim to achieve 

healthy, inclusive and safe places which will promote social interaction, safe and 
accessible places to reduce crime and fear of crime and high-quality open spaces play a 
role in encouraging the continued use of public open spaces to achieve this objective. 
Public open spaces will also help to support healthy lifestyles through provision of safe 
and accessible greenspaces, sports facilities and access to healthy foods, for example 
through allotments. 
 

2.9 The NPPF also seeks to provide social, recreational and cultural facilities. Local plans 
should plan positively for the provision of shared spaces including open spaces and 
guard against the unnecessary loss of such facilities. 
 

2.10 Moreover the NPPF is clear that existing open space, sports and recreation buildings 
and land (including playing fields) should not be developed unless the following criteria 
have been met: 

  
a) an assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown the open 
space, buildings or land to be surplus to requirements; or 
 
b) the loss resulting from the proposed development would be replaced by 
equivalent or better provision in terms of quantity and quality in a 
suitable location; or 
 
c) the development is for alternative sports and recreational provision, the 
benefits of which clearly outweigh the loss of the current or former use. (NPPF, 
2021, paragraph 99). 
 

National Planning Practice Guidance 
 

2.11 The PPG makes it clear that open space includes all open space of public value 
including formal sports pitches to open areas within a development, as well as linear 
corridors and country parks. Such spaces can provide health and recreation benefits to 
people living and working nearby, have an ecological value and contribute to green 
infrastructure, are an important part of the landscape and the setting of built 
development, and are an important component in the achievement of sustainable 
development. 
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2.12 The PPG refers to Sport England’s guidance4 on how to assess the need for sports and 
recreation facilities. The Guidance also includes further advice on the Local Green 
Space designation. 

 
25 Year Environment Plan, ‘A green future: Our 25-year plan to improve the 
environment’ (2018) 

 
2.13 The Government’s Environment Plan sets out a number of strategic objectives to 

conserve and enhance the UK’s natural environment over the long term. The Plan has a 
number of key objectives and these are set out below: 

 

1. Clean air 6.  Enhanced beauty, heritage and 
engagement with the natural 
environment 

 
2. Clean and plentiful water 7.        Mitigating and adapting to climate 

           change 
 

3.         Thriving plants and wildlife 8.        Minimising waste 
 

4.   A reduced risk of harm from 
environmental hazards such as 
flooding and drought 

 

9.        Managing exposure to chemicals 
 

 

5.        Using resources from nature more  
           sustainably and efficiently 
 

10.      Enhancing biosecurity 
  

 
2.14   The range of accessible open spaces can make a positive contribution towards achieving 

the objectives in the Environment Plan at a local level (such as Policy 3: Connecting 
people with the environment to improve health and wellbeing). 

 
2.15 The 25-year Environment Plan recognises the important role open spaces play in 

peoples’ health and well-being, particularly in urban areas and their contribution towards 
securing biodiversity enhancement and mitigating climate change. This is proposed by a 
number of ways in the Environment Plan through: 

 
1. Helping people improve their health and wellbeing by using green spaces 

 Considering how environmental therapies could be delivered through mental 
health services; 

 Promoting health and wellbeing through the natural environment. 
 

2. Encouraging children to be close to nature, in and out of school 

 Helping primary schools create nature-friendly grounds; and 

 Supporting more pupil contact with local natural spaces. 
 

3. Greening our towns and cities 

 Creating more green infrastructure; and 

 Planting more trees in and around our towns and cities. 
 

2.16 The Environment Plan aims to improve existing green infrastructure by encouraging 
more investment while making sure there is a presumption for sustainable development. 

                                            
4
 https://www.sportengland.org/how-we-can-help/facilities-and-planning/planning-for-sport 
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The focus is to identify those areas where there are deficiencies in accessible green 
infrastructure or where the quality of existing green infrastructure is poor.  

 
2.17 As part of the outcomes package of the Environment Plan Natural England are currently 

preparing a national framework of green infrastructure standards to ensure that new 
developments include accessible green spaces and that any area with little or no green 
space can be improved for the benefit of the community. Local authorities, developers 
and other stakeholders will be consulted and examples of good practice will be included.  

 
2.18 The Environment Plan will be delivered through the following approaches: 
 

 Consulting on setting up a new independent body to hold government to 
account and a new set of environmental principles to underpin policy-making. 
 

 Developing a set of metrics to assess progress towards our 25-year goals. 
 

 Refreshing the 25-Year Environment Plan regularly to ensure that collectively 
we are focusing on the right priorities, using the latest evidence, and 
delivering better value for money. 

 

 Strengthening leadership and delivery through better local planning, more 
effective partnerships and learning from our four pioneer projects. 

  

      Establishing a new green business council and exploring the potential for a 
natural environment impact fund. 

 

 Work closely with a large range of stakeholders over the coming year to 
identify their contribution to the goals set out in this Plan. 

 
 Improving access to greenspace: a new review for 2020 (PHE, March 2020) 
 
2.19 There is strong evidence that access to green spaces is beneficial for health. Evidence 

shows that living in a greener environment can promote and protect good health, and 
aid in recovery from illness and help with managing poor health. Greener environments 
are also associated with better physical and mental health and wellbeing outcomes 
including reduced levels of depression, anxiety, and fatigue, and enhanced quality of life 
for both children and adults. Greenspace can help to bind communities together, reduce 
loneliness, and mitigate the negative effects of air pollution, excessive noise, heat and 
flooding. 

 
2.20 The PHE research showed that disadvantaged groups appear to gain a larger health 

benefit and have reduced socioeconomic-related inequalities in health when living in 
greener communities, the review concludes that a greener urban environment can also 
be used as an important tool in the drive to build a fairer society. 
 

2.21 Good quality open space has the potential to deliver substantial benefits for public 
health and for wider local priorities at a relatively low cost they are a key component of 
meeting implementing local health, social, environmental and economic priorities. 

 
2.22 The PHE study cites some interesting economic costs in relation to the benefits 

provided by open spaces (national examples): 
 

 £2.1 billion per year could be saved in health costs if everyone in England had 
good access to greenspace, due to increased physical activity in those spaces in 
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Birmingham, the annual net benefit to society of their parks and greenspace is 
nearly £600 million, which includes £192 million in health benefits.  
 

 In Sheffield, for every £1 spent on maintaining parks there is a benefit of £34 in 
health costs saved, with local residents being the primary beneficiaries. 
 

 In England and Wales, houses and flats within 100 metres of public greenspace 
are an average of £2,500 more expensive than they would be if they were more 
than 500 metres away – an average premium of 1.1% in 2016, suggesting that 
the public places a value on being near to greenspace. 
(PHE, Executive Summary page 12, 2020) 

 
2.23 The Report recognises the role of local authorities working with partner agencies play in 

delivering: 

 providing new, good quality greenspace that is inclusive and equitable; 

 improving, maintaining and protecting existing greenspace; 

 increasing green infrastructure within public spaces and promoting healthy 
streets; 

 improving transport links, pathways and other means of access to greenspace; 
and 

 providing imaginative routes linking areas of greenspace for active travel. 
 

2.24 The Report makes a number of high-level strategic recommendations these can be 
summarised as follows: 

 

 Consider local green (and blue) space to be critical assets for maintaining and 
supporting health and wellbeing in local communities. 

 Ensure that local policies and strategies are informed by evidence of need for 
sufficient access to greenspace. 

 Prioritise improving access to greenspace and creating greener communities 
especially in areas of deprivation or where there is poor or unequal access. 

 Support meaningful engagement across local government functions and the 
community. 

 Consider whether a formal valuation of benefits is necessary to strengthen the 
case for the creation, revitalisation and maintenance of greenspace. 

 Identify and factor in resilient funding arrangements for the maintenance of 
greenspace as early as possible. 

 Establish interventions, such as green social prescribing initiatives, that will 
support people who do not use greenspace to begin using it. 

 Work with local NHS systems and professionals, including Sustainability and 
Transformation Partnerships and Integrated Care Systems. 

 Develop persuasive, evidence-informed case studies that highlight the impact 
that accessible greenspace has on local health outcomes. 

 Support robust evaluation of local greenspace interventions to help build a 
broader evidence base. 

 
National Design Guide (MHCLG, 2021) 

 
2.25 The National Design Guide (NDG) establishes key principles for buildings and spaces in 

the built environment and recognises the important role green spaces play in supporting 
health and well-being, biodiversity, sense of community and the aesthetics of a high 
quality built environment. Many aspects of these are already taken in to consideration in 
the Council’s OSMRs and current and emerging Local Plan policies and SPDs. 
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2.26 Places that are well-designed are integrated into public spaces and with parks, natural 
open spaces and green corridors all paying a key role in the overall approach to place-
making.  

. 
2.27 The NDG sets out how ‘Nature contributes to the quality of a place, and to people’s 

quality of life, and it is a critical component of well-designed places. Natural features are 
integrated into well-designed development. They include natural and designed 
landscapes, high quality public open spaces, street trees, and other trees, grass, 
planting and water.’ (NDG, 2021, paragraph 90). 

 
2.28 The document considers that: 
 

‘Well-designed places:  

 a multifunctional network that supports quality of place; 

 biodiversity and water management, and addresses climate 

 change mitigation and resilience; 

 prioritise nature so that diverse ecosystems can flourish; 

 to ensure a healthy natural environment that supports and 

 enhances biodiversity; 

 provide attractive open spaces in locations that are easy 

 to access, with activities for all to enjoy, such as play, 

 food production, recreation and sport, so as to encourage 

 physical activity and promote health, well-being and 
social inclusion’ (NDG, 2021, paragraph 91). 
 

2.29 The NDG sets out guidance for the setting and broad design parameters for new open 
spaces including their role and function within a broader design parameter. The NDG 
sets these out as follows with regards to open spaces. ‘The quality of the spaces 
between buildings is as important as the buildings themselves. Public spaces are 
streets, squares, and other spaces that are open to all. They are the setting for most 
movement. The design of a public space encompasses its siting and integration into the 
wider network of routes as well as its various elements. These include areas allocated 
to different users – cars, cyclists and pedestrians – for different purposes such as 
movement or parking, hard and soft surfaces, street furniture, lighting, signage and 
public art.’ (NDG, 2021, paragraph 99). 

 
2.30 The NDG goes on to add: 

‘Well-designed places: 

 include well-located public spaces that support a wide variety of activities and 
encourage social interaction, to promote health, well-being, social and civic 
inclusion; 

 have a hierarchy of spaces that range from large and strategic to small and local 
spaces, including parks, squares, greens and pocket parks; 

 have public spaces that feel safe, secure and attractive for 

 all to use; and 

 have trees and other planting within public spaces for people to enjoy, whilst also 
providing shading, and air quality and climate change mitigation.’ (NDG, 2021, 
paragraph100). 

 
Pocket Parks Initiative 
 

2.31 The Ministry of Housing and Local Government provided funding to develop Pocket 
Parks and to refurbish existing parks. Pocket Parks are small areas of open space that 
provide opportunities for local communities to meet. Since the initiative began, the 
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government has provided 352 grants to support community groups to create 146 new 
parks and 206 derelict urban spaces in towns and cities across the country5. 

 
Gosport Heritage Action Zone and Gosport High Street Heritage Action Zone 
 

2.32 Gosport was awarded Heritage Action Zone (HAZ) status in 2019. This is a five year 
capital and activity programme operating under the auspices of Historic England’s 
nationwide Heritage Action Zone initiative. The Gosport HAZ designation covers the 
whole of Gosport Borough. It comprises the conservation/regeneration of some 20 
historic sites including the redevelopment of a number of buildings and fortifications in 
the ownership of the Ministry of Defence (MOD) and the Defence Infrastructure 
Organisation (DIO). The Gosport HAZ programme began in April 2019. . 

 
2.33 A HAZ Action Plan has been prepared and in the context of the OSMR, those projects 

of particular interest for the OSMR are shown in the table below: 
 
Table 2: Heritage Action Zone Action Plan 

Project Name Description Indicative Timetable 
Fort Blockhouse 
Masterplan 

Upon Fort Blockhouse's 
release the site will be 
assessed by GBC's 
Planning Team who will 
work with the DIO to 
develop of masterplan. The 
project will provide certainty 
to developers, increasing 
the likelihood of realising 
the benefits of investments 
and delivering on the 
housing and employment 
space potential. The 
provision of public open 
space will be a key 
element. 
 

2019-2022 

Gosport Lines The Gosport Lines are an 
exceptionally rare system 
of 17th to mid-19th century 
earthwork defences that 
encompassed the town and 
several harbour-based 
military sites. Through the 
Gosport and Town Centre 
SPD, the Council is 
committed to seeking 
opportunities to preserve, 
enhance and interpret the 
Gosport Lines stretching 
from the Scheduled 
Monument at Bastion No. 1 
to Priddy's Hard. 

2019-2024 

                                            
5
 Further information about Pocket Parks can be found at: www.gov.uk/government/news/68-new-parks-to-inject-

green-space-into-urban-areas  

 

http://www.gov.uk/government/news/68-new-parks-to-inject-green-space-into-urban-areas
http://www.gov.uk/government/news/68-new-parks-to-inject-green-space-into-urban-areas
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New conservation area and 
reviews 

New Proposed designations for 
Stokes Bay and Gosport 
Lines. Reviews for 
Anglesey and Alverstoke. 

 

2020-2024 

Browndown Trenches Immediately south of the 
Alver Valley Country Park is 
the extensive World War 
One trench systems, and 
although on MOD land, the 
area is accessible to the 
public. HAZ has secured on 
site archaeological survey 
work. The trenches are 
believed to be a unique 
practice battlefield, would 
add significantly to the Alver 
Valley Country Park offer. 
The HAZ will encourage 
understanding and visiting 
to the area. 
 

2019-2024 

Alver Valley Trail The Alver Valley is a 
landscape dominated by 
the medieval water 
meadows, with a Motte and 
Bailey, the medieval 
Grange Farm and evidence 
of Neolithic finds. In 
addition there are WW2 pill 
boxes. This project will 
highlight the unique 
aspects of the area with a 
trail to walk. This is 
delivered in partnership 
with GVA. 
 

2020-2024 

Fort Brockhurst This project will improve 
the green space next to 
Fort Brockhurst and 
improve the public's 
understanding of the 
location and wider 
significance of the many 
fortifications in the area. It 
will focus on the 
earthworks associated with 
the Fort and pill box; both 
next to the busiest traffic 
route in the Borough. 
Interpretation panels will 
explain the extensive 
nature of the fortifications 
in Gosport spanning the 

Medieval era to the 20th 

2022-2024 
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century. 
 

Creekside Walk Linking the town centre to 
Stokes Bay for walkers is a 
desire by GBC. 
Better interpretation and 
signage around Stokes 
Lake would help that link. 
 

2022-2023 

 
2.34 Further information about the Gosport Heritage Action Zone can be found on the 

Council’s website at: www.gosport.gov.uk/haz  

 
SUB REGIONAL CONTEXT  

PUSH Spatial Position Statement (2016) 

 
2.35 The Partnership for South Hampshire (PfSH, formerly PUSH) is a consortium of South 

Hampshire local authorities who have produced the Spatial Position Statement (June 
2016). The Position Statement informs and coordinates long term development and 
investment decisions in the South Hampshire area up to 2034.  The document includes 
a number of ‘position statements’ on key strategic issues including the protection and 
enhancement of green infrastructure assets which open spaces through local plans.  

 
PUSH Green Infrastructure Strategy (Adopted March 2017 (Updated July 2018) 
and Green Infrastructure Implementation Plan (2018) 
 

2.36 The key elements of the PUSH sub-regional Green Infrastructure Strategy are included 
in this Open Space Monitoring Report. This study builds on earlier work undertaken by 
PUSH and replaces the 2010 strategy. The new GI Strategy covers the plan period up 
to 2034. The aim is to deliver an integrated network of strategic green infrastructure 
across South Hampshire through projects identified in an accompanying GI 
Implementation Plan. A key aim of this Strategy is for new strategic GI to be embedded 
within new or existing development / communities rather than increasing the burden on 
existing GI and sensitive sites, and where new GI is proposed outside of settlements, 
appropriate sustainable links are created to enable communities to access the GI 
network. The provision of accessible GI should, wherever possible, both at the strategic 
and local level, be in accordance with agreed standards of provision. Natural England’s 
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) provides a useful benchmark and 
this is recognised in the GI Strategy and has been applied to the findings of the 
Council’s OSMR.  

 
2.37 The GI strategy recognises the important role green infrastructure, including open 

spaces, plays in mitigating the effects of climate change and managing flood risk. The 
coordinated planning of GI at the strategic and local level can: ‘significantly contribute to 
reducing flood risk on communities through the development of natural flood 
management (NFM) measures (also referred to as working with natural processes), 
including river naturalisation, improvements to flood plain functionality, the 
multifunctional use of GI assets, improvements in land management and the use of 
sustainable drainage systems (SuDS)’ (Paragraph 1.2.12). The strategy identifies a 
number strategic initiatives and project proposals to provide a high quality of life for the 
people who live and work in the sub-region. It seeks to maximise multifunctional use of 
open space and natural spaces for a range of benefits including biodiversity, climate 
change, economic investment, health, landscape, recreation and wellbeing. 

  

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/haz
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2.38 The projects are grouped under the following categories:  
 

 Landscape-scale green infrastructure projects (e.g. improving connectivity and 
access between woodlands dispersed across a wide area); 

 The provision of new and enhancement of existing strategic recreational facilities 
(e.g. Country Parks); 

 Projects that will effectively divert recreational pressures away from sensitive 
European sites (e.g. strategic Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANGs); 

 The creation and enhancement of a network of green recreational routes (such 
as pedestrian and cycle) including improved links between urban and rural 
areas, and to the Countryside and National Parks; 

 Ecological protection and mitigation projects (e.g. creation of undisturbed refuge 
habitat for coastal birds); 

 River corridor restoration and enhancement (blue infrastructure); 

 Coastal/seafront enhancement; and 

 Greener Urban Design/greening the urban area initiatives. 
 
2.39 The Strategy identifies a number of strategic projects across the sub-region including 

within the Alver Valley Country Park as well as the Greening the Urban Environment 
Initiative. In Gosport the following schemes have been identified: 

 
P1(b) Alver Valley Country Park and Related Improvements Project: There are a 
number of further improvements planned in accordance with the Gosport Borough 
Council’s Alver Valley Country Park Strategy. These are identified under Project P1 (b) 
a number of which have been implemented: 
 

 Grange Farm Gateway: a visitor hub, café, garden centre and toilets (under 
construction).  

 Western Gateway: extension to car park, changing places standard toilet, and 
food/drink concession (completed). 

 Further extension of trails within the park including the northward extension of 
the Alver Way and a north-south cycle route (ongoing-with significant progress). 

 Improved connectivity to the site from outside particularly from the north and 
north east. This could include providing a safe route along Shoot Lane (no 
progress). 
 

2.40 Additional projects for further improvements within the Alver Valley Country Park are 
also identified in the GI Strategy and have been taken forward in policy D6: Gosport 
Strategic Open Spaces of the draft Local Plan. The GI Strategy identifies the following 
potential enhancement projects: 
 

 Improved drainage and Apple Dumpling Bridge (still being investigated); 

 Potential to extend the Country Park southwards subject to any decision by the 
Ministry of Defence (MoD) to release Browndown Common (unlikely to happen 
in the short-medium term). 
 

2.41 The GI Implementation Plan identifies project P8. England Coast Path Initiative to 
assist in delivering improved access to the English coast through the creation of a 
continuous long-distance walking route around the coast and a margin of accessible 
land along it. The project will provide a significant GI resource and enhance connectivity 
across the PfSH sub-region. There are a number of key opportunities to improve public 
access along the England Coast Path through the Regeneration Areas identified in the 
draft Local Plan particularly within the Harbour Regeneration Area. 
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2.42 The P10. Greening the Urban Environment Initiative recognises the role smaller 
scale local GI projects will play in enabling the development, regeneration and 
enhancement of urban areas across South Hampshire, whilst protecting and enhancing 
the natural environment. The role of smaller projects will also help resolve issues of Gl 
deficiencies in local provision, contribute to the local character of an area, support local 
identity and community cohesion, improve the health and wellbeing of local 
communities, and mitigate the impacts of development. This will help make urban areas 
more resilient to the effects of climate change. 

 
2.43 The GI Implementation Plan states that local projects may include, but not exclusively, 

the creation, provision or enhancement of: 
 

 Green roofs and walls; 

 Street trees; 

 Smaller ‘suitable alternative natural greenspaces’ (SANGs); 

 Local greenways; 

 Local sustainable drainage systems (SuDS); 

 Pocket parks and Picnic sites; 

 Local Green Space (designated); 

 Local Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves (LNR); 

 Grass sports pitches; 

 Small urban and urban-fringe woodlands; 

 Urban watercourses and ponds; 

 Local rights of way; 

 Environmental / countryside interpretation; and  

 The diversification of park and pitch management. 
 

2.44 Delivery of the GI Strategy will be through a partnership approach and the development 
of local Green Infrastructure Strategies which can link local green infrastructure to a 
number of wider environmental initiatives. The GI Strategy identifies a number of 
funding methods including: 

 

 Solent LEP Local Growth Fund; 

 National Lottery Heritage Funding (NHLF); 

 Developer contributions e.g. Section 106 agreements and Community 
Infrastructure Levy (CIL); 

 Developer implemented on-site provision (e.g. SuDS); 

 Landfill Communities Fund; 

 Private endowments and Trusts; 

 Charitable Trusts; 

 The voluntary sector; 

 Other National Lottery grants; 

 Local Authorities Capital spending programmes; 

 Small projects grant funding; 

 Flood and coastal erosion funding; 

 Flood and coastal erosion risk management Grant in Aid (FCERM GiA); 

 Local Levy; 

 Natural Flood Management (NFM) funding; 

 Water Environment Grant (WEG); 

 English Woodland Grant Scheme; 

 England Coast Path Establishment Fund (ECPEF); and 

 Government Marginal Viability Funding (e.g. for SANGs). 
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2.45 The GI Strategy recognises the importance of utilising a wide range of funding streams 
to help deliver GI projects within the sub-region.  

 
Nutrient Neutrality- a sub-regional approach 

 
2.46 Since April 2019 Natural England has been requiring developments in South Hampshire 

including Gosport to be ‘nutrient neutral’ before permission can be granted. This can be 
achieved through a number of mitigation measures as laid out within the NE 
methodology including the setting-aside of agricultural land. This has presented an 
opportunity for the Council and other PfSH Authorities to seek multiple benefits from 
former agricultural land, which could include the provision of new open space, public 
walking and cycling routes, and biodiversity net gains. 

 
2.47 Although there is no available farmland within the Borough, where possible the Council 

will seek to secure nutrient mitigation land near to Gosport, in order to provide benefits 
to local residents. Residents may also benefit from new open space provision from 
mitigation land secured within the catchment by other PfSH Authorities.  
 

2.48 Further information on nutrient neutrality, including NE’s latest methodology, can be 
found on the Council’s website6. In addition, it is expected that in 2021 PfSH will 
produce a Solent Mitigation Strategy, which the Council will feed into. 

 
Hampshire Countryside Access Plan 2015-2025 

 
2.49 Hampshire County Council’s Countryside Access Plan (CAP) sets out the role 

countryside access can play as part of both the wider green infrastructure network and 
sustainable transport components required for new housing developments. The CAP 
seeks to proactively identify routes which will add value to the overall access network. 
The public sector estate can play a key role in securing enhanced public access and 
there are a number of examples of good practice in doing so. The CAP identifies short, 
medium and long-term approach to the management of the access network based on 
three themes: 

 

 Focusing resources on those paths which provide the most benefit to the most 
people; 

 Working with other organisations, including volunteers; and 

 Listening, informing and education. 
 

2.50 Alongside the main CAP there are a number of even area plans from 2008 which 
provide the detail to support the CAP. The plan which is of relevance to Gosport is the 
Countryside Access Plan for the Solent 2008-2013. The local Solent CAP identifies a 
number of broad aspirational actions. They do not necessarily relate to increasing public 
access to the countryside; many of them are about enhancing and improving the 
existing network. The Solent CAP was prepared in consultation with a wide range of 
organisation involvement and underwent a public consultation process. The Solent CAP 
also takes on board the aims and objectives within the PUSH Green Infrastructure for 
Urban South Hampshire (2007) along with a number of other key plans and strategies. 
The CAP supports the overall vision for the Hampshire Local Transport Plan to support 
quality of life and economic prosperity by connecting people, communities, employment, 
goods, services and amenities.  
  

                                            
6
 https://www.gosport.gov.uk/article/1888/Nutrient-Neutrality 
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2.51 The Solent CAP identified a number of key issues affecting the Solent area: 
 

 The rights of way network is particularly fragmented in this part of Hampshire; 

 There is an undersupply of access resource for horse riding and carriage driving; 

 Countryside users are forced to use or cross busy roads to link up off-road 
access; 

 Many Solent area residents travel some distance to find accessible countryside - 
there is a high reliance on cars and the availability of car parking to access the 
countryside both within and beyond the Solent area; 

 The Solent area offers good potential for cycling, but improvements are needed 
to both the network and the associated infrastructure ; 

 There is a strong demand for access to the coastal areas and river estuaries in 
this area, both by land and by water; 

 Lack of local ‘greenspace’ and rights of way puts pressure on existing publicly 
accessible sites, which may also be of high conservation value; 

 A coordinated approach to providing information is needed to facilitate and 
promote enjoyment of the countryside for all and to encourage responsible use. 
 

2.52 Of particular interest to the OSMR is Issue 7 (lack of local greenspace). The Solent CAP 
acknowledges that continuing development pressures can impact on the countryside in 
the area, combining changes in the population with potential loss of open space. This 
may have a particular impact in areas like Gosport, where it is difficult both for people 
and for wildlife to travel to find alternative countryside or habitat outside the locality. The 
Solent CAP advocates that some of this pressure could potentially be eased by 
improving the network and linkage of paths to improve local accessibility. 

 
LOCAL POLICY AND STRATEGIES  

 
Gosport Borough Local Plan 2011-2029 
 

2.53 The Borough Council adopted the Gosport Borough Local Plan 2011-2029 (GBLP) in 
October 2015. The GBLP has a number of policies relating to the various forms of open 
space which were informed by the findings of the Open Space Monitoring Report and 
evidence studies included within it.  Key policies include: 
 

 LP34: Provision of new open space and improvements to existing open space; 

 LP35: Protection of existing open space; 

 LP36: Allotments; 

 LP37: Access to the coast and countryside; and 

 LP41: Green Infrastructure. 
 

2.54 Site specific policies particularly relating to the Alver Valley (LP8) which proposes the 
Country Park as well as each of the other regeneration policies which recognise the 
importance of open space provision and Policy LP9E that allocates new smaller open 
spaces within the Borough. 
 

2.55 Other related policies include: 
 

 LP33 Cemetery Provision; 

 LP42: Internationally and Nationally  important habitats; 

 LP43: Locally designated nature conservation sites; and 

 LP44: Protecting species and other features of nature conservation importance.  
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Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 (Regulation 18 consultation draft 2021) 
 

2.56    The protection and enhancement of existing open spaces and the creation of new open 
spaces are an important component of the planning strategy in the draft Gosport 
Borough Local Plan 2038 (GBLP 2038).  The GBLP 2038 recognises the key role open 
spaces play in place making, good design and supporting community health and well-
being.  A key objective of the draft GBLP 2038 is to: 
 

‘Create a sustainable and healthy environment, adapting 
 well and mitigating the impacts of climate change.’ 
 

2.57 This will be achieved by: 
 

 Ensuring resources are used in a sustainable way and the energy requirements 
of development are minimised to support the transition to net zero carbon by 
2050.  

 Adapting and mitigating to the consequences of climate change and ensuring 
people remain safe from flood risk and coastal change. 

 Protecting and enhancing internationally, nationally and locally designated sites 
and ensuring growth is not at the expense of the environment. 

 Enhancing the green infrastructure network and boosting biodiversity through the 
planting of trees and hedges as well as continued improvements to the Alver 
Valley Country Park and the Borough’s other open spaces. 

 Creating a healthy place which supports and promotes healthy behaviours and 
leads to reductions in health inequalities for people of all ages. 
 

2.58 The GBLP 2038 is developing a Green Infrastructure Network across the Borough and 
this is set out in draft policy D4: Green Infrastructure Network. The NPPF defines green 
infrastructure (GI) as ‘a network of multi-functional green space, urban and rural, which 
is capable of delivering a wide range of environmental and quality of life benefits for 
local communities’. Amongst other features this includes the Borough’s parks and 
gardens, including private gardens, large areas of open space such as the Alver Valley 
and Stokes Bay, amenity green spaces, Public Rights of Way, green corridors and trees 
and hedgerows. 

 
2.59 The Borough aims to establish a comprehensive, high-quality and multifunctional 

network of green infrastructure throughout Gosport and, where possible, link into the 
green infrastructure networks of neighbouring districts. Key elements of the draft policy 
seek to: 

 

 contribute towards the mitigation of the local impacts of climate change; 

 support the maintenance and enhancement of multifunctional green 
infrastructure; 

 protection and enhancement of the Borough’s Local Ecological Network; 

 enhancing local biodiversity through providing habitats for plants and animals, 
and corridors for their movement; 

 mitigating the risks and impacts of flooding;  

 providing high quality recreation and sporting facilities for all; and 

 facilitating access to the countryside and coast, specifically long-distance routes 
including the Millennium Promenade, Solent Way, England Coast Path and the 
National Cycle Network. 

 
2.60 Open spaces are considered to be an integral part of delivering this key objective in 

balance with meeting the economic and housing needs of the Borough over the Local 
Plan period to 2038.  In addition to protecting existing open space, the draft GBLP 2038 
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promotes extensive opportunities to create new additional open space through its 
Regeneration Area policies and additional allocations for new open space outside of 
these core areas.  New allocations for open space are identified on the draft Policies 
Map and their delivery will be monitored through future iterations of the Open Space 
Monitoring Report and Infrastructure Funding Statement and Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan.  

 
2.61 The draft Local Plan identifies a number of strategic open spaces as set out in draft 

policy D6: Gosport’s Strategic Open Spaces. Gosport’s Strategic Open Spaces (GSOS) 
comprises the Alver Valley, Browndown and Stokes Bay. These key open spaces are 
the ‘green heart’ of the Borough offering significant community, education, health and 
nature conservation benefits to residents of Gosport, Lee-on-the-Solent, and visitors 
alike.  Furthermore the Alver Valley represents the main area of separation between 
Gosport and Lee-on-the-Solent.  The Alver will be the main focus for green 
infrastructure in the Borough linking with the wider strategic and local open space 
network.  

 
Alver Valley Country Park Strategy (2014) 
 

2.62 The Alver Valley Country Park Strategy was approved by the Council in April 2014 and 
updates the earlier masterplan produced in 2003. The Alver Valley forms a significant 
undeveloped gap between Gosport and Lee-on-the-Solent. Part of the Alver Valley has 
been used for gravel extraction and subsequent restoration works have largely been 
completed. The area encompasses a great diversity of habitats and landscapes 
including a range of wetlands, woodlands and grasslands. It is an important corridor 
linking the open land to the north with the coast. The River Alver itself drains land from 
Peel Common through to Browndown and into the Solent.   
  

2.63 The Council has created a Country Park within the Alver Valley with a range of informal 
recreational opportunities for local residents and visitors to enjoy. The proposed 
recreational uses include picnic areas, trails, footpaths, cycleways and interpretative 
facilities which will be supported by other appropriate country park facilities. A number of 
recreation opportunities and visitor facilities have been developed in recent years 
including two new car parks, a major play area, extended BMX track of national 
significance, a new toilet facility with food and beverage facility and an enhanced 
network of paths and cycleways as well as a number of interpretation boards and 
welcome signs. A new garden centre with a café and toilet facility was granted planning 
permission in 2020. There are a number of other significant proposals for the Alver 
Valley which will create a fully functioning Country Park with improved visitor facilities. 
The site is also managed to enhance nature conservation interests on the site. 

 
2.64 The Alver Valley is already attracting increasing numbers of local visitors and has the 

potential to attract additional users. This will potentially reduce the need to travel to such 
facilities outside of the Peninsula and ease pressure on more sensitive habitats in the 
sub region. It will be necessary to consider improving linkages between the urban area 
and the wider countryside beyond the Borough boundary as well improving access to 
local open spaces from residential areas. 
 
Design SPD (February 2014) 

 
2.65 The Borough Council Design SPD (January 2014) recognises the importance of the 

quality of public open space as one of its key principles including that all private open 
spaces should be safe, accessible, designed for a range of functions and users, and 
should balance good natural surveillance with residential amenity. It includes guidance 
relating to the design of play areas, public open space, green infrastructure and 
biodiversity.  The SPD is supported by a Gosport Townscape Assessment (2013). This 
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assessment provides an overview of the Borough, including the Borough’s rich historical 
background and divides the Borough up into ‘character areas’.  The Assessment draws 
together the key characteristics and special features highlighted in each area which 
provide local distinctiveness and are worthy of safeguarding, as well as identifying any 
opportunities for enhancements.  

 
Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD (March 2018) 

 
2.66 The SPD sets out a detailed vision for the Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre area. 

The SPD is linked to Policy LP4 of the GBLP which identifies the Gosport Waterfront 
and Town Centre as a major regeneration area for a mix of uses including enhanced 
public realm and open space. The SPD area contains the historic core of Gosport 
together with its associated defence sites including the Royal Clarence Victualling Yard, 
St George Barracks, Bastion Number 1 and the Gosport Lines. It sets out the Strengths, 
Weaknesses, Opportunities and Challenges relating to Gosport Waterfront and Town 
Centre including an existing network of attractive public realm such as Falkland 
Gardens, Millennium Promenade, pedestrianised High Street, Trinity Green, Bastion 
Number 1 and Walpole Park. The SPD identifies a number of key themes setting a 
framework for delivering new homes and jobs, maximising the use of existing sites 
Town Centre and Waterfront areas; improve their appearance; and create a revitalised 
and vibrant centre with a mix of uses. In terms of public realm and open space. The 
SPD seeks to provide: ‘high quality linkages that are safe, legible, welcoming and 
attractive as part of new development and public realm improvements’. Opportunities 
include: 

 

 Enhanced links between the Waterfront and the Town Centre. 

 New development to incorporate or improve public access along the waterfront 
and the creeks. This includes extending sections of the Millennium Promenade 
to follow waterfront sections. It also involves upgrading paths alongside Haslar 
Lake. 

 Opportunities for the creation of a walk through the Gosport Lines linking existing 
open spaces. Measures should be taken to conserve and enhance the Gosport 
Lines in a manner that makes the most of their historic significance, creates 
public amenity space. 
 

2.67 The SPD develops these opportunities into a strategy for improving open space and 
green infrastructure provision within the SPD area under the following strands7:  

  

 To take opportunities to bring particular key open spaces into general public use. 

 To use open spaces and publicly accessible areas to encourage tourism, 
promote a greater range of recreational activities and encourage more events. 

 To ensure open spaces enhance the setting of new developments. 

 To encourage greater use of open space for health and well-being benefits; and 

 To protect important habitats and encourage additional green infrastructure 
measures.  
 

2.68 The SPD was the subject of extensive public consultation over a 13.5 week period. 
There was strong support for a number of key open space proposals including:   

 

 New and improved walks around the Town Centre; 

 The inclusion of England’s Coastal Path through the SPD area; 

 More parks and play areas and improved accessibility to local parks; 

                                            
7
 These are set out in more detail for each site in section 5.0: Key Opportunities of the Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD: 

www.gosport.gov.uk/waterfrontspd  
   

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/waterfrontspd
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 The preservation of conservation sites adjacent to the creeks and the provision 
of a Creekside walk; 

 Better interpretation and signage; and 

 Additional tree planting. 
 

Lee West Area of Special Character SPD (July 2019) 
 
2.69  The Council adopted the Lee West Area of Special Character SPD in 20198. The SPD 

recognises the contribution of two areas of important open space to the character of Lee 
West; the green around St Faiths Church and the open space formed by the Tennis 
Club. The SPD seeks to protect and enhance these areas of open space, and 
encourage the planting of additional green infrastructure, where development 
opportunities arise. 

 

                                            
8
  The Lee West SPD can be found at: https://www.gosport.gov.uk/leewestspd 

https://www.gosport.gov.uk/leewestspd
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SECTION 3: IDENTIFYING LOCAL NEEDS  

 
3.1 Since the GBLP has been adopted, the Borough Council has carried out consultation 

and research with the local community and/or relevant stakeholders on their views 
towards open space provision within the Borough, how it can be improved and what 
additional provision is needed by local people. This includes consultation relating to the 
following corporate areas of service delivery within the Council: 
 

 Emerging evidence studies such as the Playing Pitch and Sports Facility 
Assessment which is currently being updated and will inform existing and 
opportunities to make further provision (Strategic Leisure Limited winter 2021; 

 Work on the Allotment Strategy and ongoing liaison between the Council and 
Allotments Working Group; 

 Initial consultation on the LCWIP Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 
has been undertaken by Hampshire County Council; 

 Significant public consultation on the new play areas within the Alver Valley 
Country Park; 

 There is ongoing liaison with the BMX club relating to their facilities within the 
AVCP; 

 Ongoing liaison with Friends Groups such as the Friends of Stanley Park; 

 Area specific regeneration projects including consultation with the public and key 
stakeholders for example on the Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD 
(2018); and 

 Consultation on design issues such as the Lee West SPD which included the 
protection of valued open spaces. 

 
3.2 It is important to recognise that there will be continuing consultation over the plan 

preparation period for the draft GBLP 2038 and this information will be incorporated into  
a new Open Space and Green Infrastructure Background Paper which will be prepared 
for the Regulation 19 stage of plan making. 

 
SUMMARY OF LOCAL NEEDS 

3.3 From the research conducted with the local community and the production of a number 
of strategy documents it has been possible to identify a number of needs relating to 
each type of open space. Some of the needs are general such as the need to protect 
existing open spaces, improve security and enhance accessibility for all. Other needs 
relate to a particular type of open space, while others are site-specific requirements that 
have been identified. 

 
3.4 Table 3 contains a summary of needs that have been identified in strategy documents 

following consultation. The identified needs will be an important consideration when 
developers are providing new on-site open space provision. This information will also be 
useful for identifying priorities for using off-site developer contributions and CIL funding 
for open space providing it can be demonstrated that the scheme can benefit the 
residents of the new development. 

 
3.5 Other needs identified such as greater maintenance, cleaner areas and less vandalism 

are much more difficult for the developer contribution system to address. It is 
acknowledged that the design and layout of new spaces and improvements to existing 
open spaces where possible can help reduce these problems by introducing good 
natural surveillance and other measures to design-out anti-social behaviour.  
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Table 3: Summary of identified needs and proposals 

(Numbers in brackets relate to the relevant documents and source that identify the need or 
proposal – see list at the end of the table) 
 

1)  There is a need to protect and enhance existing open spaces as well as create new 
open space in order to achieve a number of identified benefits: 

 Serve the recreational needs of the local population and improve physical and mental 
well-being (6,7,12);  

 To provide opportunities to protect and enhance biodiversity including internationally, 
nationally and locally important sites as well as opportunities to enhance biodiversity 
within all types of open spaces (6,7,12);  

 To provide a number of environmental benefits including improving flood storage 
capacity, increasing on-site infiltration, reducing storm water run-off rates, ameliorate 
against the effects of noise and air pollution and provide natural cooling (6 12);  

 To help improve the appearance of the built and natural environment and maintain the 
special character of particular attractive open spaces and their surroundings (7,12);  

 To protect the countryside and urban fringe from inappropriate development and 
enhance its landscape and natural environment where opportunities arise (6,13);  

 Encourage proposals for the restoration of reinstatement of derelict land (6);  

 To mitigate the effects of new development (6,7,12); 

 Encourage greater use of open space for health and well-being (7); 

 A number of sites were identified to protect the area of special character at Lee West (8). 
  
2)  There is need to improve accessibility to open spaces for all users including: 

 Open spaces being located close to new homes (6);  

 Improvements for pedestrians, cyclists, pushchair users, the elderly and people with a 
disability or impaired mobility ( 2,5, 6,7,13);  

 Removing prohibition of cycling orders in parks and open spaces, where appropriate and 
to create safer cycleways (5);  

 Identifying the priorities for improving, maintaining and promoting the cycle lane network 
(2);  

 Improve access to natural greenspaces including those within the urban fringe and areas 
beyond the Borough boundary (6, 2,13).  

  
3)  There is a need to improve the quality of parks, natural and semi-natural greenspaces 

and other open spaces including: 

 Protect and enhance the quality of such spaces (6,7);  

 Secure a net gain in biodiversity where opportunities arise (1, 6).   
 

4)  The need to protect and improve sports pitch facilities in the Borough including: 

 Retain and enhance existing provision (including unsecured pitches) particularly sites of 
good quality (3,6,);  

 To provide new sports facilities in association with new development (6); 

 Improve changing facilities at many sites (3); 

 Improve drainage at some Council-controlled sports pitches (3); 

 Future requirement over the Plan period for an additional sand-based artificial grass 
pitch (agp) pitch for hockey (3). 

 
5)  The need to improve facilities for children and young people including: 

 Improve children’s play areas and provide more facilities for teenagers (10);  

 Promote the importance of play within the Borough (10);  

 Improve the quality, quantity and range of play provision for the enjoyment of children 
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and young people (10);  

 Better information about play provision is required (10);  

 Improve the cleanliness and safety of play areas (10);  

 Improve the access and inclusiveness of play provision (10);   

 Improved lighting of certain recreational facilities (9). 
 

6)  The significant increase in demand for allotments over the last few years highlights the need 
to protect existing allotments (6,) and improve facilities (6) including: 

 Improve security to boundaries and fencing at particular allotments (11);   

 Ensure that allotment facilities are available to all by adapting sites for use by the 
disabled and those less mobile (11);  

 Educate children and get them actively involved with allotment use in order to help to 
secure their future use (11);  

 Improve the management and maintenance of allotments including for any unoccupied 
and vacant plots and to undertake any required site improvements (11);  

 Investigate improvements to the skip service (11);  

 Increase advertising and promotion of allotments to encourage greater use and 
incorporate allotment information in Council Strategies (1,10);  

 Improve the water systems generally (11).  
 
7) A number of general projects have been identified including: 

 The promotion of active recreation in the Borough (10);  

 Actively pursue continuity of cycle routes and promotion of the cycle network (2, 5, 
7,12);  

 New cemetery provision will be required (6 );  

 The creation and restoration of habitats including those identified through the 
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas (12).  

 
8)  A number of specific projects have been identified including: 

 Development of the Alver Valley Park including a range of countryside and informal 
recreational facilities, ecological areas and new access routes (1,4,6,12);   

 Develop a north/south cycle route that would run through the HMS Sultan site. This 
would help to create a new recreational/heritage route connecting up forts (12);  

 Creation or reinstatement of coastal walks including along the Solent adjacent Haslar, 
around the creeks and an extension of the Millennium Promenade through Coldharbour 
(7, 12);  

 Creation of Gosport Lines Recreational Walk (7); 

 Creation of a Creekside Walk between Gosport Town Centre and Stokes 
Bay/Alverstoke (7);  

 Creation of new civic spaces as part of the development of key development sites and 
strategic sites identified (including Royal Clarence Yard, Priddy’s Hard, the Gosport 
Waterfront, Daedalus, the Haslar Peninsula and the Rowner Renewal project (4, 
6,7,12);  

 Creation of a new park at the Ramparts, Priddy’s Hard (4, 6,12);  

 Opportunities bring particular key open spaces in to public use including the Northern 
Ramparts and St. Georges Field (7); 

 Creation of ecological hubs at Frater and Bedenham (12);  

 Stokesmead Field has the potential to be developed as a village green/nature 
conservation area or other form of open space (6);  

 Variety of cycle improvements which will improve cycle routes and access to open 
spaces including: along Marine Parade East and West in Lee-on-the Solent (now 
completed); Military Road to Browndown Road (now completed); cycle improvements to 
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Shoot Lane; Fareham Road Cycle Track(Heritage Way to Rowner Road); Daisy  Lane; 
access improvements to Town Centre and Waterfront (2, 5); 

 Improve quality of Stokes Bay sports pitches  including provision of changing facilities 
(3); 

 Improve pavilion provision at Privett Park (3); 

 Replace St Vincent’s artificial grass pitch during the Plan period (3). 
 

 
 
1) Alver Valley Country Park 

Strategy (GBC 2014)   
 
2)   Cycling schemes identified in 

the Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan (GBC 2020) drawn from 
a variety of sources including 
the Gosport Transport 
Statement December 2013 
update, the Fareham and 
Gosport Strategic Transport 
Infrastructure Plan 2013, the 
Transport Delivery Plan 2013 
and the Solent Strategic 
Economic Plan – Transport 
Proposals. 

 
3) Playing Pitch  and Sports 

Facility Assessment 2014– 
Gosport Borough Council 
(Strategic Leisure) 

 

4)    Various planning proposals 
 
5)  Cycle Strategy for Gosport (GBC 

2000) 
 
6)  Adopted Gosport Borough Local 

Plan 2011-2029 and related 
consultations  

 
7) Gosport Waterfront and Town 

Centre SPD (2018) 
 
8) Lee West SPD (2019) 
 
9) On-going liaison with Streetscene 
officers and their contacts with 
Friends groups. 
 
10) Play Strategy for Gosport (2007-

2012) (Gosport Borough Council 
2007) 

11) Ongoing liaison with the 
Gosport Allotment Association 
(2019) 

 
12) Green Infrastructure Strategy 

for the Partnership for Urban 
South Hampshire (October 
2009) and Action Plan 

 
13)  Solent Countryside Access 

Plan 
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SECTION 4: THE OPEN SPACE AUDIT METHODOLOGY 

 
4.1 The 2021 Open Space Monitoring Report has been based on the 2014 Report with the 

survey work refreshed and updated using the findings of the 2016 survey. It focusses on 
assessing the quality, value and quantity of identified open spaces within the Borough 
based on the principles set out in the Government’s Assessing Needs and Opportunities 
Companion Guide.9 

 
4.2 The updated survey undertaken for this Report takes account of key changes that have 

occurred in the quality and value of existing open spaces. This has primarily included 
scoping sites which have benefited from Section 106 contributions or other forms of 
investment. There are also some instances where further open spaces which were not 
previously identified have been added or reviewed (e.g. site boundary alterations).  

 
4.3 The methodology which has formed the basis for assessing the quality, value and 

quantity of the Borough’s open spaces is included in Appendix 2. For this latest survey 
the methodology was adjusted slightly to take account of the contribution that particular 
open spaces made to the overall townscape character of the vicinity.  
 
QUALITY 

 
4.4 Quality relates to the key attributes of an open space as it currently exists. For each 

type of open space has been scored and then graded as being Good, Medium or Low 
Quality. The scoring system has been based on a number of elements including 
accessibility, provision of facilities, built and natural features and overall management. It 
is considered that the scoring system enables a broad and consistent assessment to be 
made which enables a comparison of one open space with another.  

 
VALUE 

 
4.5 Value is different to quality in that an open space may be low quality in terms of 

recreational facilities, but may be of high value because it has certain characteristics 
that if lost would be detrimental to the community. The key principles are set out below. 

 
4.6 To assess value a simple grading system has been devised to determine whether it has 

a high, medium or low value.  Each open space is valued in accordance with the highest 
category it obtains when carrying out the three ‘tests’ outlined below: 

 

 special attributes; 

 level of use; and 

 context (proximity of a similar type of open space, accessibility). 
 
4.7 An open space with a special attribute is classified as high value if it includes the 

presence of an important nature conservation feature (for example, an SPA or a SSSI) 
or important historical feature (for example, a Listed Building or Scheduled Ancient 
Monument), is within or directly adjacent to a Conservation Area or has a special 
feature about its location such as being a coastal site. Other open spaces with special 
attributes perform particular functions, for example, cemeteries, allotments and strategic 
cycleways which provide unique links across the Borough. Low value open spaces will 
have no special attributes whereas medium value open spaces could have locally 
important designations such as a Tree Preservation Order. 

                                            
9
 Whilst this is a companion guide to the now superseded PPS17 it still proves relevant advice on the methodology for undertaking 

an open space audit. 
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4.8 Open spaces that have a high level of use are also classed as high value.  These open 

spaces tend to form a focus for the neighbourhood. Such open spaces include 
recreation grounds and parks, well-used sports grounds and school sites.  An open 
space with low usage is likely to be assessed as low value unless it has a special 
attribute or has the potential to serve a large catchment area.  

 
4.9 The context of an open space is also important. If there is little provision in an area, a 

space of low quality with no special attributes may well be of high value as local 
residents have a limited choice of open space and the nearest similar open space is 
some distance away. An open space may be assessed as low value where there are a 
number of similar open spaces in the vicinity.  Open space that is difficult to access is 
likely to be of little value, irrespective of its quality. The catchment area analysis has 
informed the value of open spaces in relation to the context test. 

 
QUALITY/VALUE MATRIX 

 
4.10 Once quality and value has been determined for each open space, it has been possible 

to place each in a matrix combining quality and value10.  From the matrix it is possible to 
develop a broad policy framework and identify what open spaces can be targeted in 
order to deliver high quality/high value sites. 

 
4.11 Certain open spaces may have high value but do not have high quality, for example a 

play area which may have a limited quality of play equipment may be in an area where 
there are no similar facilities within a reasonable distance. The open space therefore 
has high value serving a wide area but the quality needs to be improved.  

 
4.12 In certain circumstances open spaces may achieve higher recreational value if the land 

is used for a different type of open space. For example, if there are findings to show that 
a sports pitch is infrequently used, it could be alternatively developed into a park to 
serve a wider community therefore increasing its value. 

 
  

                                            
10

 as advised by the Government’s Assessing Needs and Opportunities Companion Guide 
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Table 4: Combining Quality and Value 

High Quality/ Low Value  
 

 Wherever possible the 
preferred policy approach is 
to enhance its value in 
terms of its present 
purpose. 

 
 If this is not possible, the 

next policy approach is to 
consider whether it might be 
of higher value if converted 
to some other form of open 
space. 

 
 Only if this is not possible 

will it be acceptable to 
consider a change of use. 

 

High Quality/Medium Value 
 

 The preferred approach is to 
enhance its value but in 
most circumstances there is 
less priority than the low 
value open spaces. 

High Quality/ High Value 
 

 Ideally all spaces should 
come into this category and 
the planning system should 
seek to protect them in 
perpetuity. 

Medium Quality/ Low Value 
 

 These open spaces are of a 
fair standard and therefore 
ways to improve their value 
should be explored. In many 
cases this is likely to include 
measures to encourage 
greater use and/or adding 
features of interest.  

 

Medium Quality/ Medium Value 
 

 The preferred approach is to 
enhance its value and 
quality but in most 
circumstances there is less 
priority than the low value 
and quality open spaces. 

 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
 

 In many cases a small 
number of measures can be 
taken to improve their 
quality to ensure that it 
becomes a high quality/ 
high value open space. It is 
important that these open 
spaces are protected. 

Low Quality/ Low Value 

 
 Wherever possible, the 

policy approach for these 
spaces should be to 
enhance their quality, 
provided it is also possible 
to increase their value. 

 

 If this is not possible, for 
whatever reason, the space 
or facility may in due course 
be considered surplus to 
requirements in terms of its 
present purpose. 

 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
 

 By improving quality it may 
be possible to increase its 
value by encouraging 
greater use.  This may be a 
lower priority than low 
quality/low value open 
spaces. 

Low Quality/ High Value 
 

 The policy approach to 
these spaces should always 
be to enhance their quality 
and therefore the planning 
system should seek to 
protect them. 

*Arrows indicate the aspiration for all sites within the Borough to achieve a high quality/high value assessment 
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QUANTITY 

4.13 For each open space it has been possible to determine its primary purpose based on 
the open space typologies referred to in Table 1. Some open spaces will have more 
than one primary purpose as well as a number of secondary purposes. Where an open 
space has more than one primary purpose it has been divided into its component parts 
to avoid double-counting. 

 
4.14 As with the Audit findings shown in previous Reports, an open space that has no access 

to the general public is not included within the overall quantity supply calculations. 
Consequently grounds belonging to the Ministry of Defence that are not generally 
available to public sports clubs or the public have been excluded. Those school sites 
that are not available out of school times for public use are also excluded from the 
calculation. In accordance with the earlier National Playing Fields Association 
methodology golf courses are not included as part of the outdoor sports calculation.  
However, open spaces that are not available for use by the general public can still make 
a valuable contribution to the recreational provision for parts of the community as well 
as enhance the visual qualities of an area. They are therefore afforded the same 
protection as other open spaces covered by Policy LP35: Protection of Existing Open 
Space of the adopted Gosport Local Plan 2011 – 2029 and the equivalent policy in the 
emerging draft Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 – draft policy LE1: Open Spaces. 

 
4.15 The Audit includes an assessment of green corridors and of amenity areas over 0.04 

hectares where there is a potential for informal recreation. In most cases, areas such as 

landscaping, grass verges and small areas of incidental open space have not been 

identified in the assessment as they serve primarily as a visual amenity within the built 
up area and are unlikely to serve any practical recreational function. However, such 
open spaces should remain open as they contribute to the quality of the urban 
environment. 

 
ACCESSIBILITY: IDENTIFYING CATCHMENT AREAS 

 
4.16 In order to ensure residents of the Borough have good access to open spaces research 

has been undertaken relating to catchment areas for various types of open spaces.  
Accessible walking distances to children’s play facilities and parks and gardens have 
been defined and measured. There has been a particular focus upon these types of 
open spaces for this analysis because it is considered important that these facilities are 
available locally. 

 
4.17 The accessible walking distances to these types of open space has been indicated by 

the use of distance thresholds. These have been used for identifying existing gaps in 
provision. There are some exceptions whereby it may not be practical to apply the use 
of these distance thresholds such as where physical constraints may be present. For 
example, the local geography of the Borough (e.g. the creeks) can also prevent direct 
access being made from one area to another. The analysis of accessibility to children’s 
play facilities and parks and gardens is included in Section 5 with a more detailed 
analysis included in the ward summaries in Appendix 1. 

  
4.18 Table 5 shows identified distance thresholds for the various types of open space within 

the Borough. These have been used to inform the catchment area analysis in Section 5 
and the accessibility standards for various open space typologies which will be set out 
in the Local Open Space Standards to accompany the draft Gosport Borough Local 
Plan 2038.   
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Table 5: Open Space Identified Catchment Areas 

Type of Open Space Identified Catchment Area Distance Thresholds  
 

Parks and Gardens 400 and 800 metres (although some parks and gardens are 
of strategic significance; e.g. Stokes Bay is considered to 
have Borough wide catchments). 
 

Natural and Semi-Natural 
Greenspaces 

400 metres In addition, these spaces as well as other 
spaces with natural features have been included within the 
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards Assessment (see 
below). 
 

Green Corridors Not assessed at this stage. 
   

Outdoor Sports Facilities These sites are considered to have Borough wide 
catchments. Certain spaces have been identified as informal 
play areas with a 400m catchment. 
 

Amenity Space 400 metres 
 

Provision for Children and 
Young People 

400 and 800 metres. Varying catchment areas depend on 
the scale and nature of facilities to be provided.  
 

Allotments 800 metres 
  

Cemeteries, Church Yards and 
similar space 

Not applicable as considered to have Borough wide 
catchment. 
  

Civic Space Not assessed at this stage. 
 

 
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) 

 
4.19 In addition to the above, work on identifying accessible walking distances to natural 

greenspaces has been refreshed using Natural England’s Accessible Natural 
Greenspace Standards (ANGSt). The main points of the ANGSt analysis are included in 
Section 5 with the Council’s more detailed Accessible Natural Greenspace Report 
included in Appendix 5.  

 
4.20 The definition of natural greenspace as used for the ANGSt standards can include a 

number of open space categories as defined in Table 1. The definition of naturalness by 
Natural England is ‘areas naturally colonised by plants and animals’. 

 
4.21 The Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards Model (ANGSt) sets out a system of 

tiers according to site size as follows: 
 

 No person should live more than 300m from their nearest area of natural 
greenspace (however the Borough Council have chosen to adopt a 400 metre 
standard in line with other accessibility models);  

 There should be at least one accessible 20ha site within 2km from home; 

 There should be one accessible 100ha site within 5km; and 

 There should be one accessible 500ha site within 10km. 
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SECTION 5: THE OPEN SPACE AUDIT RESULTS 

 
5.1 This section provides a broad overview of the outcome of the Open Space Audit 

undertaken for the purposes of publishing this Report. The audit identified 245 open 
spaces that make up the publicly available supply of open space across the Borough 
accounting for approximately 611.69 hectares of the Borough’s land area. 

 
5.2 There have been some changes since the 2014 Report in respect of the overall 

provision of open space within the Borough.    In summary, there are an additional 5 
new sites of 1.38 hectares of open space created since the 2014 survey. These 
changes are largely related to new developments within the Borough, principally at 
Alver Village, and changes in open space arising from the Brockhust Gate Retail Park. 
There have also been some  losses of open space due to minor cartographic changes 
and changes due to developments which have occurred since the publication of the 
2014 audit, for example the Starbucks at Gosport Leisure Park.  
 

5.3 The draft Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 (GBLP 2038) identifies opportunities to 
enhance and increase the provision of publicly accessible open space through the draft 
Local Plan’s strategic development allocations. Consequently these have been 
identified and incorporated under the ‘Proposed Open Spaces’ section of each of the 
ward profiles where this is relevant.  

 
5.4 As part of the draft GBLP2038 it has also been necessary to identify a very small 

number of open spaces that could be considered for residential development in order to 
contribute to meeting the Borough’s housing requirements. These will be subject to the 
Local Plan consultation process. This includes the following types of open space: 

 Very small open spaces with low recreational/amenity value which would provide 
greater benefits as small residential sites; 

 The loss of some open spaces not currently available for public use which would 
deliver both new residential development and new public open spaces; and 

 Loss of open space for much needed affordable housing with improvements to open 
space elsewhere in the vicinity. 
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5.5 Figure 1 shows the Borough’s existing open space provision with the larger open 
spaces identified separately as strategic open spaces. It also shows areas which are 
subject to key proposals for open space provision and takes account of each of the 
assessed open space typologies and includes new allocations for open space identified 
in the draft GBLP 2038.  

 
Figure 1: Existing and Proposed Open Space within Gosport 

 
 
 

5.6 The results of this refreshed open space assessment have been broken down and 
assessed in terms of overall quality, value, quantity and accessibility. The detailed ward 
summaries of all the results arising from this refreshed assessment are included in 
Appendix 1. 
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QUALITY 

Overall Quality 
 

5.7 In overall terms the Borough has a good number of prestigious open spaces of high 
quality. The assessment of quality is subjective but the development of a scoring 
system provides a relatively consistent basis to compare each open space to each 
other. 43.0% of the sites in total are considered to be high quality11. This shows a 
continued improvement in the quality of the Borough’s open spaces since the 2014 
Report which showed 41.9% of sites were of high quality and consistent improvements 
since the 2004 baseline study which showed 34.9% of sites being of high quality.  

5.8 Many of the high quality open spaces serve the whole Borough and include high profile 
open spaces such as the Alver Valley Country Park, Stokes Bay and Falkland Gardens, 
as well as more localised facilities such as the Grove Community Gardens and the 
Hermitage Ecology Park. 

 
Ward Analysis  
 

5.9 As with the findings of the previous assessments, the largest number of high quality 
open spaces is located within the Town Ward (17). Anglesey has the next highest 
number of high quality open spaces (11) and Hardway (10). The Anglesey ward 
includes Crescent Gardens which holds a Green Flag status one of two in the Borough 
(the second one being Stanley Park).  

 
5.10 In terms of proportion of high quality open space Forton ward’s only public open space 

is considered to be of high quality. Further to this, 89% of the open spaces surveyed 
within the Lee West ward (8 out of 9 open spaces) and 81% of open spaces surveyed in 
the Town ward (17 out of 21 open spaces) are considered to be of high quality.  Whilst 
50% of the total sites in Hardway (10 out of 20 open spaces) and 75% of the total sites 
in Privett (3 out of 4 sites) were considered to be of high quality. 

 
5.11 Peel Common is the only ward within the Borough which is not considered to have any 

high quality open spaces. However, many of the medium quality open spaces are close 
to being considered as high quality and offer a pleasant setting to their residential 
surroundings and this has remained the case since the 2014 survey.  

 
Analysis by Typology 

 
5.12 Table 6 shows the proportion of each type of open space in terms of high, medium and 

low quality and the change in the proportion of high quality open spaces for each type 
since 2014.   

 
5.13 The table shows that there is little change in the overall results from those recorded in 

the 2014 Report in respect of the proportion open spaces for each typology assessed to 
be high quality.  

 
5.14 When taking account of all the surveyed open spaces within the Borough (i.e. open 

spaces as a whole rather than by typology), the largest proportion is considered to be of 
medium quality (53%), with 43.0% high quality and 4.1% low quality. Many of the 
medium open spaces require only a few improvements to increase their quality to ‘high’ 
while others may need significantly more investment. The improvement of such open 
spaces should be seen as a priority, particularly in wards where there are few high 
quality open spaces. It will be important to take account of consultation with local 

                                            
11

 If each primary use is considered (294 primary uses rather than 245 sites) the proportion assessed to be high quality is 47.4%. 
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residents to determine their needs and understand the most appropriate enhancements 
to open spaces. 

 
Table 6: Quality of Open Spaces 

Type of Open 
Space (Primary 
Use) 

Proportion of open spaces in each typology 
assessed as:  

Change in 
Proportion of 
High Quality 
Open Spaces 
Between 2014 
and 2016 
(%pts)  

Low Quality 
(2016) 

Medium 
Quality (2016) 

High Quality 
(2016) 

Cemeteries/ 
Churchyards 

0% 0% 100% 0% 

Civic Spaces  0% 14.3% 85.7% +2.4% 

Parks and 
Gardens 

0% 15.6% 84.4% +9.4% 

Outdoor Sports  
(Sports pitches 
and other 
sports)

12
 

5.3% 28.9% 65.8% -1.8% 

Natural/Semi-
Natural 
Greenspace 

10.3%  41.4% 48.3% 0% 

Provision for 
Children  
and Young People 

7% 40.4% 52.6% +5.2% 

Allotments 0% 53.8% 46.2% 0% 

Green Corridors 6.3% 68.8% 25% 0% 

Amenity 
Greenspace 

4.3% 74.5%  21.3% 0% 

All open spaces  4.1 53.1 42.8 100 
* Percentages subject to rounding  
* This table takes account of each typology within each open space within the Borough. For example, one open space 
could include a provision of parks and gardens, natural/semi-natural greenspace and provision for children and young 
people. Therefore the table is not representative of the actual total number of open spaces within the Borough.  

 
5.15 As shown in the assessment findings in previous reports, a high proportion of amenity 

greenspaces, green corridors, allotments, children’s play areas and natural/semi natural 
greenspaces are considered to be of medium quality (74.5%, 68.8%, 53.8%, 40.4% and 
41.4% respectively). The numerous amenity areas within the Borough are well 
maintained overall with some having a potential for increasing recreational facilities in 
the locality. 

 
5.16   As with the previous assessments, Bridgemary South, Rowner and Holbrook, and 

Grange still have the largest number of medium quality open spaces (19, 19 and 20 
open spaces respectively). Furthermore, all of the 13 open spaces identified within this 
Monitoring Report in Peel Common are considered to be of medium quality. 

 
5.17 4.9 % of the Borough’s publicly available open spaces (12 open spaces) are considered 

to be of low quality this is a reduction from 5.1% identified in the 2014 Report. There are 
no wards within the Borough that have more than 3 low quality open spaces. Low 
quality open spaces include amenity greenspaces which have limited functionality or 
poor facilities.   

 
5.18 There are 4 open spaces within the Borough that include provision for children and 

young people that are considered to be of low quality. It has been observed that some 

                                            
12

 This is based on the findings of the 2014 study and will need to be reassessed in the context of the findings of the 2021 PPS. 
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of these children’s play areas could benefit from play equipment upgrades and the 
provision of modernised play facilities. These are in Lee East (LSE4), Leesland (LL4) 
and Town (T10 (a) and (b)) wards. 

 
VALUE 

 
5.19 Almost two thirds of the open space sites are considered to be of high value (60.0%).13 

This has remained a constant since the 2014 survey. Many of these are classified as 
high value due to the presence of one or more special attributes such as: 

 Coastal or harbourside location (e.g. Stokes Bay, Clifflands at Lee-on-the-Solent, 
Falkland Gardens, Gosport Park); 

 Contribution to the character of a Conservation Area or Listed Building (e.g. 
Crescent Gardens); 

 Cemeteries with their important function and attractive features; 

 Green Corridors, which provide unique linkages such as cycleways along the former 
railway line; and 

 Presence of important nature conservation features (e.g. Wildgrounds, Browndown). 
 
5.20 Open spaces have also been classified as high value due to their high levels of usage. 

This has not changes since the 2014 survey was carried out. The High value 
classification includes all school sites as these are intensively used by pupils during 
term time.  Some of these sites are also available to the general community.  Council 
sports facilities and recreation grounds also are well used.  Importantly a number of 
other open spaces have been identified as high value since they may serve a wide area 
or because there may be no similar types of open space in close proximity as illustrated 
through the catchment area analysis. Table 7 shows the proportion of each type of open 
space in terms of high, medium and low value and the change in the proportion of high 
value open spaces for each type since 2014. The table shows that there is no change in 
the overall results from those recorded in the 2014 Report. 
  

                                            
13

 If each primary use is considered (294 primary uses rather than 244 sites) the proportion assessed to be high value is 66.3 
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Table 7: Value of Open Spaces 

Type of Open 
Space (Primary 
Use) 

Proportion of open spaces in each typology 
assessed as:  

Change in 
Proportion of 
High Value 
Open Spaces 
Between 2014 
and 2016 
(%pts)  

Low Value 
(2016) 
 

Medium Value 
(2016) 

High Value 
(2016) 

Allotments 0% 0% 100% 0% 

Cemeteries/ 
Churchyards 

0% 0% 100% 0% 

Civic Spaces 0% 0% 100% 0% 

Outdoor Sports  
(Sports pitches 
and other sports) 

0% 2.6% 97.4% 0% 

Parks and 
Gardens 

0% 6.0% 94.0% 0% 

Green Corridors 6.3% 6.3% 87.5% 0% 

Natural/Semi-
Natural 
Greenspace 

3.4% 17.2% 79.3% 0% 

Provision for 
Children  
and Young People 

15.8% 15.8% 68.4% 0% 

Amenity 
Greenspace 

50.0% 24.5% 25.5% 0% 

All open spaces 24.5 15.5 60.0 100 
* Percentages subject to rounding  
* This table takes account of each typology within each open space within the Borough. For example, one open space 
could include a provision of parks and gardens, natural/semi-natural greenspace and provision for children and young 
people. Therefore the table is not representative of the actual total number of open spaces within the Borough.  

 
5.21 Some 15.5% of all the open space sites have been assessed as having medium value, 

which may include those with locally important designations, medium levels of usage 
and those which fall within an 800 metre catchment distance of another open space of 
that type. There is therefore potential to increase the value of such open spaces by 
incorporating additional functions or other measures which will increase usage. 

 
5.22 A quarter of the Borough’s open space sites (24.5%) have been classified as low value.  

It is important to point out that this classification is relative to other open spaces across 
the Borough and does not imply that these open spaces are not important. It is 
recognised that to many individuals such open spaces can be an important place to 
meet other people, exercise or relax.  Often they provide a welcome visual break within 
a densely built-up area. 

 
5.23 Over half of the amenity areas are considered to be of low value (50%) largely because 

of the large number of these within the Borough and because of a lack of special 
attributes and this remains the same since the 2014 assessment was carried out. 
However it is recognised that such amenity spaces can still provide an important 
contribution to the townscape. Many low value amenity areas could have their 
recreational value enhanced by incorporating additional functions such as play areas 
where appropriate or indeed the creation of community gardens. The Bridgemary South 
Ward has the largest number of amenity areas considered to be of low recreational 
value (13). 

 
5.24 9 of the 57 children’s play areas (15.8%) are also considered to be of low value. Most of 

these have been assessed as low value since they have been designated as Local 
Areas of Play (LAPs) but do not have play facilities. Therefore these are likely to have 
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limited usage and may have a greater visual amenity value for local residents. Most of 
the designated LAPs which do not accommodate play facilities are located in the 
Grange ward, Cherque Farm in the Lee East ward, and Priddy’s Hard in the Hardway 
ward. There are only a small proportion of natural greenspaces and green corridors that 
are considered to be of low value (3.4% and 6.7% respectively). When put into a 
numerical context, it should be noted that only one of the Borough’s natural 
greenspaces and one green corridor (Ayling Close in Grange Ward) have been 
assessed as low value. There is not considered to be any low value open spaces within 
the parks and gardens, allotments, cemeteries and churchyards, civic spaces and 
outdoor sports typologies.  
 
QUALITY/VALUE MATRIX 

 
5.25   Table 8 gives an indication of the number of open spaces within each category of the 

quality/value matrix14, as explained in Table 3 within this Report. The key aim should be 
for as many open spaces as possible to be within the High Quality/High Value category. 
The detailed quality/value matrices for open spaces in each of the Borough’s wards are 
included in Appendix 1. A ward summary table showing the quality and value of all open 
spaces is also included in Appendix 3. 

 
5.26 Almost 39% of open spaces are considered to be of High Quality/High Value this is a 

small increase since the 2014 survey was published where the number of High 
Quality/High Value open spaces was 38.1%. The total number of High Quality/High 
Value open spaces has increased by five since 2014 to 95 sites. Furthermore, the 
proportion of open spaces classed as Medium Quality/High Value has increased slightly 
to 19.7% from 19.5% since the 2014. There are still a large number of sites that may be 
potentially close to achieving a high quality assessment with a small degree of 
additional enhancements. 

 
Table 8: Quality/Value Matrix: Number of Open Spaces15 

High Quality/ Low Value  
 

 2 open spaces (0.8%) 

High Quality/Medium Value 

 
 8 open spaces (3.3%) 

High Quality/ High Value 
 

95 open spaces (38.9%) 

Medium Quality/ Low Value 

 
56 open spaces (23.0%) 

Medium Quality/  
Medium Value 

23 open spaces (9.4%) 

Medium Quality/ High Value 

 
49 open spaces (20%) 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
 

1 open space (0.4%) 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 

 
5 open spaces (2.0%) 

Low Quality/ High Value 

 
6 open spaces (2.5%) 

* Percentage figures subject to rounding 

 
QUANTITY 

5.27 This part of the report shows the existing provision of open space for each of the 
assessed open space typologies. The existing provision is calculated on a ‘hectares per 
1,000 of the population’ basis and takes account of the latest 2020 based Small Area 
Population Forecasts (SAPF) projections for the year 2021 produced by Hampshire 
County Council.  The SAPF are population forecast estimates rolled forward from the 
2011 Census. The SAPF also take into account future dwelling supply16. Appendix 1 

                                            
14

 as included in the Government’s Assessing Needs and Opportunities Companion Guide 
15

 n=245 representing the number of assessed open space sites that make up the publicly available supply. Where a site has more 

than one primary function  the assessments have been combined to provide a single rating for the whole site 
16

 Further information on SAPF is available on the Hampshire County Council website 
https://www.hants.gov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/facts-figures/population/estimates-forecasts 

https://www.hants.gov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/facts-figures/population/estimates-forecasts
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includes tables on this existing provision with a more specifically focused ward profile 
analysis.  
 
Informal Open Space 

 
5.28  The current Gosport Borough Local Plan 2011-2029 (GBLP) has a requirement for 

informal open space provision.  Such spaces can be used for a number of informal 
activities including passive recreation such as ‘watching the world go by’, informal play 
activities, dog walking, wildlife watching and organised community events.  It includes 
the following types of open space identified in the typology: 

 

 Parks and Gardens 

 Natural and Semi-
Natural Greenspaces 

 Green Corridors 

 Amenity 
Greenspaces 

 Cemeteries 

 Civic Spaces 

  
5.29 The Borough has a good supply of informal open space. The quality, value, size and 

accessibility of informal open space vary significantly across the Borough. Examples of 
large informal open spaces within the Borough include the Alver Valley, Stokes Bay, 
Browndown and Lee Seafront. At the other end of the scale, there are a significant 
number of amenity areas which have a limited functionality such as those which are 
provided within the Cherque Farm and Priddy’s Hard residential estates. Table 9 shows 
the provision of informal open space on a ward by ward basis. 

 
Table 9: Summary of Existing Provision of Informal Open Space (generally 
available for public use) 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

 

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough’s 
Informal Open 

Space (%) 

Alverstoke 44.15 4495 9.82 9.0 

Anglesey 30.27 3914 7.73 6.2 

Bridgemary North 5.03 4605 1.09 1.0 

Bridgemary South 13.52 4621 2.93 2.8 

Brockhurst 13.76 5312 2.59 2.8 

Christchurch 2.55 5341 0.48 0.5 

Elson 20.85 4557 4.58 4.2 

Forton 2.26 4370 0.52 0.5 

Grange 58.84 6106 9.64 12.0 

Hardway  9.31 5415 1.72 1.9 

Lee East 133.19 6020 22.12 27.1 

Lee West 88.21 5545 15.91 18.0 

Leesland 10.73 4857 2.21 2.2 

Peel Common 11.43 4031 2.84 2.3 

Privett 2.98 4200 0.71 0.6 

Rowner & Holbrook 24.83 4687 5.30 5.1 

Town 18.95 5651 3.35 3.9 

Borough Total  490.86 83,727 5.86 100.0 
(*subject to rounding) 
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5.30 It is clear that the largest proportion of informal open space is located within the Lee 
East, Lee West, Grange and Alverstoke wards (approximately two thirds of the 
Borough’s informal open space provision). This is largely down to the significant amount 
of natural/semi-natural greenspace which is located within areas such as the Alver 
Valley, Lee Clifflands, Browndown and Stokes Bay.  

 
5.31 The previous audit indicated an average provision of 6.03 ha per 1,000 people.  This 

has decreased to 5.86 ha per 1,000 people due to the changes in the population within 
wards as shown by the latest SAPF along with changes in the provision of some open 
space typologies (+/-) since the 2014 audit was published. The draft GBLP 2038 
proposes some additional areas of land as suitable for open space in the new 
regeneration areas. Once the GBLP 2038 is adopted these new proposed areas will 
form part of future open space audits and will increase the amount of informal open 
space in the Borough once these proposals have been implemented. Similarly any 
losses of open space resulting from the small number of residential allocations on such 
spaces would be taken into account if approved as part of the Local Plan process. 

 
5.32 To allow for further analysis, the current provision of informal open space is now broken 

down into the various individual typologies.  
 
Parks and Gardens 
 

5.33 The Borough has approximately 76 hectares of parks and gardens with there being 0.90 
hectares of park and garden provision per 1,000 of the population within the Borough. 
Table 10 shows the provision of parks and gardens on a ward by ward basis.  

 
5.34 Most of the provision for parks and gardens is fairly evenly spread throughout the 

Borough although Alverstoke, through provision at Stokes Bay, accounts for over a 
quarter of the Borough’s overall provision. Stokes Bay is also considered to have a high 
catchment of day visitors that make trips from outside of the Borough. The Town Ward 
through a number of significant open spaces (e.g. Gosport Park and Walpole Park) also 
accounts for over 15% of the Borough’s parks and gardens. There is no specific 
provision of parks and gardens within some parts of the Borough such as within the 
Brockhurst and Grange wards.  The provision in the previous audit was 0.89 ha per 
1,000 population. The small increase in the area of parks and gardens is taken into 
account due to the small changes in population in some wards as shown by the latest 
SAPF figures.  

 
Table 10: Summary of Existing Provision of Parks and Gardens (generally 
available for public use) 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough’s 

Parks and 
Gardens (%) 

Alverstoke 19.07 4495 4.24 25.2 

Anglesey 2.49 3914 0.64 3.3 

Bridgemary North 1.44 4605 0.31 1.9 

Bridgemary South 5.26 4621 1.14 6.9 

Brockhurst 0 5312 0.00 0.0 

Christchurch 0.4 5341 0.07 0.5 

Elson 1.78 4557 0.39 2.3 

Forton 2.26 4370 0.52 3.0 

Grange 0 6106 0.00 0.0 

Hardway  3.83 5415 0.71 5.1 

Lee East 2.61 6020 0.43 3.4 

Lee West 6.34 5545 1.14 8.4 
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Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough’s 

Parks and 
Gardens (%) 

Leesland 4.4 4857 0.91 5.8 

Peel Common 1.03 4031 0.26 1.4 

Privett 2.89 4200 0.69 3.8 

Rowner & Holbrook 7.24 4687 1.54 9.6 

Town 14.72 5651 2.60 19.4 

Borough Total  75.76 83,727 0.90 100.0 
 

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
 

5.35 There is approximately 333.30 hectares of land within the Borough which is primarily 
classed as natural/semi-natural greenspace with there being a provision of 3.98 
hectares per 1,000 of the population within the Borough.  This is a decrease from the 
previous audit of 4.12 ha per 1,000 people due to the changes in the population from 
the latest 2020 based SAPF figures for 2021 and also some losses of natural and semi 
natural greenspace to other open space typologies for example the small loss of natural 
and semi natural greenspace in the Alver Valley to accommodate provision for children 
and young people and other sports (i.e. the successful BMX track improvements which 
hosts national competitions). Table 11 shows the provision of natural/semi-natural 
greenspace on a ward by ward basis. 

 
Table 11: Summary of Existing Provision of Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 
(generally available for public use) 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 23.15 4495 5.15 6.9 

Anglesey 18.07 3914 4.62 5.4 

Bridgemary North 0 4605 0.00 0.0 

Bridgemary South 2.01 4621 0.43 0.6 

Brockhurst 3.61 5312 0.68 1.1 

Christchurch 0.1 5341 0.02 0.0 

Elson 14.64 4557 3.21 4.4 

Forton 0 4370 0.00 0.0 

Grange 51.79 6106 8.48 15.5 

Hardway  1.1 5415 0.20 0.3 

Lee East 128.26 6020 21.31 38.5 

Lee West 81.75 5545 14.74 24.5 

Leesland 0 4857 0.00 0.0 

Peel Common 0.18 4031 0.04 0.1 

Privett 0 4200 0.00 0.0 

Rowner & Holbrook 8.64 4687 1.84 2.6 

Town 0 5651 0.00 0.0 

Borough Total  333.3 83,727 3.98 100.0 
 
5.36 Most of the Borough’s natural/semi-natural greenspace is located within the Lee East, 

Lee West and Grange wards (38.5%, 24.5% and 15.5 % of the Borough’s provision 
respectively). This is largely due to the presence of the Alver Valley which has been 
designated primarily as a natural/semi-natural greenspace. 

 
5.37 The Alver Valley Country Park has delivered a number of key projects which have 

helped to increase visits from local residents and visitors to Gosport. The creation of the 
Alver Valley Country Park has helped to meet Natural England’s Accessible Natural 
Greenspace Standards. There are also a number of other significant areas of natural 
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and semi-natural greenspace within the Borough including parts of Stokes Bay and 
Browndown and the Clifflands. 
 

5.38 In contrast to the significant provision in some wards, other wards within the Borough do 
not have any natural/semi-natural greenspace provision. This includes the Bridgemary 
North, Forton, Leesland, Privett and Town wards. The size of natural/semi-natural 
greenspaces also varies significantly which further highlights the uneven distribution of 
this type of open space across the Borough. 
 

5.39 Further to this assessment which focuses upon the quantity of natural/semi-natural 
greenspace within the Borough, an analysis of accessible walking distances to natural 
greenspaces has also been undertaken as part of the work on Natural England’s 
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt). The analysis of this is included 
later in this Section with the report included in Appendix 5. 
 
Amenity Greenspace 
 

5.40 The Borough has approximately 42.66 hectares of amenity greenspace with there being 
0.51 hectares of amenity greenspace provision per 1,000 of the population within the 
Borough which is a slight decrease from 0.54 ha per 1,000 people in the previous audit, 
due primarily to changes in population. Table 12 shows the provision of amenity 
greenspace on a ward by ward basis.  

 
Table 12: Summary of Existing Provision of Amenity Greenspace 

Ward Existing 
Provision 

(ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

Ha. Per 1,000 of 
the Population  

Proportion of the 
Borough Total 

Alverstoke 0.88 4495 0.20 2.1 

Anglesey 1.56 3914 0.40 3.7 

Bridgemary 
North 2.47 4605 0.54 5.8 

Bridgemary 
South 4.35 4621 0.94 10.2 

Brockhurst 0.04 5312 0.01 0.1 

Christchurch 0.86 5341 0.16 2.0 

Elson 4.18 4557 0.92 9.8 

Forton 0 4370 0.00 0.0 

Grange 5.07 6106 0.83 11.9 

Hardway  3.25 5415 0.60 7.6 

Lee East 1.85 6020 0.31 4.3 

Lee West 0 5545 0.00 0.0 

Leesland 0.14 4857 0.03 0.3 

Peel Common 10.22 4031 2.54 24.0 

Privett 0.09 4200 0.02 0.2 

Rowner & 
Holbrook 5.9 4687 1.26 13.8 

Town 1.8 5651 0.32 4.2 

Borough 
Total  42.66 83,727 0.51 100.0 

 * may not total 100% due to rounding 
 

5.41 Peel Common, Rowner and Holbrook and Grange wards have the highest provision of 
amenity greenspace accounting for 24.1%, 14.2% and 11.9% of the Borough’s overall 
provision respectively. This provision plays an important role in adding to the street 
character and public realm in these areas. The Forton and Lee West wards currently 
have no identified amenity greenspace provision although in the case of Lee West ward 
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there is proposed amenity space which will be provided as part of the Daedalus 
Regeneration Area and through the implementation of the outline planning application at 
Daedalus (11/00282/OUT). 

 
Green Corridors 
 

5.42 The Borough has approximately 17 hectares of open space designated as a green 
corridor with there being a provision of 0.20 hectares per 1,000 of the population. Table 
13 shows the provision of green corridors on a ward by ward basis.  

   
Table 13: Summary of Existing Provision of Green Corridors 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021)  

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 0.7 4495 0.16 4.2 

Anglesey 2.57 3914 0.66 15.3 

Bridgemary North 1.12 4605 0.24 6.6 

Bridgemary South 1.9 4621 0.41 11.3 

Brockhurst 2.45 5312 0.46 14.5 

Christchurch 0.26 5341 0.05 1.5 

Elson 0.09 4557 0.02 0.5 

Forton 0 4370 0.00 0.0 

Grange 1.98 6106 0.32 11.8 

Hardway  1.09 5415 0.20 6.5 

Lee East 0.47 6020 0.08 2.8 

Lee West 0 5545 0.00 0.0 

Leesland 2.02 4857 0.42 12.0 

Peel Common 0 4031 0.00 0.0 

Privett 0 4200 0.00 0.0 

Rowner & Holbrook 2.2 4687 0.47 13.1 

Town 0 5651 0.00 0.0 

Borough Total  16.85 83,727 0.20 100.0 
 
5.43 Wards with the greatest provision of green corridors include Anglesey (15.3% of the 

Borough’s total provision), Brockhurst (14.5%) and Rowner and Holbrook (13.1%). The 
provision within Anglesey is largely due to a pedestrian/cycle corridor which runs in a 
north/south direction past Stoke Lake and Workhouse Lake. 

 
5.44 The recorded provision within a number of other wards including Christchurch, 

Leesland, Brockhurst, Rowner and Holbrook, Bridgemary South and Bridgemary North 
is largely attributed to the pedestrian/cycle corridor which forms part of the former 
railway line. Parts are now also used for the Bus Rapid Transit route which runs through 
the Bridgemary North, Bridgemary South and Rowner and Holbrook wards. There are 
proposals to create new cycleway provision as part of the open space network on land 
south of Huhtamaki (BH11) in Brockhurst ward. 

 
5.45 It is acknowledged that the Borough’s cycle network provides a significant contribution 

to the existing green corridors and that they play an important role in adding to the 
Borough’s green infrastructure network. The Forton, Lee West, Peel Common, Privett 
and Town wards have no identified green corridor provision however the Gosport 
Waterfront and Town Centre SPD identifies the Gosport Lines would create a green 
corridor from Forton Lake to Haslar Marina.  
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Sports Pitches 
 

5.46 The Council has commissioned a new Playing Pitch and Sports Facility 
Assessment.  This information was not available at the time of producing this 
Open Space Monitoring Survey Report and therefore the sports pitch section is using 
the current published information at 2014. Therefore Tables 14 – 16 use the information 
taken from the published 2014 Playing Pitch and Sports Facility Assessment This 
section will be updated on the completion of the 2021 Playing Pitch and Sports 
Facility Assessment. Tables 14 and 16 have been updated using the 2020 based 
SAPF for the year 2021 and existing known provision. 

 
5.47 In total there is estimated that there is almost 104ha of sites with some form of pitch 

provision. This includes: those with secured and unsecured local community team 
arrangements, pitches with informal uses pitches; and those that are not available for 
general public or community use.  38.2% of the land is local authority controlled, 33.5% 
controlled by education providers, 24% is MoD land and 4.3 % in some other form of 
ownership. 

 
5.48 Table 14 shows there is approximately 85.63 hectares of land associated with sports 

pitches available for public use only representing 1.02 hectares of sports pitch 
provision per 1,000 of the population in the Borough. Table 14 shows the provision of 
sports pitches on a ward by ward basis. 

 
Table 14: Summary of Existing Provision of Publicly used Sports Pitches17 

 

 
5.49 Significant public provision (secured, unsecured and informal provision) is located within 

the Alverstoke, Bridgemary South, Brockhurst, Privett and Town wards with each of 
these accounting for at least 10% of the Borough’s overall sports pitch provision. Four 
wards have no current sports pitch provision. 

                                            
17

 This provision includes formal pitches used by local teams on a secured and unsecured basis.  It also includes some pitches 

which are not formally used by organised local teams but are areas for a kickabout (with goalposts) available on an informal basis 
for the general public as part of a recreation ground.  Consequently the results will differ from the Gosport Playing Pitch and Sports 
Facility Assessment 2014 which concentrates on pitches that can be used by local teams.  The figures also include the wider areas 
surrounding pitches if there are no other specific primary functions. This assessment excludes those pitches not generally available 
for public use identified in each of the ward profiles in Appendix 1. 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021)  

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 15.68 4495 3.49 18.3 

Anglesey 3.76 3914 0.96 4.4 

Bridgemary North 1.65 4605 0.36 1.9 

Bridgemary South 8.46 4621 1.83 9.9 

Brockhurst 13.64 5312 2.57 15.9 

Christchurch 0 5341 0.00 0.0 

Elson 1.96 4557 0.43 2.3 

Forton 0 4370 0.00 0.0 

Grange 0.97 6106 0.16 1.1 

Hardway  0 5415 0.00 0.0 

Lee East 3.13 6020 0.52 3.7 

Lee West 0 5545 0.00 0.0 

Leesland 3.41 4857 0.70 4.0 

Peel Common 7.34 4031 1.82 8.6 

Privett 12.31 4200 2.93 14.4 

Rowner & Holbrook 2.11 4687 0.45 2.5 

Town 11.21 5651 1.98 13.1 

Borough Total  85.63 83,727 1.02 100.0 
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5.50 Local authority pitches represent approximately 46.1% of the total area of public pitches 

within the Borough. School/college pitches represent 32% with MoD pitches accounting 
for approximately 20.4% of the total area of public pitches within the Borough. The 
Borough’s population therefore relies heavily on pitches outside of the Borough 
Council’s control which could potentially be withdrawn at relatively short notice. 

 
5.51 The availability of sports pitches in the Borough also varies significantly. Pitches 

controlled by Gosport Borough Council tend to be accessible to the public at all times of 
the day, whereas Ministry of Defence (MoD) and school pitches are not open to the 
general public but many are available to hire by local clubs. However, MoD and school 
pitches are also available for use by MoD personnel and students and if such sites were 
lost there would be increased pressure on public supply. 

 
5.52 In terms of overall number of pitches that are available for local community teams to use 

on a secured or unsecured basis, there are 21 playing pitch sites and 81 playing pitches 
(football, cricket, rugby union, grass hockey, full size artificial turf pitch 5-a-side artificial 
turf) within the Borough boundary (Playing Pitch and Sports Facility Assessment 2014 - 
Strategic Leisure). The pitch supply is made up of the following: 

 
Table 15: Playing Pitch Provision in Gosport Borough 

Pitch Provider Number of Sites Number of Pitches 

Gosport Borough Council  11 50 

Education sites * 5 17 

Other sites ** 5  14 
TOTAL PROVISION 
IDENTIFIED 

 21 81 

* Education sites only include formally marked pitch sites.  
** Other sites including MOD sites. 
 

5.53    The total of 81 pitches includes two training pitches but excludes two 5 v 5 pitches with 
planning permission at Gosport Leisure Centre.  Gosport Borough Council is the main 
provider of pitches accounting for 61% of all community accessible pitches within the 
Borough. A further 21% of education sites and 18% of other sites (predominantly MoD 
pitches) are also important in contributing to the overall community provision. This along 
with the variability of community and local club access to pitches not owned by the 
Council highlights the importance in maintaining access to those pitches provided by 
other agencies (Strategic Leisure 2014). A short summary of the provision for the main 
types of sports pitches is outlined below with further details in the Playing Pitch and 
Sports Facility Assessment 2014. 
 
Football pitches 
 

5.54  Table 16 shows the number of football pitches which are currently used by local teams 
on a regular basis on a secured or an unsecured basis. 

 
Table 16: Pitches available in the Gosport area (secured or unsecured community 
use) 

Pitch Provider Number of Pitches 2008  Number of Pitches 2013 

Mini Soccer Pitch  10 15 

Junior / Youth All Formats  4  13 

Senior Football Pitch  40 34 

TOTAL NUMBER OF 
PITCHES  

54 62 
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5.55 Table 16 shows that there are 5 more mini soccer pitches in 2013 than there were in 
2008 and 9 more junior pitches across all formats. This is mainly due to the changes in 
the Football Associations Youth Format from the 2013/14 season and Gosport Council 
supplying additional youth format pitches for the 2013/14 season to meet the new youth 
size of pitch rules e.g. 7 v 7 and 9 v 9 (Playing Pitch and Sports Facility Assessment 
2014 – Strategic Leisure).  

 
5.56 There are 6 less senior pitches. The loss of the senior pitches is because a number of 

MoD pitches that were available for community teams on a regular basis in 2008 are no 
longer available for community use and only provide for MoD competitive team use In 
addition the closure of the Civil Service Sports Ground has resulted in the loss of one 
senior football pitch.  

 
5.57 It is also important to recognise that 12 of the pitches identified in Table 16 whilst 

available to be used by the community, are not available on a secured basis. 
 
5.58 The Study concludes that there is a need to improve the quality of existing football 

pitches and associated facilities.  Whilst there is not a need at present (when the current 
Local Plan was adopted) for additional football pitches there is certainly a need to retain 
all existing pitches (whether secured or unsecured community pitches or those that are 
currently not available for general community use). This is particularly the case in 
relation to good quality pitches or those that can be managed to a high quality.  This is 
very important given the vulnerability of guaranteed secured supply as a high proportion 
of sites are not in local authority control and that there a number of pitches that are of a 
lower quality and vulnerable to flooding. 

 
Cricket pitches 
 

5.59 There are 5 grass squares and 4 non-turf wickets in the Borough (when the current 
Local Plan was adopted).  The overall quality is generally good.  The current demand is 
met by the available pitch supply as demand is split throughout the week which helps 
ensure pitch supply is adequate. Over the Plan period is considered to retain existing 
provision.  
 
Rugby pitches 
 

5.60 Table 17 shows the supply of rugby pitches in the Borough (when the current Local Plan 
was adopted).  It is considered that current demand is adequately serviced by the 
current pitch supply if senior pitches are used to accommodate junior.  There is a deficit 
of 2 junior pitches by 2021 but this could be met by the use of Bay House School Rugby 
Pitches. It is therefore important to maintain the existing supply of pitches and 
encourage the dual use of pitches on school sites. The quality of pitches is good as are 
the changing facilities.  

 
Table 17: Rugby pitch supply in Gosport Borough 

Pitch type Senior  Junior Mini 

Gosport Park  3 2 2 

Bay House School 2  0 0 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PITCHES 5 2 2 

  
Hockey pitches 

 
5.61 At the time the current Local Plan was adopted there was only one artificial grass pitch 

(AGP) used regularly by local community teams, which is located at St Vincent College.  
The Report indicates that the quality of this pitch will need to be resurfaced over the 
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Plan period.  It is likely over the Plan period (beyond 2021) that there will be demand for 
an additional facility (such as a sand-based facility).  This demand could in part be 
accommodated by the use of existing school facilities such as the hockey pitch at Bay 
House School. The new 2021 Study will provide an up-to-date position on this issue. 

 
Other Outdoor Sports 
 

5.62 Other outdoor facilities include tennis courts and bowling greens, athletics facilities and 
putting greens (not golf courses). The Borough has approximately 4.45 hectares of land 
for other outdoor sports that are available for public use with there being 0.05 hectares 
of other sports provision per 1,000 of the population in the Borough. Table 18 shows the 
provision of other sports on a ward by ward basis.  

 
Table 18: Summary of Existing Provision of Other Sports 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021)  

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 0.77 4495 0.17 17.3 

Anglesey 0.43 3914 0.11 9.7 

Bridgemary North 0 4605 0.00 0.0 

Bridgemary South 0.28 4621 0.06 6.3 

Brockhurst 0 5312 0.00 0.0 

Christchurch 0 5341 0.00 0.0 

Elson 0 4557 0.00 0.0 

Forton 0.25 4370 0.06 5.6 

Grange 0.58 6106 0.09 13.0 

Hardway  0 5415 0.00 0.0 

Lee East 0.34 6020 0.06 7.6 

Lee West 0.38 5545 0.07 8.5 

Leesland 0.23 4857 0.05 5.2 

Peel Common 0 4031 0.00 0.0 

Privett 0.26 4200 0.06 5.8 

Rowner & Holbrook 0.79 4687 0.17 17.8 

Town 0.14 5651 0.02 3.1 

Borough Total  4.45 83,727 0.05 100.0 
 
5.63 The Rowner and Holbrook, Alverstoke, Lee West, and Anglesey wards have the highest 

provision of other outdoor sports facilities within the Borough. The provision of other 
outdoor sports for Grange ward has increased as it now includes the BMX track which is 
of competition standard. However, there could be scope to provide additional facilities at 
key recreation grounds in consultation with local communities. 

 
5.64 Borough Council provision accounts for approximately 60.4% of the total area of publicly 

available land for other outdoor sports facilities in the Borough. A further 9.1% of the 
total area of such facilities within the Borough is provided for by schools/colleges, 12.7% 
on MoD sites and 17.8% by other providers.  

 
Provision for Children and Young People 
 

5.65 The Borough has approximately 8.11 hectares of land used for children’s play provision 
with there being 0.10 hectares of children’s play provision per 1,000 of the population 
within the Borough. This has increased since the 2014 survey where provision for 
children and young peoples’ facilities across the Borough was 7.7 hectares. For the 
purposes of this work, provision for children and young people relates to equipped play 
areas, designated LAPs and LEAPs. Table 19 shows the provision for children and 
young people on a ward by ward basis.  
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Table 19: Summary of Provision for Children and Young People 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 0.3 4495 0.07 3.7 

Anglesey 0 3914 0.00 0.0 

Bridgemary North 0.06 4605 0.01 0.7 

Bridgemary South 0.95 4621 0.21 11.7 

Brockhurst 0 5312 0.00 0.0 

Christchurch 0.39 5341 0.07 4.8 

Elson 0.2 4557 0.04 2.5 

Forton 0.14 4370 0.03 1.7 

Grange 0.99 6106 0.16 12.2 

Hardway  0.8 5415 0.15 9.9 

Lee East 1.85 6020 0.31 22.8 

Lee West 0.34 5545 0.06 4.2 

Leesland 0.86 4857 0.18 10.6 

Peel Common 0.04 4031 0.01 0.5 

Privett 0.09 4200 0.02 1.1 

Rowner & Holbrook 0.53 4687 0.11 6.5 

Town 0.57 5651 0.10 7.0 

Borough Total  8.11 83,727 0.10 100.0 
 
5.66 Grange, Lee East, Bridgemary South and Leesland wards each account for at least 

10% each of the Borough’s overall provision.  Significant provision has been made with 
respect to enhancing children’s play facilities with the creation of the Eastern and 
Western Gateway Play Areas in particular as new additional facilities.  For calculation 
purposes the BMX track which had previously been included in the figures for Children 
and Young People have for this audit now been included instead in the Other Sports 
classification to reflect the BMX tracks status for hosting a sports club and events. 
Existing levels of provision have been enhanced at Lee West through the provision of 
the Splash Park facility as part of the overall existing provision. There is currently no 
provision made for children’s play facilities in the Anglesey and Brockhurst wards.  
Further details of completed schemes can be found in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan 
2020.18 

 
5.67 Play areas which attract visitors from a wider area than their immediate vicinity include: 

the Splash Parks at Stokes Bay and Lee-on-the-Solent; facilities at Walpole Park 
adjacent to the Town Centre; and the two Play Areas at the western and eastern 
gateways within the Alver Valley which is in close proximity to the regenerated Alver 
Village in Grange ward.  

 
5.68 Additional analysis has been undertaken on the provision of children’s play space. This 

shows that there is 0.49 hectares of children’s play provision per 1,000 of the population 
aged 0-15 within the Borough. Table 20 shows the provision for children and young 
people aged 0-15 on a ward by ward basis. 

 

                                            
18

 The Council publish and annual Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) which sets out completed and planned infrastructure in the 
Borough (including open space schemes) as part of the monitoring of the policies set out in the adopted Gosport Borough Local 
Plan 2011-2029.  The Infrastructure Funding Statement and IDP can be found here: www.gosport.gov.uk/infrastructure  

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/infrastructure
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Table 20: Summary of Provision for Children and Young People (0-15 Years of 
Age) 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 
Population  

(0-15 Years of 
Age)  

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 0-15 

Years 
Population  

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 0.3 605 0.50 3.70 

Anglesey 0 533 0.00 0.00 

Bridgemary North 0.06 790 0.08 0.74 

Bridgemary South 0.95 781 1.22 11.71 

Brockhurst 0 988 0.00 0.00 

Christchurch 0.39 1065 0.37 4.81 

Elson 0.2 814 0.25 2.47 

Forton 0.14 889 0.16 1.73 

Grange 0.99 1723 0.57 12.21 

Hardway  0.8 894 0.89 9.86 

Lee East 1.85 1152 1.61 22.81 

Lee West 0.34 877 0.39 4.19 

Leesland 0.86 902 0.95 10.60 

Peel Common 0.04 585 0.07 0.49 

Privett 0.09 618 0.15 1.11 

Rowner & Holbrook 0.53 1140 0.46 6.54 

Town 0.57 855 0.67 7.03 

Borough Total  8.11 15,211 0.53 100.00 
 
5.69 The table shows that the Grange ward has the highest number of children aged 0-15 

out of all wards within the Borough, and has one of the highest proportions of under 16’s 
in the whole of England. It is considered that Anglesey, Bridgemary North, Brockhurst 
and Peel Common wards would in particular benefit from having additional local 
provision due to the minimal or lack of children’s play provision in these areas.  
 
Allotment Provision 
 

5.70 The Borough has approximately 22.5 hectares of land used for allotments with there 
being 0.27 hectares of allotment provision per 1,000 of the population within the 
Borough. All allotment sites have been classed as high value because of the high levels 
of usage and longer waiting lists for plots due to increased demand. Table 21 shows the 
provision of allotments on a ward by ward basis. 
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Table 21: Summary of Provision of Allotments 

Ward Existing 
Provision (ha.) 

2020 based 
SAPF (2021) 

 

Ha. Per 1,000 
of the 

Population 

Proportion of 
the Borough 

Total 

Alverstoke 0 4495 0.00 0.0 

Anglesey 3.65 3914 0.93 16.2 

Bridgemary North 0.20 4605 0.04 0.9 

Bridgemary South 1.51 4621 0.33 6.7 

Brockhurst 9.51 5312 1.79 42.3 

Christchurch 0 5341 0.00 0.0 

Elson 1.46 4557 0.32 6.5 

Forton 0 4370 0.00 0.0 

Grange 0 6106 0.00 0.0 

Hardway  0 5415 0.00 0.0 

Lee East 0 6020 0.00 0.0 

Lee West 1.69 5545 0.30 7.5 

Leesland 4.07 4857 0.84 18.1 

Peel Common 0.15 4031 0.04 0.7 

Privett 0 4200 0.00 0.0 

Rowner & Holbrook 0 4687 0.00 0.0 

Town 0.26 5651 0.05 1.2 

Borough Total  22.50 83,727 0.27 100.0 
 
5.71 The highest proportion of the Borough’s allotment land is located within the Brockhurst 

ward with the Brockhurst allotments being the largest allotment site within the Borough.     
 
5.72  In order to understand the requirement for additional allotments within the Borough, it is 

necessary to consider the take up rates over recent years this is set out in Table 21 
below. 

 
Table 22: Gosport Borough Council Allotment Provision and Waiting List 
Information 

Year Total Number of 
Plots 

Vacant Plots Waiting List 

April 2006 798 28 0 

April 2007 798 0 361 

April 2008 937 0 411 

April 2009 937 0 464 

April 2010 937 0 464 

October 2011  938 0 620 

April 2012 938 0 594 

April 2013 1042 0 576 

April 2014 1070 69 412 

April 2015 1089 20 580 

April 2016 1091 41 234 

April 2017 1,095 22 200 

April 2018 1104 45 229 

April 2019 1108 71 313 

April 2020 1116 93 688 

April 2021 1123 89 732 
 Source: Authority Monitoring Reports 2006 – 2020 with supplemental data from Streetscene, Gosport 

Borough Council).
19

 

  

                                            
19

 The Authority Monitoring Reports 2006 – 2020 are prepared to monitor the policies of local plans and can be 
viewed on the Council’s website at: www.gosport.gov.uk/amr  

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/amr
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5.73  In addition to the Council owned allotments, there are 173 plots provided by the Diocese 
of Portsmouth and these are managed by the Gosport Allotment Holders and Gardeners 
Association. There is currently (at 2021) a waiting list of 19 people for these allotments.  
Consequently it is considered that the Borough has a significant demand for allotment 
provision. 

 
5.74 To address this issue, the Council has prepared a draft Allotment Strategy (2021). The 

strategy has been produced following consultation with the Allotment Stakeholders 
Group and has been informed by the results of the allotment survey carried out in 2019. 
The survey captured the views of participants with regards to the existing provision. The 
overall objective of the strategy is to increase the ability and opportunity for people to 
cultivate allotment plots in Gosport. The strategy seeks through its targets and initiatives 
to optimise the use of allotment sites for existing and potential plot holders to identify 
needs and meet demand. 

 
5.75 The draft Strategy aims to increase the quality of the provision, by helping existing or 

new allotment holders to access new resources and to increase the level of the 
provision where there is a shortage, looking for opportunities for new or to regenerate 
unavailable plots and maximize opportunities to grow food within the Borough of 
Gosport. It provides a framework for the next five years to develop and manage 
allotments in partnership with the Allotment Associations and Allotment Stakeholders 
Group.  It comprises of a number of strategic objectives and has developed an action 
plan for delivery. 

 
5.76 The draft Local Plan allocates land at Manor Way Lee-on-the-Solent for new allotments. 

(See draft policy A4: Allotments). In addition to the proposed allotment allocation, the 
Borough Council will continue to seek opportunities for new allotment and community 
garden provision within Gosport. It is considered that new allotment sites and 
community gardens could potentially be established on existing open spaces where it is 
considered that this new function will add recreational value to the existing open space 
such as amenity open spaces and this approach is facilitated through draft policy LE3. 

 
ACCESSIBILITY 

 
5.77 Local accessibility of open spaces is another important consideration when assessing 

local provision. 
 
5.78 Catchment area analysis has been undertaken for a variety of open spaces where it is 

considered particularly important to have local access. These are: 
 

 Conventional children play spaces (i.e. Local Areas of Play (LAPs), swings, slides, 

roundabouts, etc.);  

 Provision for children and young people: (i.e. including an extensive range of 
children’s play facilities such as BMX ramps, paddling pools, as well as conventional 
play spaces); 

 Areas of Informal play (i.e. open spaces which could potentially be used for 
kickabout/active play by children and teenagers);  

 Parks and Gardens.  
 
5.79 There have been some changes made to the catchment area analysis that was 

undertaken for the 2014 Report. The most significant change relates to improved 
provision and accessibility within the Alver Valley with the play areas at the Eastern and 
Western Gateways into the Country Park. This additional provision has increased the 
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400 metre catchment area coverage for children and young people (conventional play 
equipment) and areas for informal play within the Borough.  

 
Provision for Children and Young People: Conventional Play Equipment 
 

5.80 Figure 2 shows that most parts of the Borough are within an 800 metre catchment 
distance of high quality conventional play equipment. Also, most parts of the Borough 
are within 400 metres of conventional play equipment with the exception of parts of 
central Gosport (parts of Brockhurst, Forton and Elson wards), south east Lee, western 
Peel Common ward and parts of Alverstoke and Anglesey wards. This has remained 
the case since the 2014 Report was published. However there are opportunities within 
the draft Local Plan to enhance provision for children and young people through the 
proposals set out within the Regeneration Area allocations and within some of the 
Strategic Development Sites. 

 
5.81 Key elements that would improve the quality of coverage including improving some of 

the provision in the northern wards and identifying potential opportunities to provide play 
facilities in neighbourhoods currently not within 400 metres of a play area, for example 
by utilising underused amenity areas.  

 
Provision for Children and Young People: All Facilities 
 

5.82 Figure 3 shows that all residential areas within the Borough are within an 800 metre 
catchment distance of a medium or high quality children’s play facilities (all types).  The 
western part of Peel Common ward is not within 800 metres of a high quality facility or 
within 400 metres of a high/medium quality facility. The re-provision of facilities at the 
Gosport Leisure Park, the new splash parks at Stokes Bay and Lee-on-the-Solent and 
the new play areas at the Alver Valley Country Park (east and western gateway) has 
significantly improved the coverage of provision and the overall quality of facilities 
across the Borough  The completion of the Alver Village LEAP and the proposed 
Captains Garden at Daedalus will further add to the provision and overall enhancement 
and accessibility of children’s play equipment. There is also scope to improve the quality 
of facilities from medium to high in parts of the Borough. 
 
Parks and Gardens 
 

5.83 Figure 4 shows that most parts of the Borough are within an 800 metre catchment 
distance of medium or high quality parks and gardens. Many parts of the Borough are 
also within 400 metres of a park and garden with significant parts of south and east 
Gosport and Lee-on-the-Solent within 400 metres of a high quality park and garden. 

 
5.84    There are a small number of medium and high quality parks in the north of the Borough 

such as Copse Lane Recreation Ground and Bridgemary Park and Nobes Avenue 
Recreation Ground and have maintained this grading since the 2014 study was carried 
out. Elson Recreation Ground has also improved its quality rating from medium to high. 
In addition there are further opportunities to secure additional provision for parks and 
gardens in the Borough for example the proposed Captains Park and Garden at 
Daedalus and at Royal Haslar Hospital will add to the provision of high quality, 
accessible parks and gardens once these schemes have been completed along with the 
delivery arising from provision of new parks and gardens as part of the proposals within 
the Regeneration Areas.  
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Figure 2: Provision for Children and Young People: Conventional Play Equipment 
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Figure 3: Provision for Children and Young People: All Play Facilities 
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Figure 4: Parks and Gardens 
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ANALYSIS OF LOCAL NATURAL GREENSPACE PROVISION 

5.85 The Council has reviewed the assessment of local natural greenspace provision in the 
Borough in accordance with Natural England’s Accessible Natural Greenspace 
Standards (ANGSt) which was undertaken as part of this OSMR. The full analysis is 
detailed in the Accessible Natural Greenspace Report which is included in Appendix 5.  
Most parts of the Borough have good access at a local level to natural greenspace, 
being within 400 metres of a natural greenspace of at least two hectares. 

 
5.86 The coastal sites (Lee beach, Browndown and Stokes Bay) and the Alver Valley 

Country Park will ensure that most of the Borough will be within 2km of a 20 hectare 
natural greenspace in accordance with Natural England’s ANGSt standards. The 
delivery of the Alver Valley Country Park has helped to ensure that residents in the Peel 
Common, Bridgemary, Elson and Forton areas are within 2km of a natural greenspace 
of over 20 hectares. Cycleways and good public transport links to the Country Park 
provide alternative transport access to it. The ANGSt work also shows that the entire 
Borough is within 5km of a 100ha site given that both the Alver Valley and the combined 
connected coastal areas of Lee beach, Browndown and Stokes Bay are over 100 
hectares.  

 
5.87 At a sub-regional level there are also a number of large areas of natural greenspace 

outside of the Borough (i.e. 500 ha sites within 10 km) including the Strategic Gap 
between Gosport/Fareham and Stubbington/Lee, the Meon Valley as well as areas of 
woodland north of Fareham and Portchester. However with regard to the Strategic Gap 
it will be necessary to review this analysis due to recent speculative development 
proposals in this area as well as the proposed allocations by Fareham Borough Council 
as part of their emerging Local Plan. Further afield there is also the South Downs 
National Park. Whilst many of these sites are readily accessible to visitors with facilities 
such as toilets, cafes and visitor centres, access to the sites themselves can be an 
issue.  Many of the sites are not easily accessible to Gosport residents because they 
require car travel as they are too far away to cycle or walk and they are difficult to 
access using public transport.  There may be opportunities to improve accessibility to 
certain sites beyond the Borough such as Titchfield Haven by providing improved cycle 
routes. These issues will need to be considered through the implementation of 
Hampshire County Council’s Hampshire Countryside Access Plan 2015 – 2025 and the 
supporting Hampshire Countryside Access Plan for the Solent, the PfSH Green 
Infrastructure Strategy and Implementation Plan (2019). 
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SECTION 6: SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS 

6.1. A summary of the key findings relating to identified needs, quality, value and quantity is 
set out for each type of open space. Appendix 1 supports this section by presenting the 
findings that have emerged as a result of the Audit for each of the Borough’s wards. 

 
General 

 

 It is clear that the Borough has a large number of quality open spaces which are 
highly valued by local residents and visitors and that these form an integral part of 
the character of the Borough.  The importance of these open spaces with regard to 
the health and well-being of local residents has been emphasised during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. 

 Almost 39% of open spaces identified in this Report are of high quality/high value. 
This represents a continued increase in the number of sites since (from 31.2% in 
2004, the baseline for open space monitoring). It will be necessary to continue to 
maintain and improve the quality of open spaces for the benefit existing and new 
residents as well as visitors to the Borough. The draft GBLP 2038 makes additional 
provision of new open space in the Borough within a number of strategic 
development sites which will assist in creating further opportunities to secure high 
quality and high value open publicly accessible open space. 

 High value sites contribute significantly to the character of the Borough and are 
important particularly in respect of its built up nature.  

 There are still a large number of medium quality open spaces. Many of these have 
the potential to be of a high quality with a limited amount of improvement. 

 Priority should be given to improve lower quality open spaces, particularly in areas 
where there may be a limited number of, or no, high quality/high value open spaces.  

  Priority should also be given to increasing the provision of open spaces where this 
is practicable, particularly in built-up areas that may not be within proximity to 
existing open spaces.  This finding is being addressed through the allocation of new 
open space in draft policies D6: Gosport’s Strategic Open Spaces and A3: Leisure, 
Community Use and Open Space and where appropriate within the strategic sites 
identified in the Regeneration Areas.   

 There are a small number of amenity spaces where it is proposed to remove their 
status as amenity areas to support residential development, in order to assist in 
meeting identified housing need in the Borough in the plan period up to 2038. 
These proposed sites are allocated in draft policy A2: Housing. In these 
circumstances planning permission will only be granted where proposals include a 
contribution to improve the quality of an existing open space in the vicinity. 

 There should also be an increased emphasis for linking the Borough’s existing and 
future open space provision to the wider green infrastructure network as set out in 
draft policy D4: Green Infrastructure.  

 Efforts should continue to build upon the successes of securing the public use of 
sports facilities at school and MoD sites throughout the Borough.  

 The use of local consultation will be important in identifying priorities for open 
spaces. 
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Parks and Gardens 

 

 There are a variety of parks and gardens within the Borough.  A large proportion of 
these are of high value and form a key focal point for local communities. 

 Parks and gardens offer a range and mix of functions, including tranquil areas, play 
provision and sports facilities. This category can include small gardens such as 
Crescent Gardens, Foster Gardens and Grove Community Gardens through to large 
recreation grounds such as Elson Recreation Ground, Privett Park and Gosport 
Park.  

 There are some parks which whilst of high value are of only medium quality. 
Relatively few improvements may be required to increase the quality of these open 
spaces. Examples of such open spaces include Rowner Walk in the Rowner and 
Holbrook ward.  Whilst others have improved in terms of their overall  quality since 
the 2014 survey such as Bridgemary Park, Nobes Avenue Recreation Ground and 
Elson Recreation Ground.  

 Developer contributions should continue to be used to enhance local parks in order 
to serve the residents of new developments to ensure quality meets local demands. 
CIL funding may also be used for this purpose through projects coming forward 
through the use of the ‘Strategic CIL’ portion or indeed through community projects 
that have been awarded funding through the CIL Neighbourhood Fund.  

 In certain cases it may be appropriate for further new parks to be provided to serve 
large new developments as set out in draft policy LE1: Open Spaces.  
 

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspace 
 

 The various natural and semi-natural greenspaces are very important in contributing 
to Gosport’s character providing welcome visual breaks within the densely 
urbanised environment of the Borough.  

 The protection and enhancement of these natural and semi-natural greenspaces 
continues to be an important priority.  

 The possibility of incorporating biodiversity within other types of open spaces should 
be explored as part of the wider Local Ecological Network as set out in draft policy 
D5: The Local Ecological Network And Internationally and Nationally Important 
Sites. There will now be a stronger requirement to provide a net gain in biodiversity 
as part of new developments. 

 The work on identifying Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) shows 
that the Borough has a good level of provision of accessible natural greenspace with 
the majority of the Borough falling within the 400 metres catchment areas.  

 The continued enhancement of the Alver Valley as a Country Park remains a priority 
for the Council. This strategic open space offers significant potential for high quality, 
accessible open space for local residents, workers and visitors to the Borough. This 
natural haven provides green open space and lakes and is an integral part of the 
strategic area of open space identified in draft policy D6: Gosport Strategic Open 
Spaces of the Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 (Regulation 18 Consultation Draft), 
and the Green Infrastructure Network as identified in draft policy D4: Green 
Infrastructure Network and shown on the draft Policies Map. 

 There is a need to continue improving the quality and accessibility of the Borough’s 
urban fringe areas.   

 The Hermitage Ecology Park provides an excellent example of providing small-scale 
local facilities to enable people to appreciate nature conservation. 
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Green Corridors 

 

 There are a number of green corridors which form part of the Borough-wide strategic 
cycle network which will need to be maintained and enhanced.  

 They play an important role in linking various types of open space and add value to 
the green infrastructure network of the Borough. 

 They can help contribute towards more sustainable trips being made as an 
alternative to travelling by private car. 

 Accessibility has been improved along northern sections of the former railway line 
along the route serving the Bus Rapid Transit service. This has also helped to 
enhance cycle linkages within the Borough and to Fareham.  

 Accessibility can also be improved by investigating the potential for additional cycle 
routes. It is possible that making such extra provision could help to provide further 
linkages between the Borough's parks and other open spaces such as the proposed 
cycleway on land south of Huhtamaki and improvements to the Alver Valley Country 
Park.  

 A north/south cycle route could be developed through the HMS Sultan site if 
released by the MoD. This could help to create a new recreational/heritage route 
connecting up the Borough’s forts (i.e. Fort Monckton, Fort Grange, Fort Rowner 
and Fort Brockhurst).  

 Proposals in the emerging HCC Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 
(LCWIP), which will be subject to public consultation, will inform a later iteration of 
the Monitoring Report.  

 
Outdoor Sports Provision20 

 
6.2 The evidence cited below relates to the PPS 2014 and the Council has commissioned a 

new PPS and the findings from that study will be reviewed for the 2021 study. The PPS 
2014 concluded the following key points: 

 

 There is no identified need for additional football pitches unless serving as a 
replacement for an existing facility. 

 There is a need to maintain and protect secured and unsecured pitches for future 
community use, especially facilities that are, or capable of being maintained to a 
good standard.  This is particularly important in Gosport where a large proportion of 
supply is outside the local authority control and certain pitches are of lower quality 
and vulnerable to flooding. 

 There have been significant improvements of football facilities at the Gosport 
Leisure Park with the development of a new successful 5-a-side and 7-a-side centre 
as part of the overall redevelopment.  

 With regard to the Brockhurst Gate site the PPS highlighted the importance of 
continued football pitch provision on the former Civil Service Sports site.  The 
Inspector at the Examination in Public for the current GBLP2029 agreed with this 
position due to the potential shortfall of provision if education and MoD sites are 
withdrawn from community use.  Until evidence demonstrates otherwise this 
remains the case and consequently appropriate mitigation is required if this site 
were to be developed. As part of a recent planning approval for much needed 
employment floorspace it has been agreed that it is necessary for the developer to 
provide an appropriate financial contribution for suitable mitigation for football pitch 
provision in the Borough.  

                                            
20

 This information is based on the published Playing Pitches and Sports Facilities Assessment (2014) and will be 
reviewed through the 2021 Playing Pitch and Sports Facilities Assessment. 
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 There is considerable scope to improve the quality of lower quality football pitches 
and associated facilities. 

 There is currently no demand for additional facilities but it important that the current 
supply is maintained.  This situation could change if demand intensified at particular 
times of the week as currently as demand is split throughout the week it allows 
supply to be adequate. 

 Whilst overall quality of facilities is good there is scope for improvements (such as 
drainage and changing facilities). 

 Overall rugby pitch supply meets local demand and is of a good quality. 

 By 2021 there will be a deficit of 2 junior rugby pitches which could be met if facilities 
by education providers could be used. 

 There is need for the existing artificial grass hockey pitch to be resurfaced and the 
potential beyond 2021 for an addition facility (perhaps a sand-based pitch). The 
latest position will be confirmed in the 2021 PPS. 

 Developer contributions could be directed towards improving the quality of pitches 
and associated facilities. These could address issues such as unevenness of 
pitches, drainage, flooding and the condition of certain ancillary facilities such as 
changing rooms.  

 Use of Ministry of Defence and school and college sports pitches make a vital 
contribution in serving their own demands as well as those of the general public and 
local clubs. There may be further scope in future to allow greater access of these for 
the general public and/or local sports clubs. However, it is also possible that the 
pitches outside of the Borough Council’s control could potentially be withdrawn at 
relatively short notice. 

 There may be opportunities to increase the provision of other sports facilities such 
as bowling greens and tennis courts and to improve the quality of such facilities in 
other areas of the Borough.  

 
Amenity Greenspaces 
 

 There are numerous amenity greenspaces within the Borough with there being more 
of these in terms of the overall number in comparison to any other type of open 
space.  

 These are largely grassed areas within residential estates. Some have formal 
flowerbeds, shrubs or trees and can have an important contribution to the character 
of an area.  

 Some of these amenity greenspaces are well used with some accommodating 
children’s play facilities. 

 Simple measures can be taken to increase the use of a number of these amenity 
greenspaces, including seating areas in appropriate locations, enhanced planting 
and additional features or the creation of community gardens for growing food. This 
could help to enhance their overall quality and value particularly in wards such as 
Bridgemary South and Peel Common. 

 In order to meet its housing requirement in the draft Local Plan, it has been 
necessary to consider all potential sites through the Strategic Land Availability 
Assessment process.  This has identified the potential use of a small number of low 
value amenity sites as much-needed residential sites.  In such development 
proposals will include provision to improve the quality of an existing neighbouring 
open space. It is proposed to allocate the following open spaces for residential 
development21: 
 

                                            
21

 Further information about the Council’s proposed Development Strategy can be found in Policy D2: Development Strategy and 
the Housing Background Paper: www.gosport.gov.uk/gblp2038  

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/gblp2038
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a) Land at Montgomery Road, Bridgemary (8 dwellings); 
b) Bridgemary Road, Bridgemary (6 dwellings-although not previously 

included in the OSMR survey); 
c)      Land at Grove Road, Hardway (28 dwellings); and 
d)      Heritage Way/Frater Lane (55 dwellings). 
 

Provision for Children and Young People 
 

 There is a range of children’s play facilities located across the Borough. The quality 
of play spaces is varied with a need to improve those that scored low or medium in 
the assessment. 

 There are some good examples of new, well-designed and improved play areas 
within the Borough.  Examples include the Splash parks at Stokes Bay and Lee-on-
the-Solent beach areas and the play facilities within the Alver Valley Country Park. 

 There may be further scope to modernise and enhance children’s play facilities at a 
number of neighbourhood parks/recreation grounds across the Borough. 
There may also be opportunities to provide further MUGAs throughout the Borough 
such as within larger parks and gardens. 

 There is scope to provide additional play areas for young children close to home by 
exploring the use of appropriate amenity areas. 

 The catchment area analysis shows that there may be opportunities for improving 
the provision of children’s play facilities particularly in locations close to the 
proposed Regeneration Areas.  It also shows that there may be scope for improving 
the quality of children’s play facilities and informal areas of play in more northern 
parts of the Borough.  

 Further research is required on the use of Local Areas of Play (LAPs). Many appear 
to be underused and lack basic facilities such an eye-catching feature of interest to 
young children. There are opportunities for such improvements in Priddy’s Hard, 
Cherque Farm and Rowner as there are a number of LAPs which lack such facilities 
in these areas. The Council is currently preparing a new Children’s Play Strategy to 
address such issues. 

 There may be scope in future to allow greater access of school play facilities for the 
children to use out of school hours.  

 Vandalism has been a noted problem in certain play areas and will need to be 
tackled through improved management and maintenance this is also an issue which 
has been identified in previous surveys.  

 
Allotments 

 

 Allotment use has increased over recent years. At April 2014 there were 1,070 plots 
by April 2021 this had increased by 53 plots to 1,123 plots largely through reducing 
plot sizes to suit modern demands.  However the waiting list remains high at 732 
people (at April 2021) due to the continued demand for allotment provision within the 
Borough. 

 There have been a number of stakeholder meetings between the Council and the 
allotment holders which have played a key role in both informing ongoing 
improvements to the existing allotments and the preparation of a draft Allotment 
Strategy (2021).  This piece of evidence supports the allocation on a new allotment 
site at Manor Way in Lee-on-the-Solent.  

 The increased use and demand for allotment plots over recent years has resulted in 
an automatic high value scoring.  

 Improvements have been made at allotment sites over recent years including 
Camden, Leesland, Elson, Rowner, Lee and Brockhurst therefore increasing the 
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overall quality of these. General maintenance of allotments has continued since the 
2014 Report was published. 

 
Cemeteries and Churchyards 
 

  These are considered to be of high quality and high value and are an asset to the 
Borough. They will continue to be protected through the relevant policy in the draft 
Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038.   

 Research has been undertaken to assess options for additional cemetery provision 
within the Borough. It is expected that a new cemetery will be required during the 
draft Local Plan period and a number of sites are being assessed through a 
feasibility study. 

 
Civic Space 
 

 The Town Ward accounts for the majority of the civic space in the Borough. It is 
considered to be of high quality and high value.  

 Further civic space has been provided as part of the Royal Clarence Yard 
redevelopment.    

 There is the potential to further improve the quality of the civic space in Royal 
Clarence Yard and this is supported by the Borough Council’s Gosport Retail, 
Leisure and Tourism Study (2019/20) which suggests that planned events would 
help to generate footfall to the area and establish the location as a destination. 

 The Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD (March 2018) promotes enhanced 
pedestrian access to the waterfront as part of the wider proposals to redevelop 
Gosport Waterfront. 

 Following the adoption of the Lee West Area of Special Character SPD (July 2019) it 
is recognised that open areas a St Faith’s Church in Victoria Square (including 
parking ares)provides an important civic space which contributes towards the 
townscape setting of the church and to the character of the surrounding area.  
Therefore this is now a new addition to the Civic space in this open space 
monitoring report. 
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APPENDICES TO THE OPEN SPACE MONITORING REPORT 2021 
 
 
 

APPENDIX 1: WARD SUMMARIES 

 
This appendix provides a summary of open space provision for each of the Borough’s wards. Each ward profile 
comprises three tables that detail information on each identified open space by typology, the quantity of existing 
public open space and a quality/value matrix for each open space that is available for public use.  
 
This is followed by an overview of the key points and issues relating to open space provision and a catchment 
area analysis. The next section lists proposals completed since the previous Open Space Monitoring Report was 
published in 2014 using developer contributions and other sources of funding in specific projects. This is followed 
by a list of initiatives that have been approved by the Council (e.g. likely to go to Committee or in the process of 
being planned). Further detailed information can be found in the Council’s Infrastructure Funding Statement 
which is supported by an Infrastructure Delivery Plan. The final element of the ward profiles consists of a range 
of suggested improvements that could be made to open spaces throughout the Borough. It is important to note 
that these are potential opportunities only and are not commitments that have been made by the Council. 
  



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

63 

ALVERSTOKE WARD 

Open Space Provision Summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area 
(hectares) 

Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

AL1 Stokes Bay (Alverstoke Ward) 

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 

(Sports Pitches and Other Sports) and Provision 
for Children and Young People  20.95 High

22
 High 

AL3 Bay House School (North) 
Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and 
Other Sports) 8.62 Medium High 

AL4 Stanley Park Parks and Gardens 5.89 High High 

AL5 St Mary's Churchyard Cemetery/Churchyard 0.35 High High 

AL6 The Avenue Amenity Greenspace 0.15 Medium High 

AL7 
Alverstoke Lawn Tennis and 
Squash Club 

Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) 
0.33 High High 

AL11 River Alver Green Corridor 0.7 Medium High 

AL12 Browndown (Alverstoke Ward) Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 15.65 Medium High 

AL13 Beach 
Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace with 
Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) 7.53 High High 

AL14 Little Green Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.13 High High 

AL15 Northcott Close Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.6 High Medium  

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

AL2 Bay House School (South)
23

 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.92 High High 

AL8 Alverstoke Junior*1 
Provision for Children and Young 
People with Outdoor Sports 1.75 High High 

AL9 Alverstoke Infant*1 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.27 High High 

AL10 
Land adjacent Stokes Bay Road 
Roundabout 

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
0.28 Medium Medium  

AL16  Alvercliffe Drive  Amenity Greenspace  1.21 Medium Medium  

                                            
22

 Important to note that whilst overall Stokes Bay as a multi-functional recreation area has been scored as a good the sport pitch element is considered to be 
low. This was confirmed by the Playing Pitch and Sports Facility Assessment (2014) where the pitches are prone to flooding and are uneven and that there 
are no changing facilities available. 
23

 Generally only available for school use. 
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Quantity of Existing Public Provision 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)   Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 15.86 4495 3.49 

Other Sports 0.77 4495 0.17 

Parks and Gardens 19.07 4495 4.24 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 
23.15 

4495 5.15 

Amenity Greenspace 0.88 4495 0.20 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0.35 4495 0.08 

Civic Space 0 4495 0 

Allotments 0 4495 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.30  4495 0.07 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)  
 (0-15 Years of Age)  

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young People  0.30 

 
605 

 
0.49 

 

Sites available for public use 
High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Park/Garden with Outdoor Sports (Sports 
Pitches and Other Sports) and Provision for 
Children including the Splash Park facility and play 
area  (Sports Pitches within this site are of 
medium quality) 
1 Park/Garden 
1 Outdoor Sports site (Other Sports) 
1 Cemetery/Churchyard 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace with Outdoor 
Sports (Other Sports)  
1 Amenity Greenspace 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 
 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1  Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
1 Green Corridor 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 
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Overview of Ward 

 The coastal area is very popular with people of all ages from across the Borough and from further afield. Stokes Bay is a premier park in the 
Borough and along with the beach, serves a wide catchment attracting visitors from outside the Borough from the wider sub-region. It is a 
high quality and high value open space which offers a multi-functional range of active and passive recreational activities for people of all 
ages. There is a particularly large amount of informal open space and parks in the ward largely due to the provision at Stokes Bay. The 
Stokes Bay Cycle Route (The Ray Reece Cycleway) runs along Stokes Bay between Gomer Lane and Anglesey Road and includes a direct 
link to Bay House School. The £400,000 scheme was funded by SUSTRANS who were commissioned by the Department for Transport 
through Cycling England and was completed in 2011. The Solent Way also runs through the coastal perimeter of the ward and is now part 
of the England Coastal Path (with the relevant branding to be provided shortly). 

 Most of the open spaces within the ward are of high quality. It is imperative that these open spaces are maintained to a high standard in 
order to keep up with demands from existing and new residents and visitors to the Borough.  

 No publicly available open spaces are considered to be of low quality. 

 The majority of open spaces within the ward are considered to be of high value. There are a number of factors which reflect this 
assessment including one or more of the following attributes: high levels of use; proximity to Stokes Bay; contribution to the Alverstoke 
Conservation Area; contribution to the setting of various Listed Buildings; presence of a Site of Special Scientific Interest (Browndown); and 
the active involvement of local clubs and societies.  

 As well as the provision at Stokes Bay, Stanley Park provides opportunities for informal activities for local residents and visitors to enjoy. 
The Park was awarded Green Flag status in 2020. 

 The Splash Park opened in summer 2013 and offers additional and much needed play provision of children and young people in the ward. 
The mini-golf course within Stokes Bay also provides play opportunities for families with children. 

 Although significant investment has been made in the ward in terms of provision for play provision for children, the proportion of under 16s 
living in the ward is the second lowest in the Borough (13.6%) after the Anglesey Ward (13.1%) children in the area could still benefit from 
the provision of additional play facilities. 

 There are two pétanque pitches adjacent the beach in Stokes Bay. These were provided as part commemorating the 50th anniversary of 
Gosport being twinned with Royan in France.  This has helped to increase the provision for other sports facilities within the ward.   

 There is a further provision of tennis courts at Alverstoke Lawn Tennis, Squash and Badminton Club and adjacent to the mini-golf facility 
within Stokes Bay. They are considered to be of a high quality and high value.  

 The latest Playing Pitch and Sports Facility Assessment (Strategic Leisure 2014) shows that the public pitches (not currently marked-out) at 
Stokes Bay are considered to be of poor quality.  

 The 3G pitches at Bay House School are well used by local clubs and grass pitches are also used by non-school football teams. Sports 
pitch information will be updated as part of the emerging PPS 2021. 
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Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings 

 The Splashpark at Stokes Bay has significantly improved the coverage and the quality of coverage within Alverstoke ward for play facilities. 
All residential areas are within 800metres of good quality facilities although some residential areas are outside 400 metres from play 
facilities. Almost the entire ward is within 400metres of a high quality park and garden.  Stokes Bay forms part of the Strategic Open Space 
within Gosport identified in draft policy D6: Gosport Strategic Open Spaces.  Therefore play facilities at this location serve a Borough wide 
catchment. 
 

Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions and other sources of funding since 2014 

 The Splash Park and associated play area which has replaced the paddling pool facility has proved very popular comprising a range of 
water sprays as well as more conventional ‘dry’ play equipment.  It has been attractively designed overlooking the beach and Solent. 

 A Fitness Trail has been developed along Stokes Bay. 

 Working with the Friends of Stokes Bay, a  number of improvements to Stanley Park have been implemented - Osborn Gardens 
refurbishment was completed in October 2018 and the path through the woods in June 2019. 

 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Stokesmead field in the adjacent Anglesey ward, close to Alverstoke village, could potentially be used as a park and garden with 
opportunities provided for local children and the local community at large.  This has been carried forward into the draft GBLP2038 as an 
allocation for open space under draft Policy A3: Leisure, Community uses and Open Spaces.  Planning permission was granted for a new 
Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management scheme in August 2020. Part of the scheme will also include the creation of a new saltmarsh 
habitat in Stoke Lake. 

 
Suggested Improvements 

 Additional provision could potentially be made for children and young people: 
- Due to the popularity of the Splash Park there may be scope to extend the dry play facilities at this site to meet the high levels of 

demand. 
- Consider opportunities to increase the amount of areas within 400 metres of high quality play facility by incorporating play features in 

existing small parks and amenity areas. 

 Improve quality of pitches at Stokes Bay including increasing the carrying capacity of the pitches and the potential for changing facilities. 

 There may be a potential to improve the wildlife potential of sites within the ward including new planting schemes and management 
measures. 
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Alverstoke 
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ANGLESEY WARD 

Open Space Provision Summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

AN1 Boldens Road Amenity Greenspace 0.39 Medium  Low 

AN2 Crescent Gardens Parks and Gardens  0.53 High High 

AN3 Lennox Close Amenity Greenspace 0.19 High  Medium 

AN4 Stokes Bay East (Anglesey) Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 18.07 High High 

AN5 Broderick Memorial Hall Amenity Greenspace 0.12 Medium  High 

AN6 Anglesey Gardens 
Parks and Gardens,  
Outdoor Sports (Other sports) 1.94 High High  

AN7 Foster Gardens Parks and Gardens 0.45 High Medium 

AN8 Ewer Common Amenity Greenspace 0.68 High High 

AN11 Monkton Sports Ground  Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 3.76 High High 

AN15a 
Little Anglesey Road Allotments 
(east) 

Allotments 
 0.35 Medium High 

AN15c Little Anglesey Allotments (west) Allotments  3.30 Medium High  

AN16 Royal Haslar Naval Cemetery Cemetery/Churchyard 5.44 High High 

AN17 Former Railway Line (Anglesey) Green corridors 2.57 Medium High 

AN18  Mabey Close Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.04 High Low 

AN20 St Mark's Churchyard Cemetery/Churchyard 0.14 High High 

AN22 
Amenity area to the rear of St 
Francis Church  

Amenity Greenspace 
0.09 High High 

AN24
24

 Land at the Redan Amenity Area  0.05 Medium  Low 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

AN12 Land adjacent QinetiQ Alverstoke Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 6.35 Medium High 

AN13 Stokes Bay Golf Course
25

 Outdoor Sports 24.45 High High 

AN14 
Private Paddock adjacent 
Broderick Hall

26
  

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
0.42 Medium High 

AN15b Little Anglesey Rd Paddock 
27

 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace  0.25  Medium High 

Proposed Open Space 

AN9  The Piggeries
28

 
Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace with 
provision for children and young people  1.99 High High 

                                            
24

 Not previously included in the open space surveys but has been surveyed as part of the SHLAA process. 
25

 Whilst Golf Course is available for use by the general public as part of a club-the quantity of land is not included as part of the ‘other sports’ supply 
26

 Paddocks appear not to be accessible to the general public. 
27

 See footnote 26 above. 
28

 Draft GBLP 2038 (reg.18) proposal. 
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AN10  Former Blockhouse Sports Field
29

  Park and Garden              Not Known   N/A High 

AN10a  Victorian Gunboat Yard  
Amenity greenspace (with opportunity 
for coastal path access) Not Known  N/A High  

AN19 Royal Hospital Haslar Grounds
30

 Parks and Gardens 18.82 High  High 

AN21 
Stokesmead: Open Space 
Allocation 

Potential for a variety of open space 
1.16 N/A High 

AN23 Fort Road Car Park  Park and Garden 1.0 N/A High  

AN12 a 
Fort Road Car Park – Lifeboat 
Lane  

Potential cycle route – Green Corridor  
Not Known  N/A N/A 

 
Quantity of Existing Public Provision 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)  Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 3.76 3914 0.96 

Other Sports 0.43 3914 0.11 

Parks and Gardens 2.49 3914 0.64  

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 18.07 3914 4.88  

Amenity Greenspace 1.56 3914 0.40 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 5.58 3914 1.51  

Civic Space 0 3914 0 

Allotments 3.65 3914 0.99  

Provision for Children and Young People 0 3914 0 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
 (0-15 Years of Age)  

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People 
(additional analysis)*1  0 

 
533 

 
0 

  

                                            
29

 Draft GBLP 2038 proposal would include park and garden that would be publicly accessible as the current sports pitch provision in only for MoD use and  not available for public  use. 
30

 Currently not available to the general public. 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Park and Garden 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

High Quality/ High Value 
2 Amenity Greenspace 
1 Park/Garden with Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) 
1 Outdoor sports site 
1 Park/Garden  
1 Natural/Semi Natural greenspace 
2 Cemetery/Churchyard 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
2 Amenity Greenspace 
 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
2 Allotments 
1 Green Corridor 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 
Overview of Ward 

 The coastal area is popular people of all ages from across the Borough and from further afield. The character of the eastern part of Stokes 
Bay has a more natural, less park-like appearance compared to the western part of Stokes Bay and contains a number of important habitats 
including the Gilkicker Lagoon. Fort Gilkicker is a prominent local historic landmark within this part of Stokes Bay (Listed Building and 
Scheduled Ancient Monument). The Solent Way also runs through the coastal perimeter of the ward and is now part of the England Coastal 
Path (with the relevant branding to be provided shortly).. 

 A high proportion of the open spaces available for public use are assessed to be of high quality. A smaller number have been assessed as 
being of medium quality whilst no publicly available open spaces are considered to be of low quality. 

 Most of the open spaces within the ward have been assessed as high value.  

 There are a number of factors which reflect the high value assessments including one or more of the following attributes: high levels of use; 
proximity to Stokes Bay or Stoke Lake; contribution to the Anglesey and Alverstoke Conservation Areas; contribution to the setting of 
various Listed Buildings or Scheduled Ancient Monument; presence of a Special Area of Conservation; specialised functions such as a 
cemetery or part of strategic cycle network; and the active involvement of local clubs and societies. 

 Crescent Gardens has official Green Flag Status. This is reflected in the high quality and high value assessment of this well managed and 
maintained open space.  

 Three of the publicly available open spaces have been considered to be of low value. These are the amenity areas located at: Boldens 
Road, Mabey Close and Land at The Redan. Land at The Redan is a new site which was identified through the Strategic Housing Land 
Availability Assessment as being suitable for open space. 

 There are no children’s play facilities available within the ward. However there may be opportunities to improve this through the use of 
Stokesmead as a public park.  

 The MoD has sports pitches/facilities within the ward at the Monkton Sports Ground which continues to be available for use by local clubs.  

 The only open space used for other sports provision within the Borough is located within Anglesey Gardens (Gosport Bowling Club) and is 
considered to be of both high quality and high value.  
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Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 Conventional play facilities in Gosport Park in the Town ward are accessible to Anglesey residents via the former railway line which runs 
across Stoke Lake and facilities at Stokes Bay (In Alverstoke Ward). However, many of these residents are not within 400 metres of these 
or any other play facilities. It may be appropriate to investigate the scope to provide children’s play facilities on existing open spaces within 
the ward such at the Boldens Road (AN1) and Lennox Close (AN3) amenity areas. Making an appropriate provision of such facilities could 
result in further areas being located within at least 400 metres of children’s play facilities within the ward.  In addition, further provision for 
children’s play could be accommodated within proposed locations at The Piggeries (AN9),  Former Blockhouse Sports Field (AN10), 
Stokesmead (AN21) and Fort Road Car Park (AN23).  
 

Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014  

 None.  
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Through draft policy D6: Gosport Strategic Open Spaces there are proposals for the creation of an off-road cycle route between Fort Road 
car park, which itself is identified for public open space improvements in draft Policy SS7 (Haslar Barracks) and Lifeboat Lane, which 
connects Stokes Bay Road to Gosport Lifeboat Station. 

 Retain allocation of Stokesmead for open space provision under draft policy A3: Leisure, Community Uses and Open Space in the 
GBLP 2038. It is intended that the allocated provision at Stokesmead will contribute towards providing publicly available open 
space serving both the Anglesey and Alverstoke wards. This may offer potential opportunities for sports and play facilities as well 
as for other functions such as a park or garden, village green or nature conservation area. It is well placed to serve the local area 
and enables the opportunity to provide a green area which can be utilised for recreation and biodiversity improvement purposes.  
Consultation will be required with the local community to devise a balance of uses which will be appropriate to this sensitive open 
space adjacent Stoke Lake. Stokesmead is considered to be of high value due to its proximity to the Stoke Lake and the role it has 
in relation to the setting within the Conservation Area. It is intended that such an open space will need to be designed to a high 
quality specification.  

 Draft policy SS5 in the GBLP 2038 proposes additional public open space in the form of a Park at Fort Blockhouse.  Currently there 
is provision for Outdoor sports but this is not publicly accessible.  Whilst the configuration of the site may result in a small reduction 
in the amount of the existing (non-public) open space, the newly provided open space will contribute towards the public supply and 
thereby increasing the quality and value and accessibility of open space in this locality. This would also include public access to 
civic type open space adjacent historic buildings and along the Solent frontage. 

 The Borough Council will continue to seek opportunities to reinstate and extend public access along the shoreline of the Haslar 
Peninsula (see draft policy SS6).  This could potentially help to enhance the provision of civic space and natural greenspace.   

 A planning application for a comprehensive mixed use development was approved in 2014; part of the proposals for the site 
included public access to the historic park and gardens at the Royal Hospital Haslar site.   

 The draft Local Plan also proposes additional open space at Fort Road car park 
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 There will be a loss of some non-public existing open space at The Piggeries (AN9) due to redevelopment of the site for residential 
use.  However the site presents opportunities to increase publicly accessible open space including public access to the foreshore.   
 

Suggested Improvements 

 Provision for children and young people could be provided. 
- The 2020 based SAPF forecasts (2021) shows that the Anglesey ward has the lowest proportion of children under 16 in the Borough 

(13.7%). However there are currently no designated children’s play areas. This has remained the same position since the 2014 open 
space assessment was carried out. Consequently there may be scope to establish small scale children’s play facilities within the ward 
including at Stokesmead.   

 Improve quality and value of amenity areas. 
- There are a small number of amenity areas such as Boldens Road (AN1) and Lennox Close (AN3) which serve local residential areas 

that could have their overall quality and value enhanced such as through the provision of children’s play facilities or improved planting or 
the introduction of seating.  

- There is the potential to add interest by introducing nature conservation areas and/or community gardens. The presence of benches 
may encourage more people to use such spaces. 

- There may be scope for amenity areas to have greater community involvement through community groups.  

 There may be scope in the future to increase public access to open spaces that are currently restricted which could include certain Ministry 
of Defence or other defence related sites. For example, a Haslar Hospital Coastal Path could be created as part of an extension of Solent 
Way to include a coastal path from GBC carpark at Fort Road to Blockhouse. 
 

 Investigate the potential for a nature reserve at the eastern end of Stokes Bay.  

 As part of any redevelopment of the QinetiQ site at Fort Road there is scope for a new off-road cycle route, which could also be used by 
pedestrians, which would provide an attractive connection to Stokes Bay rather than using the twisting narrow section of Fort Road. This 
route could utilise open space that is currently not available for public use (AN12). 
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     Anglesey
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BRIDGEMARY NORTH WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

BMN1 Dayshes Close Amenity Greenspace 0.24 Medium Low  

BMN2 Harwood Close Amenity Greenspace 0.26 Medium  Medium 

BMN3 Lapthorn Close Amenity Greenspace 0.12 Medium Low  

BMN4  Meadow Walk Amenity Greenspace 0.38 High Medium 

BMN5 Pettycot Crescent Amenity Greenspace 0.26 Medium Low  

BMN6  Stoners Close Amenity Greenspace 0.2 Medium Low  

BMN7 The Mead Amenity Greenspace 0.12 Medium Low  

BMN8 Tukes Avenue Field
31

 

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 
(Sports Pitches) and Provision for Children 
and Young People 1.83 

 
Medium  High 

BMN9 Tukes Avenue/Kent Road Amenity Greenspace 0.32 High Low  

BMN10 Tukes Avenue Shops Amenity Greenspace 0.19 Medium Low  

BMN11 Osborn Crescent Amenity Greenspace 0.33 Medium Low  

BMN14a Fleetlands Sports Ground Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 1.3 High High 

BMN15  Tukes Avenue Allotments Allotments 0.07 Medium High 

BMN16 BRT Route  Green Corridor 1.12 High High 

BMN17 Wych Lane Allotments Allotments 0.13 High High 

BMN18 James Road Provision for Children and Young People 0.02 High High 

BMN19 Keast Walk  Amenity Greenspace  0.05 Medium Low 

Other existing open space–(excluded from quantity calculation) 

BMN12 Woodcot Junior School
32

 Provision for Children and Young People 0.23 High High 

BMN13 Woodcot Infant School
33

 Provision for Children and Young People 0.72 High High 

BMN14b Fleetlands Golf/Heliport
34

 Outdoor Sports (Other sports) 15.5 High High 
  

                                            
31

 Site located outside of Borough boundary but has been included in survey as its proximity makes it very accessible to large parts of the Ward and helps alleviate pressures on recreational grounds 
within the Borough. 
32

 The school site is not available for public use. 

 
33

 The school site is not available for public use. 
 
34

 The school site is not available for public use. 
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Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)  Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 1.65 4605  0.36 

Other Sports 0 4605 0 

Parks and Gardens 1.44 4605 0.31  

 
Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 

 
0 

4605  
0 

Amenity Greenspace 2.47 4605 0.54 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 4605 0 

Civic Space 0 4605 0 

Allotments 0.20 4605 0.04 

 
Provision for Children and Young People 0.06 

4605  
0.01 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)  
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young People  0.06 

 
790 

 
0.08 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Allotment 
1 Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Green Corridor 
1 Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
8 Amenity Greenspaces 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Park/Garden with Outdoor Sports (Sports 
Pitches) and Provision for Children and Young 
People  
1 Allotment 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 
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Overview of Ward 

 Tukes Avenue Field is the main open space which serves the ward in terms of size and the number of functions. This open space is located 
within the Fareham Borough Council administrative boundary but has been included as part of the provision for Bridgemary North, as it 
serves this catchment population. 

 Nobes Avenue Recreation Ground (also known as Bridgemary Recreation Ground) in the Bridgemary South ward is important for providing 
a multi-functional usage of open space for parts of Bridgemary North. 

 Most of the open spaces in the ward are of medium quality. However, there are five high quality open spaces (Meadow Walk amenity area 
(BMN4), Tukes Avenue/Kent Road Field (BMN9), Fleetlands Sports Ground (BMN14 (a)), the BRT route (BMN16), Wych Lane allotments 
(BMN17) and James Road children’s play facilities (BMN18).  

 The creation of the BRT busway (BMN16) has helped to enhance linkages with the wider cycle network which has significantly enhanced its 
quality from low to high. Phase 1B – extension south to Rowner Road (in Gosport Borough) Dedicated bus / cycleway Tichborne Way to 
Rowner Road along route of existing cycle track35.  

 The allotment sites within the ward are very small with a limited number of plots. However, they are well used with no vacant plots and 19 
people on the waiting list (Authority Monitoring Report 2020, GBC). 

 The ward has numerous well maintained amenity greenspaces. Most of these amenity spaces have been assessed as having low value 
primarily because they have limited recreational use, small catchment areas and low usage. It is important to note that whilst these spaces 
are considered to have relatively low value they still provide important visual breaks within the built up area for local residents. Some of 
these may have the potential to have a higher value particularly if they could be used for additional functions (e.g. children’s play). 

 Tukes Avenue (BMN8) and James Road (BMN18) are the only publicly available open spaces within the ward which include the provision of 
children’s play facilities.  
 

Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

This shows that there is still a good coverage of children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other types of children’s play 
facilities), informal areas that could be used for play and parks and gardens within the ward. There may be a potential to develop some amenity 
areas to accommodate small scale children’s play facilities an example of this could be the Meadow Walk amenity area (BMN4) which might be 
suitable to accommodate such facilities or for it to be developed into a local park or community garden.  
 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014  

 None 
  

                                            
35

 Further information is available on Hampshire County Council’s website at: https://www.hants.gov.uk/transport/transportschemes/brtphaseii 

https://www.hants.gov.uk/transport/transportschemes/brtphaseii


Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

77 

Proposed Initiatives 

 Tukes Avenue Open Space Play Zones – the provision of significant playground/exercise equipment adjacent to the existing facility. 

 Fleetlands Sports Ground will receive National Lottery and Neighbourhood CIL fund to provide a new club house which will be available for 
community hire.  

 The England Coastal Path will be routed through this ward (branding to be installed shortly) 
 

Suggested Improvements 

 Potential for further improvements to Tukes Avenue Field: 
- Due to the importance of the Tukes Avenue Field open space to the local community, there is scope to provide additional functions and 

to enhance its quality. There is also a potential for developing this open space as a more formal park with park furniture and features of 
visual interest. 

- There may also be a potential to improve the current quality of the sports pitch provision at Tukes Avenue Field.  

 Potential to increase the quality and value of the numerous amenity greenspaces:  
- There may be a potential to add simple measures to increase the usability of amenity greenspaces. Seating areas or features of visual 

interest such as flowerbeds could be added where these do not currently benefit from such enhancements.   
- Some may be appropriate to be developed as Local Areas of Play (LAPs) or for other types of children’s play so that children have 

opportunities to play close to their homes. Seating areas could also be provided as part of such improvements.  
- There may be scope to involve local communities for looking at how these amenity greenspaces could be improved. 

 There may be greater scope for the public to use school and Ministry of Defence facilities within the ward. The potential for this may need to 
be investigated.  

 Creation of walking route alongside the BRT, to provide an alternative route to the A32. This could form part of the English Coast Path. 

 Creation of a new recreation route around fields around HMS Collingwood as part of a potential walking route between Bridgemary to 
Titchfield.  

 There may be potential to provide a cycle route along the former railway line north of Redlands Lane as part of a northern extension to the 
BRT. 
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Bridgemary North
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BRIDGEMARY SOUTH WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

BMS1 Bridgemary Park 
Parks with Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) and 

Provision for Children and Young People 3.0 Medium High 

BMS2 
Beauchamp Avenue Amenity 
Area 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.34 Medium Low 

BMS3 Copse Lane Recreation Ground 
Parks and Gardens with Provision for 

Children and Young People 2.55 High  High 

BMS4 
(a) 

Green Crescent Amenity Areas 
(central) 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.41 Medium Medium 

BMS4 
(b) 

Green Crescent Amenity Areas 
(south) 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.25 Medium Medium 

BMS4 
(c) 

Green Crescent Amenity Areas 
(north) 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.46 Medium Low 

BMS5 
Nobes Avenue Recreation 
Ground  

Parks and Gardens and Outdoor Sports 
(Sports Pitches) and Provision for Children 

and Young People 1.89 Medium  High 

BMS6 Rowner Allotments 
 
Allotments 1.51 

 
High High 

BMS7 Rowner Copse Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 1.76 Medium High 

BMS8a The Spinney Amenity Greenspace 0.67 Medium Medium  

BMS8b The Spinney-small amenity area  Amenity Greenspace 0.04 Medium Low 

BMS9 Tichborne Way Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 0.25 Medium Low 

BMS10 Bridgemary Community School Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 7.51 High High 

BMS13 BRT Route Green Corridor 1.9 High High 

BMS14 Brewers Lane Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.33 Medium Low 

BMS15 Cunningham Drive Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.36 Medium Low 

BMS16 The Leisure Amenity Greenspace 0.11 Medium Low 

BMS17 
Harris Road/Gregson Ave 
Amenity Area  

Amenity Greenspace 
0.12 Medium Low 

BMS18 Southway Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.4 Medium Low 

BMS19 
Gregson Road Amenity Areas 
A,B,C,D 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.48 Medium Low 

BMS20 Keyes Road Amenity Greenspace 0.04 Medium  Low 

BMS21 Acorn Close Amenity Greenspace 0.18 Medium  Low 
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Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Other existing open space ––(excluded from quantity calculation) 

BMS11 
Bedenham County Junior and 
Infant School

36
  

Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.03 High High 

BMS12  
Rowner Junior and  
Infant School  

Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.88 High High  

Proposed alternative use for residential (included in the existing quantity calculation) 

BMS22
37

 Montgomery Road Amenity Areas 
Amenity Greenspace 

0.16 Medium Low 

 
Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 8.46 4621 1.83 

Other Sports 0.28 4621 0.06 

Parks and Gardens 5.26 4621 1.14 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 2.01 4621 0.43 

Amenity Greenspace 4.35  4621 0.94 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 4621 0 

Civic Space 0 4621 0 

Allotments 1.51 4621 0.33 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.95 4621 0.21 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young  

 
0.95 

 
781 

 
1.22 

  

                                            
36

 School sites BMS11 and BMS12 are not available for public use. 
37

   The Council has undertaken a Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) as part of the evidence base for the draft Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 evidence base.  A number of 
Medium quality and low value open spaces have been proposed for consideration as residential uses.  Their suitability for residential use has been addressed in the Council’s Sustainability 
Appraisal.  Draft policy A2: Housing. Sites which involve the loss of existing open space are required to provide a contribution to improve the quality of an existing open space in the vicinity of the 
site. 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
3 Park with Provision for Children and Young 
People 
1 Outdoor Sports site (Sports Pitches) 
1 Allotment site 
1 Green Corridor  

Medium Quality/Low Value 
12 (areas of) Amenity Greenspaces 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace  

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
3 Amenity Greenspaces 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
-  

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 
Overview of Ward 

 There are a variety of open spaces within the ward. The majority of these are considered to be of medium quality. 

 The multi-functional open spaces such as Bridgemary Park, Nobes Avenue Recreation Ground and Copse Lane Recreation Ground have a 
high value due to the range of uses they accommodate and associated high levels of use and a medium quality. The facilities at Nobes 
Avenue Recreation Ground are expected to be enhanced through the provision of a new pavilion and associated facilities. 

 Whilst the overall quality of Bridgemary Park had remained the same since the 2014 survey. It is recognised that this is an important park in 
the north of the Borough incorporating a variety of assets and functions including grassed areas, skateboard facilities, a hard court, bowling 
and seating areas. Shortly after the survey was carried out the new skate park facility was completed in 2017 providing additional facilities 
for young people in the local area. It is considered that in a number of cases where a site is assessed as medium quality but of having a 
high value, it is generally considered that a small number of measures can be taken to improve their quality to ensure that it becomes a 
high quality/ high value site.  In the case of Bridgemary Park it is considered that additional investment in provision in facilities for young 
people in particular would make a significant contribution to both the quality and value of this local park.  

 The ward has numerous well maintained amenity greenspaces. Most of these have been assessed as having low value primarily because 
they have limited recreational use, small catchment areas and low usage. It is important to note that whilst these spaces are considered to 
have relatively low value they still provide important visual breaks within the built up area for local residents. Some of these greenspaces 
may have the potential to have a higher value particularly if they could be used for additional functions.  

 Bridgemary Community Sports College offers high quality outdoor sports facilities which include the availability of sports pitches including 
the use of a 3G artificial pitch which was opened in 2014 and a Multi-Use Games Area for clubs to use outside of school hours. 
Consequently, this open space has been included in the public supply. The intensive use of this open space ensures that it scores as high 
value. 

 The creation of the BRT busway (BMN16) has helped to enhance linkages with the wider cycle network which has significantly enhanced its 
quality from low to high. Works are due to commence to an extension of the BRT busway  - Phase 1B – extension south to Rowner Road (in 
Gosport Borough) Dedicated bus / cycleway Tichborne Way to Rowner Road along route of existing cycle track38.  

                                            
38

 Further information is available on Hampshire County Council’s website at: https://www.hants.gov.uk/transport/transportschemes/brtphaseii 

https://www.hants.gov.uk/transport/transportschemes/brtphaseii
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Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that there is a good coverage of children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other types of children’s play 
facilities), informal areas that could be used for play and parks and gardens within the ward. The extent and quality of coverage has 
improved with the re-establishment of play facilities at the Gosport Leisure Park and new equipment at Copse Lane Recreation Ground 
identified in the 2014 survey.  It is considered that some of the sites could benefit in the longer term from a programme of improvements in 
order to increase their assessment from medium to high.  

 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 On-going programme of  lighting improvements to Bridgemary Park 

 Bridgemary Park Skate Park Facility39 
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Funds committed to provide a new sports pavilion at Nobes Avenue Recreation Ground. 

 The England Coastal Path will be routed through this ward (branding to be installed shortly) 
 
Suggested Improvements  

 In addition to the proposed Sports Pavilion improvements the findings from the survey identified for further improvements at the Nobes 
Avenue Recreation Ground:  
- This open space provides an important central focus to the community.  
- There is the potential to improve its quality by improving the appearance of the changing and toilet facilities, as well as other 

environmental improvements, including additional landscaping and the potential for some formal planting in parts of this open space.  
- This open space could also benefit from other features such as additional benches and a welcome sign/park information board.  
- There may be scope to involve the local community in bringing about further improvements. 
- There may be scope to improve drainage of the sports pitch.  

 There may be a potential to increase the quality and value of the numerous amenity greenspaces:  
-  There may be a potential to add simple measures to increase the usability of amenity greenspaces. Seating areas or features of visual 

interest such as flowerbeds could be added where these do not currently benefit from such enhancements.   
- Some may be appropriate to be developed as Local Areas of Play (LAPs) or for other types of children’s play so that children have 

opportunities to play close to their homes. Seating areas could also be provided as part of such improvements for parents to supervise 
and meet.  

- There may be scope to involve local communities for looking at how these amenity greenspaces could be improved.  

 Creation of a walking route alongside the BRT, to provide an alternative route to the A32. Could form part of the English Coast Path. 

                                            
39

 Funding for this was provided through a grant from Veolia and was completed in 2017.  Source Gosport Infrastructure Funding Statement and Infrastructure Delivery Plan 
2020 can be found at: www.gosport.gov.uk/infrastructure  

http://www.gosport.gov.uk/infrastructure
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Bridgemary South
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BROCKHURST WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

BH1 The Hermitage Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 0.37 High High 

BH2 Redhouse Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 1.30 Medium Medium 

BH3 Roberts Road Amenity Area  Amenity Greenspace 0.04 Medium High 

BH4 Brune Park School Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 4.26 High High  

BH6a HMS Sultan North of Privett Road 
Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and 
Other Sports) 9.38 High High  

BH7 
 Anns Hill Cemetery (part-see 
also Leesland) 

Cemetery/Churchyard 
7.66 High High  

BH8 Middlecroft Allotments Allotments 3.30 Medium High  

BH9 Brockhurst Allotments Allotments 6.21 Medium High 

BH10 
Former Railway Line (Brockhurst 
Section) 

Green Corridor 
2.45 Medium High  

BH11
40

 Land south of Huhtamaki 
Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace (with 
provision for Green Corridor)  1.98 Low Medium 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

BH5 HMS Sultan Sports Ground
41

  Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 4.13 High High  

BH6b HMS Sultan North of Privett Road Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) 0.21 Low Medium 

BH12  
HMS Sultan Fort Grange Sports 
Area 

Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and 
Other Sports) 0.81 High High 

 
Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)  Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 13.64 5312  2.57 

Other Sports 0 5312 0 

Parks and Gardens 0 5312 0 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 3.61 5312 0.68 

Amenity Greenspace 0.04 5312 0.01 

                                            
40

 In the current GBLP the whole site has been identified as an employment allocation.  For the purposes of the open space audit the whole site was previously surveyed as an accessible open 
space and was 3.18 hectares. Since the Local Plan was adopted, planning permission was granted on 31st May 2017 for the erection of a single storey detached storage building of 2,250 sq.m 
(planning application 16/00356/FULL) which is complete therefore the northern section of this site forms part of the existing employment outstanding allocation in the GBLP whilst the remainder of 
the southern part of the site is existing open space with provision for a proposed new cycleway (green corridor). 
41

 Sites BH5 and BH12 are not available for public use. 
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Cemeteries and Churchyards 7.66 5312 1.44 

Civic Space 0 5312 0 

Allotments 9.51 5312 1.79 

Provision for Children and Young People 0 5312 0 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People   
0 

 
988 

 
0 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
2 Outdoor Sports sites (Sports Pitches (2) Other 
Sports (1)) 
1 Cemetery/Churchyard 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 
 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
2 Allotment sites 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
1 Green Corridor 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 
Overview of Ward 

 There are a number of open spaces within Brockhurst ward that are of high quality and high value. 

 Determinants of high value include intense usage (Brune Park and HMS Sultan Playing Fields), the special characteristics of cemeteries 
(Anns Hill Cemetery), community involvement (the Hermitage) and the lack of other similar facilities in the neighbourhood (Roberts Road 
amenity greenspace). 

 The sports pitches at Brune Park and HMS Sultan on Privett Road have been included as part of the public supply as they are available for 
use by local clubs. However, the HMS Sultan Sports Ground on Military Road is not generally available for public use.  

 Following the removal of the Robert’s Road children’s play area there are no longer any children’s play facilities within the ward. Parts of the 
ward are some distance away from a play area that can be reached easily and safely. Forton Recreation Ground (F1) in the Forton ward, St 
Faith’s Close (LL2) in the Leesland ward and facilities in Privett Park (PR3) are the nearest open spaces outside of the ward which have 
provision for children and young people. However, some of these sites can only be reached by crossing busy roads.  

 The former railway line (BH10) is considered to be of high value due to it forming part of the strategic cycle route within the Borough. This is 
currently used informally by walkers and cyclists.  
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Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 Whilst the ward is within 800 metres of good quality play facilities there is a lack of play facilities and parks within 400metres from many 
residential areas within the ward. Re-providing high quality children’s play facilities on existing sites or within the adjoining catchment could 
help to increase the number of residents that would live within close proximity to a high quality children’s play facility.  

 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014  

 None.  
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Proposed cycleway at land south of Huhtamaki. 
  

Suggested Improvements  

 Investigate the potential for the public to make use of additional facilities at HMS Sultan. 

 There may be a potential to develop a north/south cycle route through the HMS Sultan site if this is released by the MoD. This would help to 
create a new recreational/heritage route connecting up the Borough’s forts (i.e. Fort Monckton, Fort Grange, Fort Rowner and Fort 
Brockhurst). 

 There may also be potential to create an east-west link between borough’s main cycle route and the Alver Valley Country Park. Route could 
be a widening and resurfacing of existing footpath to the north of Ann’s Hill Cemetery, a route through the cemetery, or via Willmott Lane. 

 Extension of shared space multi-user route from Fairview Court crossing to shared space route north of Bay House School Playing Fields. 
Route could also extend northwards (preferably on the western side of Military Road) to the junction with Station Road, where it could join 
the strategic cycle network (Henry Cort Way). 

 Due to the dense urban nature of the ward there appears to be limited opportunities for the provision of additional open spaces. 
Opportunities to develop or enhance existing local play areas should be explored and these should be developed in consultation with local 
residents. 

 The Redhouse natural greenspace area has benefitted from local community nature conservation projects and there may be further scope 
to enhance this as opportunities arise. 

 There are opportunities to create a new cycle route along the northern boundary of the Huhtamaki site. 
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Brochurst
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CHRISTCHURCH WARD  

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

C1 
                                                   
Kings Road 

Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.35 High High 

C2 Grove Community Gardens 
Parks and Gardens 
with Provision for Children and Young People 0.42 High High 

C3 
Officers’ Quarters Royal Clarence 
Yard 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.7 High High 

C4 Former Railway Line in Christchurch Green Corridors 0.26 Medium High 

C5 
Royal Clarence Yard Amenity and 
Civic Space Areas 

Civic Space and Amenity Areas  
1.14 Medium  High 

C6 
Former Railway Station, Spring 
Garden Lane  

Natural/semi-natural greenspace 
With parks and gardens   

0.12 High High 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

C7 
Northern Ramparts, west of Weevil 
Lane 

Natural/semi-natural greenspace  
6.39 High High  

  
Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021)  Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 0 5341 0 

Other Sports 0 5341 0 

Parks and Gardens 0.4 5341 0.07 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 0.1 5341 0.02 

Amenity Greenspace 0.86 5341 0.16 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 5341 0 

Civic Space 0.93 5341 0.17 

Allotments 0 5341 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.39 5341 0.07 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People  
0.39 1065 

 
0.37 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Park and Gardens with Provision for Children 
and Young People 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
1 Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace with Parks 
and Gardens 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Green Corridor 
1 Civic Space/Amenity Greenspace 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 
Overview of Ward  

 Each of the open spaces within the ward apart from the green corridor function of the former rail line (C4) and the civic space and amenity 
areas at Royal Clarence Yard (C5) have been assessed as high quality. Grove Community Gardens is one such high quality open space 
and represents an excellent example of good design and involvement of local people. It offers a tranquil setting for the surrounding 
residential area and includes a high quality local area of play (LAP) for young children. 

 Key determinants of value in the Christchurch ward include high levels of usage (former railway line, Kings Road play area), the contribution 
to the setting of a Listed Building, Scheduled Ancient Monument and Conservation Area (Officers’ Quarters Royal Clarence Yard), strategic 
off-road link (former railway line) and community involvement (Grove Community Gardens).  

 There is some provision for children and young people in the ward with there being play facilities to the rear of Kings Road (C1) and a LAP 
at Grove Community Gardens (C2).  

 Amenity spaces and areas of civic space have been developed at Royal Clarence Yard in relation to the wider redevelopment of this former 
MoD site.  

 Open space was provided as part of the redevelopment of Gosport Railway Station. This included an ecological/wildlife zone to 
accommodate the relocation of existing badger sets and a wildlife corridor leading into the site. A small formal garden was also provided as 
part of the redevelopment.   

 There appears to be limited opportunities for providing additional open spaces within the ward due to its densely urbanised nature.  This is a 
significant factor in the assessment of open space sites being categorised as High value. 

 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings 

 This shows that most parts of the ward are within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities apart from parts of Royal Clarence Yard 
and St George Barracks North which are within 800 metres from such high quality facilities. Furthermore, most parts of the ward are within 
400 metres of a high quality park and garden and all within 800 metres of such a facility.  The ward is within close proximity to the Harbour 
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Regeneration Area and there may be further opportunities to improve local children’s play provision through the policies within the draft 
Local Plan as well as the adopted Gosport and Waterfront SPD which would be of benefit to children and young people within this ward. 
 

Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions since 2014  

 None.  
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Where opportunities arise regarding site (C7) the Council would attempt to securing public access the Northern Ramparts as part of the 
Gosport Lines Walk as identified in the Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD.  

 The England Coastal Path will be routed through this ward (branding to be installed shortly) 
 
Suggested Improvements  

 Due to a potential lack of opportunities for providing new open spaces within this ward, future improvements of open spaces just outside 
the ward could offer opportunities for improved provision for local residents. 

 The Borough Council’s Gosport Retail, Leisure and Tourism Study 2019/20 identified potential opportunities to encourage planned events 
would help to generate footfall to the area and establish the location as a destination and improve civic space at Royal Clarence Yard.  

 Opportunities will be sought for a waterside path to link Royal Clarence Yard and Victoria Quay with other waterfront sites to the south 
(such as Falkland Gardens). This is in accordance with the existing and emerging Local Plans and the Gosport Waterfront and Town 
Centre SPD. 
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ELSON WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area 
(hectares) 

Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

E1 Elson Recreation Ground 

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 

(Sports Pitches) and Provision for Children and 
Young People 3.16 Medium  High  

E2 Fort Brockhurst 
Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace and 
Amenity Greenspace 5.18 High High  

E3a Ham Lane Amenity Space Amenity Greenspace 0.26 Medium Medium  

E3b Heritage Way Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.49 Low Medium 

E3c Ham Lane Green Corridor 0.09 Medium Medium 

E5 Monks Walk Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 2.6 High  High  

E6a North of Heritage Way (east) Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 4.7 Medium Medium 

E6b North of Heritage Way (west)  Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 3.22 Medium Medium 

E7 Naish Drive 
Parks and Gardens with Provision for 

Children and Young People 0.78 Medium  Medium  

E9a 
Brockhurst Gate Retail Park 
Amenity space  

Amenity Greenspace  
0.81 Medium  High  

E10 St Thomas Churchyard Cemetery/Churchyard 0.16 High High  

E11  Elson Allotments Allotments 1.46 High  High  

E12 Heritage Park Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.31 Medium High 

Other existing open space –– (excluded from quantity calculation) 

E6c 
North of Heritage Way SINC 
(west)  

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace  
9.38 High  High  

E8 Elson Junior and Infant School
42

  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.95 High High  

E12 Heritage Park Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.31 Medium High 

Proposed alternative use for alternative uses (included in the existing quantity calculation) 

E4
43

 Heritage Way/Frater Lane Amenity Greenspace 1.25 Low Medium 

Alternative use following grant of planning permission for employment use (excluded from the existing quantity calculation) 

E9
44

  Former Civil Service Sports Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 1.34 N/A High  

                                            
42

 The school site is not generally available for public use. 
43

 The Council has undertaken a Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) as part of the evidence base for the draft Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 evidence base.  A number of 
Medium quality and low value open spaces have been proposed for consideration as residential uses.  Their suitability for residential use has been addressed in the Council’s Sustainability 
Appraisal.  Draft policy A2: Housing. Sites which involve the loss of existing open space are required to provide a contribution to improve the quality of an existing open space in the vicinity of the 
site. 
44

 The open space typology for Brockhurst Gate (E9) was identified in previous audits as Outdoor Sports (football pitches) due to an identified need for provision for community teams. Since the 
2014 open space audit was undertaken, the Council has granted consent for employment use on this site.  The developer had agreed to pay a developer contribution to mitigate the loss of the 
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Ground now Brockhurst Gate  
 

Quantity of Existing Public Provision 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 1.96 4557 0.43 

Other Sports 0 4557 0 

Parks and Gardens 1.78 4557 0.39 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 14.64 4557 3.21 

Amenity Greenspace 3.87 4557 0.85 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0.16 4557 0.03 

Civic Space 0 4557 0 

Allotments 1.46 4557 0.32 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.2 4557 0.04 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People   
0.2 814 

 
0.25 

 

Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Cemetery/Churchyard 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace with amenity 
Greenspace 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace  
1 Allotment  
 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
2 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspaces 
1 Green Corridor 
1 Park with and Provision for Children and Young 
People 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Park with Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) and 
Provision for Children and Young People 
2 Amenity Greenspace  

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
3 Amenity Greenspaces 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
football pitches which can be used to enhance existing facilities or provide alternative sports pitches to be under the control of the Council in order to provide sports pitches for community use. The 
latest evidence demonstrates a need for football pitches and if the application is not implemented the site would revert to the original requirement for football pitches Therefore the site will still be 
shown as existing open space for the draft Local Plan; however it has been excluded from the existing public supply provision calculation in this Open Space Monitoring Report. The latest evidence 
published Playing Pitch Assessment (2014) still highlights a need for provision of football pitches. The Council is currently awaiting a revised Playing Pitch Assessment.   
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Overview of Ward  

 There are a number of open spaces within the Elson ward which range in quality and value.  

 The number of high quality open spaces has increased by two within the ward since the 2014 survey. It will be important to try and increase 
the quality of further open spaces within the ward particularly those which are considered to be of medium quality.  

 The Fort Brockhurst (E2) and Monks Walk (E5) open spaces are well used natural/semi-natural greenspaces which offer opportunities for 
informal recreation. They also help to provide a haven for local wildlife. Monks Walk benefits from a Management Plan and 
interpretation/information boards.  

 Elson Recreation Ground is the main open space which serves the ward and offers a range of functions in a fairly accessible location, and 
consequently is considered to be high value. This key open space however has suffered in the past from graffiti and vandalism. However, 
recent improvements have been made to the children’s play area and it scored high in this survey. 

 There is also existing sports pitch provision within Elson Recreation Ground.  

 There are existing children’s play facilities within the Naish Drive open space and these scored high in this survey from a previous medium 
score in 2014 due to reductions in litter and graffiti.  

 There are a number of factors which contribute to an open space having high value including one or more of the following attributes: high 
levels of use; proximity to Portsmouth Harbour and its international wildlife designations; contribution to the setting of a Scheduled Ancient 
Monument or Listed Building. 

 The natural/semi-natural greenspace (E6b) located north of Heritage Way is in a location away from residential areas but does attract a 
number of dog walkers and other users. 

 The area to the north of Heritage Way which forms part of a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC) does not constitute part of 
part of the public provision.     

 The Elson allotments are well used with there being a waiting list of 65 people for available plots.  This information is based on allotment 
waiting list information at 2020.  

 The open space typology for Brockhurst Gate (E9) was identified in previous audits as Outdoor Sports (football pitches) due to an identified 
need for provision for community teams. Since the 2014 open space audit was undertaken, the Council has granted consent for 
employment use on this site.  The developer had agreed to pay a developer contribution to mitigate the loss of the football pitches which 
can be used to enhance existing facilities or provide alternative football pitches to be under the control of the Council in order to provide 
football pitches for community use. The latest evidence demonstrates a need for football pitches and if the application is not implemented 
the site would revert to the original requirement for football pitches and therefore the site will still be shown as existing open space for the 
draft Local Plan it has been excluded from the existing calculation in this open space monitoring report. 

 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings 

 This shows that all residential parts of the ward are within 800 metres of children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other 
types of children’s play facilities), and most of this is considered to be high quality.  Indeed most residential areas are within 400 metres of 
play facilities except the south western part of the ward. This is a similar situation for parks and gardens.  Elson Recreation Ground remains 
a medium classification in this survey it is considered  there may be opportunities to enhance the provision in children’s and young people’s 
play provision further at this key site and this may be addressed through the Council’s emerging Children’s Play Strategy. 
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Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014  

None  
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Improvements to land adjacent Fort Brockhurst have been identified by English Heritage and the Borough Council through the Gosport 
Heritage Action Zone. This project will improve the green space next to Fort Brockhurst and improve the public's understanding of the 
location and wider significance of the many fortifications in the area. It will focus on the earthworks associated with the fort and a pill box; 
both next to the busiest traffic route in the Borough. Interpretation panels will explain the extensive nature of the fortifications in Gosport 
spanning the medieval era to the 20th century. 
There is potential for English Heritage funding, GBC funding and/or developer contributions the completion of the project is anticipated 
March 2024. 

 The England Coastal Path will be routed through this ward (branding to be installed shortly) 
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Suggested Improvements 

 Consider improving the quality of Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspaces: 
- Look at opportunities for continuing to increase nature conservation management and interpretation as well as provide for appropriate 

park furniture. This may increase the quality, value and further increase the overall usage of open spaces such as those located to the 
north of Heritage Way (E6b).  

- The potential to formalise access arrangements on the natural greenspaces which are owned by the Ministry of Defence should be 
explored. 

 Consider whether further improvements could be made to the overall quality and environment of Elson Recreation Ground including 
improvements to changing facilities, improvements to sport court, enhanced seating, facilities to encourage more families to use the site, 
and environmental improvements to the overall condition of the open space and associated and neighbouring buildings. 

 Consider enhancing provision at Naish Drive (E7): 
- This open space currently appears to be under-used but has a potential to be more widely used by a range of age groups. 
- A new play area or modernised play equipment could be provided including the potential for an improved basketball facility. The 

potential for providing additional park features including benches and some formal planting should also be explored. 
- This would be an ideal open space to involve the local community in its management and maintenance. 

 Potential to improve the amenity areas close to Heritage Way/Frater Lane amenity areas (E4a and E4b) as part of a wider proposal for 
residential development proposed under draft policy A1 of the draft GBLP 2038. 
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FORTON WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

F1 Forton Recreation Ground 

Parks and Gardens 
with Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) and Provision 
for Children and Young People  2.65 High  High 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

F2 Brockhurst Infant School
45

  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.27 High High 

F3 Brockhurst Junior School 
Provision for Children and Young 
People  0.4 High High 

 

Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 0 4370 0 

Other Sports 0.25 4370 0.06 

Parks and Gardens 2.26 4370 0.52 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 0 4370 0 

Amenity Greenspace 0 4370 0 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 4370 0 

Civic Space 0 4370 0 

Allotments 0 4370 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.14 4370 0.03 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People  0.14 889 0.16 

  

                                            
45

 Sites F2 and F3 are for school use only. 
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Quality/Value Matrix-Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Park and Garden with Outdoor Sports (Sports 
Pitches and Other Sports) and Provision for 
Children and Young People 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 
Overview of Ward  

 Forton is a very densely populated urban area. This is reflected with Forton Recreation Ground being the only publicly accessible open 
space within the ward. It is very accessible to local residents and therefore has high value due to its levels of usage and highly populated 
catchment area.  

 The provision of lighting improvements along the pathways at Forton Recreation Ground, have helped to further improve the overall quality 
of open space provision that is accessible to local residents.  

 The two other open spaces within the ward are school sites that are not available for general public use. They are considered to be of high 
value due to their intensive use for educational purposes. 

 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that all parts of the ward are within at least 800 metres of children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other 
types of children’s play facilities), informal areas of play, and parks and gardens that have been assessed as high quality. This is due to the 
fairly central location of Forton Recreation Ground in the ward. However, this also shows that parts of the north and west of the ward are 
outside 400 metres of such high quality facilities. There may be a potential to enhance children’s play provision within this part of the ward. 
This would result in an increase in the number of residents that would be within 400 metres of such high quality facilities.  The ward is in 
relative close proximity to the Harbour Regeneration Area and there may be further opportunities to provide enhanced park and garden 
provision along with provision for children and young people through the policies and proposals within the Harbour Regeneration Area along 
with the proposals contained in the adopted Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD. 

 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 On-going programme of pathway lighting at a number of recreation grounds including Forton Recreation Ground.  
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Proposed Initiatives 

 None 
 
Suggested Improvements 

 Consider the potential for allowing the play facilities at the school sites to be made available for public use outside of normal school hours.  
These could potentially serve areas in the north and west of the ward and the southern parts of the Elson ward. 



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

101 

Forton



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

102 

GRANGE WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

G1 
Alver Valley: Carter's Copse and 
Alver Meadow areas 

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace  
19.03 

46
 High High 

G1 a 
Alver Valley Eastern Gateway 
Play Area  

Provision for Children and Young 
People  0.23 High High  

G1b BMX Track  Other Sports  0.52 High  High  

G2 Howe Road Recreation Ground 

Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) and 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.27 Medium High 

G4 Central Rowner: Ensign Drive Amenity Greenspace 1.08 Medium High 

G5 Wayfarers Close LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.05 Medium Low 

G6 
Siskin Junior School Multi Use 
Games Area 

Provision for Children and Young 
People  0.13 High High 

G8 Alver Valley: Wildgrounds Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 28.86 High High  

G9 
 
Alver Valley: Grange Farm area 

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
3.9 High High 

G13 Ensign Drive LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.04 Medium  Low 

G14 Compass Close LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.05 Medium Low 

G15 Helm Close Amenity Greenspace 0.04 Medium  Low 

G16 Mandarin Way Amenity Greenspace 0.19 Medium Low 

G17 Hudson Close Amenity Greenspace 0.12 Medium Low 

G18 Oakthorn/Frobisher Close areas 
Amenity Greenspace with Outdoor 
Sports (Other Sports) 0.48 Medium Medium 

G19 Rodney Close Amenity Greenspace 0.28 Medium Low 

G20  Ayling Close  Green Corridor 0.46 Medium  Low 

G21 Samson Close Green Corridor 1.52 Medium  High 

G22 
Grange Amenity Areas  
(16 sites >0.04ha)  

Amenity Greenspace 
2.02 Medium  Low 

G23 Paffard Close Amenity Greenspace 0.34 Medium Low 

G24 Broomfield Crescent Amenity Greenspace 0.19 Medium Low 

                                            
46

 Figure reduced from 19.78 hectares in 2014 to 19.03 hectares to take account of the (G1(a)) Eastern Gateway Play Area which is 0.23 hectares and (G1(b)) BMX track which is 0.52 hectares and 
re-measurement of the G1 site boundary. 
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G25 South of Woodland Close 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.03 High High 

G26 Pegasus Close 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.07 Medium Medium 

G27a Amelia Gardens  Amenity Greenspace  0.22 Medium  High 

G27b 
Alver Village amenity areas 
(central) now Lindberg Close  

 
Amenity Greenspace 0.11 Medium  Medium  

G27c Jersey Way  Amenity Greenspace  0.06 Medium  Medium  

G28 Alver Village LEAP  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.09 High  Medium 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

G7 Siskin County and Infant School  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.42 High High 

Proposed alternative use – garden centre (excluded from existing calculation)
47

 

G3 Alver Valley: Home Heath Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 2.0 Low High 

 
Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 0.97 6106 0.16 

Other Sports 0.58 6106 0.09 

Parks and Gardens 0 6106 0 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace  51.79  6106 8.48 

Amenity Greenspace 5.07 6106 0.83 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 6106 0 

Civic Space 0 6106 0 

Allotments 0 6106 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.99 6106 0.16 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 years of age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People 
0.99 

1723 
 

0.57 
 

  

                                            
47

 This site has been excluded from existing quantity calculation as planning permission for garden centre scheme granted in December 2020). 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Provision for Children and Young People  

High Quality/ High Value 
Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Outdoor Sports (Other Sports)  
3 Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspaces  

Medium Quality/Low Value 
3 Sites for Children and Young People 
8 Amenity Greenspaces 
1 Green Corridor 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace with Outdoor Sports (Other 
Sports) 
1 Provision for Children and Young People 
2 Amenity Greenspace  

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Outdoor Sports site (Sports Pitches) with 
Provision for Children and Young People 
2 Amenity Greenspaces 
1 Green Corridor 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value  
- 
 

 
Overview of Ward  

 The ward has a wide range of open spaces including large natural/semi-natural greenspaces, which form the eastern edge of the Alver 
Valley, through to a large number of small amenity areas within the residential area. 

 Much of the Alver Valley is now accessible to the public and owned or controlled by the Borough Council. The Alver Valley is identified by 
the Partnership for South Hampshire as being of sub-regional significance representing a strategic element of the South Hampshire green 
infrastructure network. It has also been identified as a Suitable Accessible Natural Greenspace (SANG) and consequently is considered as 
one of a network of sites that can help deflect recreational pressure from sensitive habitats. The Alver Valley contributes a significant 
proportion of the ward’s informal open space and includes a significant amount of natural/semi-natural greenspace through the Wildgrounds 
Nature Reserve which is popular amongst permit holders. It has interpretation and educational features that are used by local schools. The 
Alver Valley Strategy (GBC 2014) proposed significant improvements as part of establishing the Alver Valley as a country park.  This has 
succeeded in making the Alver Valley more attractive and accessible for local residents.  A number of significant schemes have been 
delivered since the OSMR 2014 was published including additional play facilities and the draft GBLP 2038 proposes significant recreational 
and accessibility enhancements providing Borough wide benefits for local residents and visitors to the Country Park alike. 

 A large part of the ward is within the Rowner Regeneration Area. The proposed LEAP at Alver Village (G28) has been delivered since 2014 
and has helped to increase provision in play facilities for Children and Young People. 

 The majority of the open spaces within the Grange ward are considered to be of medium quality and consequently it may be considered to 
be a high priority to improve the quality of some these open spaces. Draft policy SS10: Rowner and HMS Sultan promotes the retention and 
enhancement of green infrastructure including open spaces.  This could likely include new landscaping to provide better amenity areas, new 
play areas for different age groups and an improved network of pedestrian and cycle routes focused on improved legibility and creating 
safer environments. The draft policy advocates that existing routes, providing off-road access into adjacent areas such as the Alver Valley 
should be improved and, where feasible, suitable new routes created. 

 There are a number of high value open spaces which have one or more of the following attributes: high levels of use; location within the 
Strategic Gap; presence of a Local Nature Reserve; and/or the lack of similar facilities nearby. 
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 The ward has numerous well maintained amenity greenspaces. Most of these have been assessed as having low value primarily because 
they have limited recreational use, small catchment areas and low usage. It is important to note that whilst these spaces are considered to 
have relatively low value they still provide important visual breaks within the built up area for local residents. Some of these amenity spaces 
may have the potential to have a higher value particularly if they could be used for additional functions. 

 The BMX facility has proved to be very successful and has attracted national events. 

 The children’s play area within the Alver Meadow area of the Alver Valley (G1) and Multi Use Games Area (MUGA) within Siskin Junior 
School (G6) are examples of high quality children’s play provision.  

 The 2020 based SAPF shows that at 2021 the Grange ward has the highest proportion of children under 16 (28.2%) and under 10 (20.9%) 
within the Borough. Therefore, it may be appropriate to consider the provision of additional children’s play space and improvements to the 
quality and value of existing children’s play space within the ward as a priority.  

 There is existing outdoor sports provision at Howe Road Recreation Ground.  
 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that there is a fairly good coverage of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other types of 
play facilities) and informal areas of play within the ward. However, most parts of the ward are not located within 400 metres of a park and 
garden. The Alver Valley Country Park currently offers a significant natural greenspace for local residents and the creation of the Eastern 
Gateway Play Areas and other high quality park features has contributed towards achieving this outcome. It is considered by improving the 
quality of open spaces for example the amenity greenspace could also help to improve the overall accessibility within 400 metres of a high 
quality informal area of play within the ward. Furthermore, providing children’s play facilities on such open spaces could also help to 
improve accessibility within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities within the ward. 

 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions and other funding sources (Solent LEP, GBC Capital Funds, Sport England, 
Partnership for South Hampshire) since 2014  

 Alver Valley Country Park Improvements in Grange Ward: 
-   New BMX track capable of hosting major competitions and a new pump track (GBC/Sport England Completed in 2017). 
-   A new adventure play area Alver Meadow (G1)(GBC).  
-   Refurbishment of, and extension to, the Eastern Gateway car park together with associated wayfinding map and signage 

(GBC/Solent LEP). 
-   Creation of all-surface Alver Way path between Apple Dumpling Bridge and Privett Road and associated signage with links to 

Stokes Bay (GBC/PfSH funded scheme Completed 2015). 
-   Creation of all-weather path between Grange Road and the Country Park (GBC/Solent LEP). 
-   Improved pedestrian route adjacent Little Woodham Lane (GBC). 
-   Provision of a new southern access to the Wildgrounds Nature Reserve. 
-  New gateway sign and logo.  

 Alver Village LEAP  
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Proposed Initiatives 

Planned development proposals include: 

 Planning permission was granted in December 2020 for a commercial garden centre at the Grange Farm Gateway incorporating 
Country Park visitor facilities including toilets, café and information point on site G3;  

 Visitor and education facilities and complementary and ancillary uses within the Country Park; 

 The extension of the Alver Way northwards through the Alver Valley and links northwards and southwards through Browndown to the 
Battery West Car Park; 

 Improvements to the River Alver drainage network to reduce the impact of flooding events on country park visitors;  

 Integration of existing playing fields (often referred to as the Polo Field) between Grange Road and Privett Road into the Alver Valley 
Country Park should the field be no longer required by HMS Sultan; and  

 Apple Dumpling Bridge-flooding issue Linked with Beach Management Scheme (see Flood Defences section) GBC Circa £250,000k 
GBC. Possible funding sources include Environment Agency, environmental grants, and developer contributions. Not currently 
programmed 

Suggested Improvements 

 The potential to improve links from the Alver Valley to the coast and other areas of open space and countryside outside of the Borough 
could also be investigated as proposed in draft policy D6: Gosport Strategic Open Spaces in the draft GBLP 2038. 

 There may be the potential to develop a neighbourhood park within the Ensign Drive open space (Site G4): 
- This open space is a large green area accessible to a large part of a local housing estate and has good natural surveillance. 
- It has a potential for a variety of functions to be provided that will not have a detrimental impact on local residential amenities. 
- It could be used for a variety of age groups including young children. 
-  The potential to develop a cycle corridor through this open space should be explored.   
- There is a need to closely involve the local community in any potential schemes to improve this open space. 

 Additional play facilities could be investigated. 
- There may be a potential to create small play areas as part of amenity greenspaces in the ward and other existing open spaces. 
- Furthermore, some of the designated LAPs have not been developed with facilities and there may be opportunities to provide 

appropriate play opportunities on these.  

 The quality and value of several amenity greenspaces could be enhanced. All of these are currently considered to be of medium quality: 
- As well as providing potential opportunities for children’s play, some of these amenity areas could include seating areas or features 

which will add visual interest such as flowerbeds.  
- There may be further scope to involve local communities to improve these spaces. 

 Consider the potential for enhancing the strip of land south of St Nicholas Avenue (G21 Samson Close): 
- This open space has the potential to be used as a useful cycle corridor.; and  
- The appearance of this green corridor could be enhanced as an amenity space. 

 Improvements to Howe Road Recreation Ground and the surrounding area including: 
- Improved lighting on routes to the park including to new neighbourhood centre; 
- Improved drainage of parts of the park including seating areas; and 
- Environmental improvements within the recreation ground and the immediate vicinity. 
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HARDWAY WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

H1 Grove Road Recreation Ground 
Parks and Gardens with Provision for 
Children and Young People 3.87 High High 

H2 Priory Road Parks and Gardens 0.11 High High 

H3 Village Green Buckler Road Amenity Greenspace 0.07 Medium Low 

H4 Roebuck Drive LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.09 Medium Medium 

H5 Saphire Close LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.04 Medium Low 

H6 Grafton Close LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.03 Medium Low 

H8 Lapwing Close Amenity Greenspace 0.06 Medium Medium 

H9a Priddy's Hard Green Corridor Green Corridor 1.09 High High 

H9b Priddy's Hard Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 2.5 High High 

H10 Priddy's Hard Central Area 
Provision for Children and Young 
People with Civic Space 0.15 High High 

H11 Felicia Park   
Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace with 
Amenity Greenspace 0.70  Medium  High 

H12 Sovereign Avenue LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.08 Medium Medium 

H13 Leverat Close LEAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.1 High Medium 

H14 Hayling Close LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.04 Medium Low 

H15 Explosion! Amenity Area Amenity Greenspace 0.15 High High 

H16 

Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area 
Opposite Millennium Bridge 
 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 
with Amenity Greenspace 
 0.54 High High 

H17 Charlotte Drive LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.07 Medium Low 

H18 Orwell Close 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.09 High High 

H19 
Amenity Area adjacent Grove 
Road Recreation Ground  

Amenity Greenspace  
0.33 High High 
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Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

H9c 
Priddy’s Hard Nature 
Conservation Areas 

 
Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 7.02 High High 

Proposed Provision 

H20 
Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area  
Proposed provision at Ramparts 

Proposed Park and Garden with 
Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 3.10 Not applicable High 

Proposed alternative use for residential (excluded from the existing quantity calculation) 

H7
48

 Grove Rd Amenity Area
49

 Amenity Greenspace 0.32 Medium Medium 

 

Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 0 5415 0 

Other Sports 0 5415 0 

Parks and Gardens 3.83 5415 0.71 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 1.10 5415 0.20  

Amenity Greenspace 3.25  5415 0.60 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 5415 0 

Civic Space 0.04 5415 0.01 

Allotments 0 5415 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.8 5415 0.15 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young People  

 
0.8 

 
1,102 

 
0.89 

                                            
48

 The Council has undertaken a Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) as part of the evidence base for the draft Gosport Borough Local Plan 2038 evidence base.  A number of 
Medium quality and low value open spaces have been proposed for consideration as residential uses.  Their suitability for residential use has been addressed in the Council’s Sustainability 
Appraisal.  Draft policy A2: Housing. Sites which involve the loss of existing open space are required to provide a contribution to improve the quality of an existing open space in the vicinity of the 
site.   
49

 The site is no longer part of the public supply and has been allocated for residential use. 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Site for Children  

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Park with Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Park/Garden 
1 Provision for Children and Young People 
4 Amenity Greenspaces (one with Natural/Semi-
Natural Greenspace) 
1 Site for Children and Young People with Civic 
Space 
1 Green Corridor 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
4 Sites for Children and Young People 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
2 Sites for Children  
2 Amenity Greenspaces 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace with Amenity 
Greenspace  
 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
-  

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
-  

 

Overview of Ward  

 The Hardway ward has an excellent open frontage to the Harbour which is an integral part of the local character.  

 There are a number of open spaces that are of medium quality and have the potential to be improved. This includes some Local Areas of 
Play (LAPs) which currently lack seating and an eye-catching feature.  

 The Grove Road Recreation Ground is the main open space which serves the ward in terms of size and number of functions. It serves most 
of the Hardway ward and parts of Forton and Leesland. A pathway for pedestrians and cyclists provides a pleasant link from the Recreation 
Ground through Priddy’s Hard to the Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area and Portsmouth Harbour. This forms part of the wider green infrastructure 
network within this area. The Recreation Ground has a number of functions including the provision of a Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA) and 
informal activities. The Recreation Ground occupies an attractive location adjacent Forton Lake with its international wildlife designation. 
These attributes together with its high usage are contributing factors towards its assessment of both high quality and high value. 

 A number of open spaces within the ward benefit from being close to the Harbour and consequently are assessed as having high value. 

 The Priddy’s Hard Central Area open space (H10) occupies a play area for children and is considered to be of high value due to its central 
location within the Priddy’s Hard residential area.  

 The Explosion! amenity area has also been assessed as high value due to the contribution it makes to the setting of Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Area at the Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area. 

 A number of amenity greenspaces and natural semi-natural greenspaces primarily serve residents within the Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area 
by adding significant visual amenity.  

 There is no existing outdoor pitch sports provision within the ward or formal facilities such as tennis courts and bowling greens.  
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Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that there is a good coverage of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other types of 
children’s play facilities), informal areas of play and parks and gardens. Furthermore, all parts of the ward are within 800 metres of such 
high quality types of open space. There are some parts of the ward (notably parts of Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area) which are not within 400 
metres of conventional play equipment or a high quality park and garden. There may be opportunities for providing further children’s play 
facilities and additional open spaces with park and garden type features as part of future proposals for redeveloping the remaining part of 
the Priddy’s Hard Heritage Area including the Ramparts which is being proposed for new open space in the draft GBLP 2038. Similarly, the 
provision of park and garden type features and children’s play equipment within the Priddy’s Hard amenity area (site H9b) could help to 
increase the number of residents who would be within 400 metres of a high quality park and garden and children’s play facility.  
 

Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 Lighting improvements have been made at Grove Road Recreation Ground  

  Grove Road Recreation Ground Play Area refurbishment Completed 2018 
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 New public open space is proposed at the Ramparts at Priddy’s Hard in the draft GBLP 2038  

 Draft policy A2: Housing of the draft GBLP 2038 proposes residential development at Grove Road Amenity Area, it should be noted that 
planning permission will only be granted provided proposals include a contribution to improve the quality of an existing open space in the 
vicinity which would most likely be at Grove Road Recreation Ground. 

 The England Coastal Path will be routed through this ward (branding to be installed shortly)   
 

Suggested Improvements 

 There may be scope for additional play area facility with picnic provision within proximity to Forton Lake. 

 There may be a potential for the natural/semi-natural greenspace which remains as part of the Felicia Park affordable housing development 
(H11) to be used for a range of additional community related functions. There may also be a potential to incorporate this open space with 
existing open space which forms part of Grove Road Recreation Ground (H1).  

 There may be a potential to develop further children’s play facilities.  Some of the designated LAPs within Priddy’s Hard have not been 
developed with children’s play facilities and there may therefore be opportunities to provide appropriate play opportunities on these.  

 There may be a potential to make further improvements at Grove Road Recreation Ground including:  
- Outdoor sports facilities to be provided in the Recreation Ground.   



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

112 

Hardway



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

113 

LEE EAST WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

LSE1 Harrier Close, Cherque Farm Amenity Greenspace 0.58 High Medium 

LSE2 Lee Recreation Ground 

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 

Facilities (Sports Pitches and Other Sports) and 
Provision for Children and Young People 3.94 High  High 

LSE3 Skipper Way Amenity Greenspace 0.27 Medium Low 

LSE4 Esmonde Close 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.01 Low Low 

LSE5
50

 
Lee-on-the -Solent Infant and 
Junior School 

Outdoor Sports Facilities (Sports 
Pitches)  0.77 High High 

LSE6 
Alver Valley-MoD (north of 
Portsmouth Rd) 

Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 
33.63 Medium High 

LSE8a Alver Valley: Country Park  

Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 
with Country Park activities and 
Outdoor Sports Facilities 94.63 High High 

LSE8d 
Alver Valley Western Gateway 
Play Area  

Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.79 High  High  

LSE9 Cherque Farm Park 
Park and Gardens and Provision for 
Children and Young People 1.34  High High 

LSE10 
Cherque Farm-Existing Local 
Areas for Play  

Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.90 Medium Low 

LSE11 Twyford Drive Green Corridor Green Corridor 0.47 Medium High 

LSE13 Hamilton Gardens, Twyford Drive Parks and Gardens  0.18 High High 

LSE14 Amenity Area, Cherque Farm  Amenity Greenspace 1.00 Medium High 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

LSE5 
Lee on the Solent Infant and 
Junior School

51
 

Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.86 High High 

LSE7 
Lee on the Solent Golf Course 
(part in Borough)

52
  

Outdoor Sports Facilities (Other Sports) 
8.18 High High 

LSE8b Alver Valley: River Corridor  Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 11.80 High High 

LSE8c Alver Valley: Land off Shoot Lane  Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 1.70 High  High 

                                            
50

 The sports pitches part of the school is available for clubs to hire, whilst the other part of the school is not available for public use. 
51

 See footnote 5 above. 
52

 Golf courses are not included in the public available supply for other sports. 
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Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 3.13 6020 0.52 

Other Sports 0.34 6020 0.06 

Parks and Gardens 2.61 6020 0.43 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace  
128.26 

6020 21.31 
 

Amenity Greenspace 1.85 6020 0.31 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 6020 0 

Civic Space 0 6020 0 

Allotments 0 6020 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 
1.85 

6020  
0.31 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young People  

 
1.85 

 
1152 

 
1.61 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Park and Garden with Provision for Children and 
Young People 
1 Park and Garden 
1 Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace with proposals 
for Country Park activities  
1 Outdoor Sports Facility (Sports Pitches) 
1 Park with Outdoor Sports Facilities (Sports 
Facilities and Other Sports) and Provision for 
Children and Young People (Sports Pitches within 
this site are of medium quality) 
1 Provision for Children and Young people  

Medium Quality/Low Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace  
1 Group of sites for Children and Young People  
(various LAPs) 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 
1 Green Corridor 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
1 Site for Children  

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 
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Overview of Ward 

 Large parts of the established residential area are fairly accessible to the main open spaces that include the Alver Valley Country Park, Lee 
Seafront and Lee Recreation Ground. 

 There are a number of open spaces in the ward which range in quality and value. It will be important to enhance both the quality and value 
of such open spaces where appropriate.  

 The Alver Valley Country Park is an allocation in the adopted Gosport Borough Local Plan 2011 – 2029 (policy LP8: Alver Valley) and is the 
most significant area of open space in the ward. There have been significant improvements to the Alver Valley Country Park since 2014 
with additional opportunities to expand the Country Park and make further improvements.  These are detailed in the Alver Valley Country 
Park Strategy (GBC 2014).  

 The natural greenspace, north of Portsmouth Road (LSE6) is considered to be a high value open space due to its location within the 
Strategic Gap and because of its Site of Nature Conservation Importance designation. There are opportunities to improve its quality as well 
as for linking it with the Alver Valley Country Park.  

 Lee Recreation Ground is the main multi-functional open space which serves the ward. It offers a range of functions including sports pitches 
and is well used by local teams. It also supports a number of other facilities including tennis courts, play facilities as well as opportunities for 
informal activities. This open space is consequently well used and has been assessed as having high value.  

 A park with provision for children and young people within the Cherque Farm residential area is considered to be of high quality (LSE9). It is 
also considered to be of high value due to the central location it occupies within the Cherque Farm residential area.  

 Some of the open spaces within the ward that are considered to be of medium quality have a potential to be improved. For example, the 
Local Areas of Play (LAPs) (LSE10) within the Cherque Farm residential development are not equipped with any children’s play facilities. 
The provision of appropriate children’s play facilities on some of these amenity spaces could enhance their overall quality this is the same 
finding as the 2014 survey. Furthermore, the current value of these LAPs is still considered to be low due to their minimal functionality. 
However, it is important to note that whilst these spaces are considered to have relatively low value they still provide important visual breaks 
within the built up area for local residents. Some of these may have the potential to have a higher value particularly if they could be used for 
additional functions such as children’s play. 

 Lee Recreation Ground and Lee-on-the-Solent Infant and Junior School make up for the current provision of sports pitches within the ward.  
 

Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that most residential parts of the ward are within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play 
equipment and all other types of children’s play facilities), informal areas of play and parks and gardens.  All other residential parts of the 
ward are within 800 metres of such high quality types of open space. The creation of the Western Gateway Play Area (LSE8d) represents a 
significant investment in provision for children’s play serving not only the specific catchment but also providing Borough-wide facilities.   
There may still be opportunities to improve accessibility to high quality children’s play facilities and informal areas of play particularly within 
Cherque Farm. This could be achieved simply through the provision of small scale children’s play facilities on some of the designated LAPs 
within the locality.   
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Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 Lighting improvements have been made at Lee Recreation Ground (on-going) 

 Lee-on-the-Solent Recreation Ground Play Area, replacement of Multi Play area Completed 2017/18 
- Alver Valley improvements in Lee East ward: 

 Western Gateway- Premier Play Area and picnic area. Completed October 2017 

 Western Gateway Car Park and  Extension Completed 2019/2020 

 Western Gateway Toilet (Changing Places Standard)/Café completed in November 2020 

 Creation of a range of trails with associated wayfinding and interpretation boards (on-going) 

 Further improvements of an all-surface spine route through the Country Park for cycles, push chairs and mobility scooters (on-going) 

 Noah Lake improvements- bird hide, viewing platform and sand martin nesting area 
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 The Alver Valley Country Park is a key priority for the Borough Council and is a significant part of the Strategic Open Spaces identified in 
draft policy D6: Gosport Strategic Open Spaces: 
- Opportunities to purchase additional land to incorporate into the Country Park with opportunities to extend trails including the Alver Way 

 Other potential improvements are included in the Council’s Alver Valley Country Park Strategy. There are also a number of projects in the 
Alver Valley facilitated through the Gosport Heritage Action Zone Action Plan. These are: 
 
- Browndown Trenches - Immediately south of the Alver Valley Country Park is the extensive World War One trench systems, and 

although on MOD land, the area is accessible to the public. The Heritage Action Zone (HAZ) has secured on site archaeological survey 
work. The trenches are believed to be a unique practice battlefield, would add significantly to the Alver Valley Country Park offer. The 
HAZ will encourage understanding and visiting to the area.  The timeframe for this project is 2019 – 2024. 

 
-   Alver Valley Trail -The Alver Valley is a landscape dominated by the medieval water meadows, with a Motte and Bailey, medieval 

Grange Farm and evidence of Neolithic finds. In addition there are WW2 pill boxes. This project will highlight the unique aspects of the 
area with a trail to walk. This is delivered in partnership with Gosport Voluntary Action with an expected timeframe for delivery 2020 – 
2024. 
 

 The England Coastal Path will be routed through this ward (branding to be installed shortly).  
 

Suggested Improvements 

 Improvements to amenity spaces with low-key play facilities, seating and other park type features to improve the overall attractiveness and 

functionality of the space. 
 

 There may be opportunities to provide appropriate play opportunities on the designated LAPs in the Cherque Farm development (LSE10).  
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 There may be opportunities to improve pedestrian and cycle access along Shoot Lane to improve access to the Country Park from the north 

and east. 
 

 There may be opportunities to create a multi-user route following electricity pylons between Brune Lane and B3334 (adjacent to Lee-on-the-
Solent Golf Course), connecting to PROW 2b, and on to Brookers Lane. Improved route to Alver Valley Country Park.  This would further 
enhance connectivity to the Alver Valley Country Park. 
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LEE WEST WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site Ref: Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

LSW1 Lee Clifflands and Promenade 
Parks and Gardens with Provision for Children 

and Young People 6.39 High High 

LSW2 
Browndown-Hampshire County 
Council 

Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 
7 High High 

LSW3 
Lee-on-the-Solent Tennis and 
Squash Club 

Outdoor Sports Facilities (Other Sports) 
0.38 High High 

LSW4 Elmore Lake Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 0.28 High Medium 

LSW6a St Faith’s Church Churchyard/Parks & Gardens/civic space  0.37 High High 

LSW7 The Beach Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 16.02 High High 

LSW8 Browndown (Lee)
53

 Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 58.45 Medium  High 

LSW9 Lee Allotments Allotments 1.69 High High 

LSW10 Daedalus Married Quarters Provision for Children and Young People 0.04 High High 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 
LSW13  Ariel Close  Natural & Semi Natural Greenspace  0.42 High  High  

Proposed Provision  

LSW5
54

 Manor Way Field Allotments  1.66 Medium Low 

LSW11 
Daedalus (draft policy SS11 
GBLP 2038) 

Potential for a variety of open space  
Not Known  N/A  High  

LSW11a Daedalus Ward Room  
Park and Garden with provision for other 
sports  0.65 N/A High 

LSW11b Eagle Road  Amenity Greenspace  0.52 N/A Medium 

LSW12a
55

 Implacable Road  Provision for Children and Young People  0.08 N/A High  

LSW12b Implacable Road  Amenity Greenspace  0.04 N/A Medium 

LSW12c 
Captain’s Garden – Ocean Road 
Daedalus  

Park and Garden with provision for young 
people  0.55 N/A High  

.  

                                            
53

 Adjustment - Previous OSMR incorrectly identified Browndown Camp as part of the public supply.  Never has been available. The Reg.18 draft Policies Map shows Browndown Camp as a draft 
leisure allocation. 
54

 This was originally a HCA owned site which was not available for public use. However, it is now proposed for allotment use under draft policy A5: Allotments in the draft GBLP 2038. 
55

 Sites LSW11b, LSW12a and LSW12b and LSW12c were still under construction – summer 2021. 
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Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 0 5545 0 

Other Sports 0.38 5545 0.07 

Parks and Gardens 6.34 5545 1.14 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 81.75 5545 14.74 

Amenity Greenspace 0 5545 0 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 5545 0 

Civic Space 0.12 5545 0.22 

Allotments 1.69 5545 0.30 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.34 5545 0.06 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young People  

 
0.34 

 
698 

 
0.39 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Churchyard/Park and Garden/civic space 
1 Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Park with Provision for Children and Young 
People 
2 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspaces 
1 Outdoor Sport Facility (Other sports) 
1 Allotment site 
 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 
 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 
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Overview of Ward  

 The main open space provision in the ward is located along the coast. This includes open space associated with Browndown and Lee 
Seafront. The Solent Way also runs along the coast.  

 The majority of the open spaces in the ward are considered to be of both high quality and high value. Factors contributing to high value 
include one or more of the following reasons: high usage; seaside location; setting of a Listed Building; presence of a Site of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSI); and location within the Strategic Gap. 

 Lee Seafront attracts visitors from the Borough and beyond and is particularly popular during the summer months. People are attracted by 
the beach, esplanade and views of the Solent and Isle of Wight. The frontage offers a range of activities including play provision, 
watersports, beach huts and refreshment facilities. Its high level of usage and special attributes contribute to its assessment of high value.  

 Browndown makes up a large proportion of the open space in the ward. Hampshire County Council manages one part of Browndown as a 
nature area whilst the Ministry of Defence controls the largest proportion. The public has access to this area although there are periods 
where parts of the site are used for military exercises.  Most of Browndown has been designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest due 
to the unusual habitats associated with the shingle. A Management Plan exists for the site. 

 High quality sports provision is provided at the Lee-on-the-Solent Tennis and Squash Club.  

 The children’s play provision in the ward is considered to be of high quality. The Pirates Cove play area and skateboard park which are 
located along Lee Seafront and a children’s play area within the Daedalus Married Quarters (phase 1).  The recent completion of the Splash 
Park play facility along the seafront make up the provision for children and young people within the ward. Further enhancement to the 
provision for children and young people will be made on the completion of the Captain’s Garden (Park and Garden) at Daedalus 
(LSW12(c)). 

 St Faith’s Church in Victoria Square is a prominent and makes a key contribution to the character of the townscape in this part of the ward.  
It is also recognised that as part of the townscape character identified by the Lee West SPD, the car parking area and adjacent open space 
areas surrounding the car park also play an important role to the overall setting of this part of Victoria Square.  Therefore for this open 
space survey report it was considered appropriate to extend the boundary of the existing parks and gardens open space category in this 
location and to add the area of the car park as new civic space. 

 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that most parts of the ward are within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all 
other types of play facilities), informal areas of play and a parks and gardens. Lee seafront is particularly important for providing good 
accessibility to these types of open spaces. The completion of the Splash Park at Lee Seafront adds to the enhanced provision of high 
quality play provision. Furthermore, just about all parts of the ward are within 800 metres of such high quality types of open space. This will 
improve further once the play areas at Implacable Road (LSW12 (a) and the Captain’s Garden (LSW12 (c) at Daedalus are complete 

 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions and other funding sources as appropriate since 2014 

 Splash Park and additional play area (LSW1) completed 2019  

 Relocation of the Skate Park and Play facilities at Pirates Cove (LSW1) 
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 Marine Parade East Cycle Track 2.5m shared use cycleway along Marine Parade east between Portsmouth Road and Lee-on-the Solent 
was completed in May 2014 

 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Daedalus site has been allocated as an employment-led mixed use site which would include an element of leisure use. Consequently, there 
are opportunities to create high quality civic and amenity spaces, which would contribute to the setting of a number of historic buildings on 
the site and enhance the existing Conservation Area. The western part of the site, in particular, offers the potential for important open space 
linkages with the seafront. It is hoped that the site can help diversify the local economy and attract further day visitors to Lee-on-the-Solent. 
The outline planning application 11/00282/OUT (Decision Notice dated 28.01.2016) for the redevelopment of the Daedalus site shows 
where the proposed open space would be located. Draft policy SS11: Daedalus proposes a variety of multifunctional open space to support 
the regeneration of the site and enhance the existing provision within the Lee West ward.  

 Employ a warden to help manage and maintain the Browndown (LSW8) open space. This is part of the mitigation measures that have been 
proposed through the Rowner Renewal Project.  

 Land at Manor Way has been allocated to provide new allotments and a rest garden and this land has been allocated for this use in the 
draft GBLP 2038 under policy A4: Allotments.   

 
Suggested Improvements 

 Consider the potential for maximising green infrastructure linkages to and from Daedalus with surrounding areas. 

 Consider improving cycle linkages to Titchfield and areas beyond to the adjoining countryside. 
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LEESLAND WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area 
(hectares) 

Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

LL1 Chilworth Grove Amenity Greenspace 0.14 Medium Medium  

LL2 
St Faith's Close (formerly known 
as Leesland Road) 

Provision for Children and Young 
People 

0.29 Medium  High 

LL3 Leesland Park 
Parks and Gardens and Provision for 

Children and Young People 4.6 High High 

LL4 Smith Street LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.05 Low Medium  

LL5  Forton Field Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 2.60 Medium High 

LL6  St John's Square LAP 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.09 High High 

LL7 St Vincent Leisure Centre 
Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and 
Other Sports) 1.04 High  High 

LL11 
St Ann's Hill Cemetery (east) (see 
also Brockhurst Ward 

Cemetery/Churchyard 
4.17 High High 

LL12 Daisy Lane Green Corridor 0.14 Medium High 

LL13 
Former Railway Line (Leesland 
Section) 

Green Corridor 
1.88 Medium High 

LL14 Leesland Allotments Allotments 1.1 High High 

LL15 Millpond Estate 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.23 High High  

LL16 Camdentown Allotments Allotments 2.97 High High  

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

LL8 Leesland Junior
56

  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.83 High High 

LL9 St Mary's School  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.83 High High 

LL10 
St Vincent College: Forton Lake 
North

57
 

Amenity Greenspace 
1.67 Medium High 

LL17 
Newtown Church of England 
Primary School 

Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.72 High High  

                                            
56

 Sites LL8 and LL9 are not generally available for public use 
57

 Part of St Vincent College-not available for public use 
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Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 3.41 4857 0.70 

Other Sports 0.23 4857 0.05 

Parks and Gardens 4.40 4857 0.91 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 0 4857 0 

Amenity Greenspace 0.14 4857 0.03 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 4.17 4857 0.86 

Civic Space 0 4857 0 

Allotments 4.07 4857 0.84 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.86 4857 0.18 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

 
Provision for Children and Young People  0.86 

 
902 

 
0.95 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

High Quality/ High Value 
2 Sites for Children and Young People  
1 Park and Garden and Provision for Children and 
Young People 
1 Cemetery/Churchyard 
2 Allotment sites 
1 Site for Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and Other 
Sports) 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 
 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Site for Children and Young People  
1 Site for Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 
2 Green Corridors 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
1 Provision for Children and Young People  

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 
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Overview of Ward  

 There is a varied range of open spaces within the ward. The majority of open spaces are either of high or medium quality. There may be 
scope to enhance some of the low and medium quality open spaces.  

 Leesland Park (LL3) is the main multi-functional open space which serves the ward. This open space is a very good example of engaging 
the community to create a quality park in a densely urbanised area on under-used land. The park offers a range of functions including 
provision for children and young people, a sensory garden, nature conservation areas, informal grassed areas and a community orchard 
with interesting park features and outdoor gym equipment. Management and maintenance issues will continue to be addressed in respect of 
the high usage of the park. 

 The ward has a significant number of high value open spaces. A small number of these are considered to be of medium value.    

 The former railway line (LL13) is considered to be of high value due to it forming part of the strategic cycle route within the Borough. This is 
currently used informally by walkers and cyclists.  

 Along with the Leesland Park (LL3) children’s play provision, two of the children’s play areas within the ward (Millpond (LL15)) and St John’s 
Square LAP (LL6)) are of high quality and well used serving densely populated areas. They serve as a model for the provision of smaller 
children’s play areas in densely built-up urban environments.  

 The Smith Street LAP is the only low quality children’s play space within the ward this is the same as was the case in the 2014 survey.    

 The sports facilities at St Vincent College make a very valuable contribution to local provision for outdoor sports and continue to be well 
used by a variety of local sports clubs. This facility scored higher in the quality assessment for the 2014 survey improving from a low to a 
high rating.   

 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that nearly all parts of the ward are within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and 
all other types of children’s play facilities), informal areas of play and parks and gardens. Furthermore, all parts of the ward are located 
within 800 metres of such high quality types of open space. However, accessibility to high quality children’s play provision in the ward could 
be further enhanced by improving the quality of the play facilities in the Smith Street LAP (LL4). Furthermore, accessibility to parks and 
gardens could potentially be enhanced through the provision of appropriate park and garden type features such as at St Faith’s Close. 

 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014  

 New concrete equipment has been provided at the skate park in Leesland Park (LL3).  

 New equipment and safety railings have been provided at Leesland Park children’s play area (LL3).  
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Install lighting so that the usage of the skate board facilities in Leesland Park (LL3) can be extended.  

 Daisy Lane Cycle Track, St Andrew’s Road to Whitworth Road proposal allows for the conversion of the footpath to shared use to improve 
access to local schools, Stoke Road shops and town centre.  Although this is identified as a scheme walking and cycling initiative in the 
Council’s Infrastructure Delivery Plan (2020), it is not known as this stage when the scheme will be implemented.  The scheme could 
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potentially improve connections from residential areas to existing strategic cycle routes.  This will improve access to Gosport Town Centre, 
Gosport Leisure Park and Fareham. 

 
Suggested Improvements 

 The provision of new or improved play areas within the ward should be investigated where opportunities arise;  
- Improve the Smith Street LAP particularly in relation to the current quality of the children’s play provision. 

 Investigate the scope for improving and intensifying the usage of Forton Field. It may be appropriate to liaise with St Vincent College with 
regard to exploring ways to improve such usage.  

 Consider whether improvements could be made to the quality of the artificial grass pitch within St Vincent Leisure Centre (LL7).  

 Consider the possibility of allowing public access to the play facilities at Newton Church of England Primary School.  



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

128 

Leesland



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

129 

PEEL COMMON WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

PC1 Brookers Field
58

 
Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) with 

Natural and Semi Natural Greenspace 7.52  Medium High 

PC2  Carisbrooke Road Amenity Greenspace 0.48 Medium Medium 

PC3 Wych Lane Amenity Greenspace 0.65 Medium Medium 

PC4 The Fairways 
Parks and Gardens with Provision for 

Children and Young People 1.07 Medium High 

PC6 The Links Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 1.14 Medium Low 

PC7 
North of the Parkway Amenity 
Areas 

Amenity Greenspace 
4.09 Medium Low 

PC8 South of Parkway Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 1.12 Medium Low 

PC9 Puffin Gardens Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.93 Medium Low 

PC10 West of The Drive Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.41 Medium Low 

PC11 Heron Way Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.63 Medium Low 

PC12 The Curve Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.29 Medium Low 

PC13 
East Peel Common Amenity 
Areas 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.48 Medium Low 

PC14 Peel Common Allotments Allotments 0.15 Medium  High 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

PC5 
Peel Common Junior and Infant 
School

59
   

Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.06 High High 

  

                                            
58

 The entire site including the part outside the Borough has been included in the assessment. 
59

 School site generally not available for public use 
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Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based (SAPF) (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 7.34 4031 1.82 

Other Sports 0 4031 0 

Parks and Gardens 1.03 4031 0.26 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 0.18 4031 0.04 

Amenity Greenspace 10.22 4031 2.54 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 4031 0 

Civic Space 0 4031 0 

Allotments 0.15 4031 0.04 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.04 4031 0.01 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People   
0.04 

 
585 

 
0.07 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

High Quality/ High Value 
- 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
8 (Areas of) Amenity Greenspaces 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
2 Amenity Greenspaces 
 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 site for Outdoor Sports Provision with 
Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 
1 Park with Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Allotment site 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 
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Overview of Ward 

 All of the open spaces within the ward are considered to be of medium quality with most of these considered to be a low value this has not 
changed since the 2016 survey was undertaken.  

 The amenity greenspaces have been assessed has having a medium quality.  Most of these have been assessed as having a low value 
primarily as they have limited recreation use, small catchment areas and low usage. It is important to note that these open spaces still 
perform an important function in providing visual amenities in the locality and add to the distinct character of the residential area. They also 
vary in their potential to be used for informal activities.  

 Brookers Field is the main open space which serves the ward in terms of its size. The southern part of this open space is located within the 
Fareham Borough Council administrative boundary but has been included as part of the provision for Peel Common, as it serves this 
catchment population60. 

 Brookers Field consists mainly of sports pitches and associated facilities including a pavilion and car park. It also includes an element of 
natural/semi-natural greenspace. Due to its high level of use this open space is considered to be of high value. However the open space as 
a whole is considered to be of medium quality since it lacks a range of functions that other recreation grounds contain.  

 The Fairways open space includes the only children’s play provision within the ward. This has been assessed to be of medium quality.  
 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

This shows that many parts of the ward are within 800 metres of children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and all other types of 
children’s facilities), informal areas of play and parks and gardens irrespective of overall quality. No parts of the ward are within 400 metres of 
high quality open spaces of this type. There may be a potential to improve accessibility to high quality open spaces of this type particularly in 
the north and west of the ward by making improvements to Brookers Field such as though the installation of children’s play facilities and park 
type features. Furthermore, accessibility to high quality open spaces of this type could also be improved by making improvements to the 
Fairways open space.  
 
Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014  

None. 
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 None identified.  
 
Suggested Improvements 

 Continue to enhance the range of functions at Brookers Field to make it more of a multi-functional open space with potential 
to complement existing facilities within the Alver Valley Country Park. 

                                            
60

 As advised by the PPG17 Companion Guide. 
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- In consultation with the local community, there may be scope to provide park facilities such as benches and seating areas so that it has 
a park and garden type function.  

- There may be an opportunity to enhance children’s play provision within the ward by installing children’s play facilities within this open 
space.  

- Continue to protect and enhance the natural/semi-natural greenspace element of Brookers Field.  

 Consider whether there may be scope to include Local Areas for Play (LAPs) within some of the amenity greenspaces. 



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

133 

Peel Common



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

134 

PRIVETT WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

PR1 
Bay House School Field,  
Military Rd 

Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 
5.65 High High 

PR2 Privett Gardens Parks and Gardens 1.62 High High 

PR3 Privett Park 

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 

(Sports Pitches and Other Sports) and Provision 
for Children and Young People 8.28 High High 

PR5 Privett Road Amenity Space  Amenity Greenspace 0.09 Medium Low 

Other existing open space–(excluded from quantity calculation) 

PR4 Gomer Infant and Junior School61  
Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.15 High High 

 

Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 12.31 4200 2.93 

Other Sports 0.26 4200 0.06 

Parks and Gardens 2.89 4200 0.69 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 0 4200 0 

Amenity Greenspace 0.09 4200 0.02 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 4200 0 

Civic Space 0 4200 0 

Allotments 0 4200 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.09 4200 0.02 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People  0.09 618 0.15 
 

  

                                            
61

 School site not available for public use 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Site for Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 
1 Park and Garden 
1 Park with Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and 
Other Sports) and Provision for Children and Young 
People 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
- 

 
Overview of Ward  

 The Privett ward includes a small number of assessed open spaces. Three of these have been assessed as having high quality and high 
value whilst the Privett Road amenity space (PR5) has been assessed as being of medium quality and low value.  

 The open spaces within the ward are well placed to serve local residents. 

 Privett Park is the main open space which serves the ward in terms of its size and number of functions. It includes a provision of sports 
pitches (public pitches, Gosport Borough Football Club pitch and cricket pitch), other sports facilities (i.e. tennis courts) and provision for 
children and young people. It also functions as a park allowing opportunities for informal activities. Crossing points also allow for safe 
access to the park.  

 The sports pitch facilities in the ward are well used and serve a number of local clubs. Facilities additional to those at Privett Park include 
the Bay House school pitches. These are located along Military Road and are available for club use at weekends and consequently 
included in the supply calculation. 

 There is no further provision for children and young people within the ward additional to the existing play facilities within Privett Park. 

 
Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that all parts of the ward are within 400 metres of a high quality area of informal play. Furthermore, this also shows that most 
parts of the ward are within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment) and a high quality park and 
garden. The good coverage of these types of open spaces within the ward is largely due to the central location of Privett Park in relation to 
the surrounding residential area.  
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Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 Pathway lighting schemes at Privett Park 
 

Proposed Initiatives 

 A range of further improvements could be made to further enhance the quality of Privett Park (PR3) including;  
      -     Improving facilities for football and cricket teams including new changing facilities 

- Upgrading the play area equipment.  
- Providing lighting to the basketball, tennis court facilities and pathways.   

 
Suggested Improvements 

 Investigate the potential for providing additional children’s play facilities on existing open spaces (e.g. within Privett Gardens) and for 
making the facilities in Gomer Infant and Junior School available for public use.   

 There may be opportunities to extend the existing walking route from Privett Road into the Alver Valley Country Park. 
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ROWNER AND HOLBROOK WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

RH1  
Rowner Copse (south of Rowner 
Road) 

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
1.27 Medium High 

RH2 Rowner Bowling Club Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) 0.79 High High 

RH3 Rowner Green 

Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) (Sports 
Pitches within this site are of high 
quality) with Provision for Children and Young 

People 1.56 Medium   High 

RH4 Rowner Walk Parks and Gardens 4.13 Medium High 

RH5  Mansfield Road Amenity Areas 
Amenity Greenspace with Provision for 

Children and Young People 0.68 Medium Medium 

RH6 
St Nicholas Avenue Area Amenity 
Spaces 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.81 Medium Low 

RH7 Shakleton Road Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 1.36 Medium Low 

RH8 Homer Close 
Parks and Gardens Parks with Provision 

for Children and Young People 1.22 Medium High  

RH9 Forest Way Amenity Greenspace 0.26 Medium High 

RH10 Gosport Leisure Park
62

 

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 

(Sports Pitches) and Provision for Children and 
Young People 

2.70  High  High 

RH12 Oakdene Woods Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 0.88 Medium High 

RH14 
East of the River (north of The 
Wildgrounds 

Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
6.49 Medium High 

RH16 Franklin Road 

Amenity Greenspace with Provision for 

Children and Young People (Provision for 
Children and Young People within this site is of 
low quality) 0.24 Medium High 

RH17 Newbroke Road 
Amenity Greenspace with Provision for 

Children and Young People 0.19 Medium Medium 

RH18 Marles Close 
Amenity Greenspace with Provision for 

Children and Young People 1 Medium Medium  

RH19 Filmer and Hanville Close Amenity Greenspace 0.47 Medium Low 

RH20  Hutfield Link  Green corridor (with amenity space) 0.72 High High 

RH21a Former Railway Line (south) Green corridor 0.38 Medium  High 

RH21b Former Railway Line (north) Green corridor 1.26 Low High 

                                            
62

 There is a loss of public supply of 0.52 ha due to the provision of the Starbucks Drive-Through coffee shop which was granted planning permission on appeal in June 2019. 
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RH22 St Mary’s Churchyard Cemetery/Churchyard 0.85 High High 

RH23 
North of Rowner Road Amenity 
Areas 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.37 Medium Low 

RH24 Withies Road Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.38 Medium Low 

RH25 Turner Avenue Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.41 Medium Low 

Other existing open space – (excluded from quantity calculation) 

RH13  
Grange County and Junior 
Schools63 

Provision for Children and Young 
People 1.72 High High 

RH15 
Part of Lee on the Solent Golf 
Course64 

Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) 
7.63 High High 

Proposed alternative use (excluded from the existing public quantity calculation  

RH11  Huhtamaki Rowner Road Amenity Greenspace 1.2 Medium Medium 
 

Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 2.11 4687 0.45 

Other Sports 0.79 4687 0.17 

Parks and Gardens 7.24 4687 1.54 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 8.64 4687 1.84 

Amenity Greenspace 6.04 4687 1.29 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0.85 4687 0.18 

Civic Space 0 4687 0 

Allotments 0 4687 0 

Provision for Children and Young People 0.53 4687 0.11 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People   
0.53 

 
1140 

 
0.46 

  

                                            
63

 School site not available for public use 
64

 Golf courses not included in the supply calculation for ‘Outdoor Sports (Other Sports)’ 
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Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
1 Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports (Sports 
Pitches) and Provision for Children and Young 
People 
1 Outdoor Sports (Other Sports) site 
1 Cemetery/Churchyard 
1 Green corridor 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
6 Amenity Greenspaces 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
3 Amenity Greenspaces with Provision for 
Children 
1 Amenity Greenspace 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
3 Natural/Semi Natural Greenspace 
1 Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) site with Provision 
for Children (Sports Pitches in this site are of high 
quality) 
1 Park and Gardens 
1 Park with Provision for Children and Young People 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
1 Amenity Greenspace with Provision for Children 
and Young People (Provision for Children and 
Young People in this site is of low quality) 
1 Green Corridor 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
1 Green Corridor 

 
Overview of Ward  

 The Rowner and Holbrook ward has a large number of assessed open spaces which are wide ranging in their size, type and function. In 
many instances relatively small measures can be taken to increase the quality of many of these open spaces.  

 Most of the open spaces within the ward are considered to be of high value. However, some of the open spaces have been assessed as 
having either a medium or low value.  

 High value attributes include one or more of the following reasons: high usage; contributes to the setting of a listed building; located within 
the Strategic Gap; forms part of a Conservation Area; serves a large catchment area; and/or the site is part of (or potentially part of) the 
strategic cycle network.  

 Gosport Leisure Park (RH10) is a major facility within the Borough. It includes a high quality indoor sports facility with indoor pool gym and 
other sports facilities.  The new open space provision consists of an all-weather 5-a-side, 7- a side and mini-football floodlit synthetic football 
pitches. The existing play area and youth shelter have also been improved and relocated under the scheme.  

 The redevelopment has resulted in the loss of some open space including two senior sports pitches which have been re-provided at Rowner 
Walk (RH4) and Stokes Bay.  

 The former railway line runs through the ward. RH21a is a strategic off road cycle and pedestrian route and is well used by walkers and 
cyclists with direct links to the Gosport Leisure Park (RH10). Much of the remaining section of this green corridor (RH21b) is overgrown and 
fenced off and not available for public use at the time of the survey and therefore is still considered to be low quality. However there is an 
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improved cycle route which has been provided adjacent to this site using a network of existing footpaths.  This provides an improved link 
between the established cycle route (RH21a) and the cycle route which forms part of the BRT busway to the north. The northern section of 
RH21b has been incorporated as part of the BRT Busway and is a cycle route.  A pleasant landscaped link to Tichbourne Way has been 
created as part of the BRT proposals (RH20). 

 The ward has a number of natural/semi-natural greenspaces which make up a large proportion of the informal open space.  

 There is a cricket pitch at Rowner Green (RH3).  

 Outdoor sports provision within the ward includes the facilities provided by Rowner Bowling Club.  

 There are a number of children’s play areas within the ward.  
 

Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 All areas are within 800 metres of high quality play facilities and some within 400 metres.  The improvements at Copse Lane Recreation and 
the re-provision of facilities at the Gosport Leisure Park have improved both the extent and quality of the coverage.  There are a number of 
areas where existing provision could be improved from medium to high quality in order to improve the quality of the coverage. Some further 
improvements could also be made which could help to ensure that there is improved overall accessibility to high quality open spaces. 
Furthermore, there may be opportunities to provide high quality play equipment on some of the amenity areas. 
 

Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 None identified.  
 
Proposed Initiatives 

 Additional grass-pitch provision as part of the Gosport Leisure Park. 
 
Suggested Improvements 

     Certain amenity greenspaces have the potential to provide additional functions, including: 

 Local Areas of Play (LAPs) for young children to play close to their homes incorporating an eye-catching feature and seating for carers; 

 Certain amenity greenspaces may be large enough to incorporate play equipment for older children; 

 Some of the amenity greenspaces that currently accommodate for children’s play could have new and improved play facilities.  

 Others could include seating areas or features to add visual interest such as flower beds or even community gardens; 

 There may be scope to involve local communities to improve these amenity greenspaces. 

 Consider whether there is scope to provide additional children’s play areas at the Gosport Leisure Park to complement existing 
provision. 

 Enhancements to signage to wider green infrastructure network such as to the Alver Valley Country Park.   

 Consider improving drainage of the cricket outfield at Rowner Green (RH3) 
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TOWN WARD 

Open Space provision summary 

Site 
Ref: 

Site Name Primary Use(s) of Open Space  
(based on PPG17 Typology) 

Area (hectares) Quality Value 

Existing public provision  

T1 Falkland Gardens Parks and Gardens 0.52 High High 

T2 Gosport Park  

Parks and Gardens with Outdoor Sports 

(Sports Pitches and Other Sports) and Provision 
for Children and Young People 11.43 High High 

T3 
Seaward and Harbour Towers 
Area 

Amenity Greenspace 
0.40 Medium High 

T4 The Ramparts Park and Garden  2.36 High  High 

T5 Trinity Green Amenity Greenspace 0.89 High High 

T6 Walpole Park 
Parks and Gardens with Provision for 

Children and Young People 6.75 High High 

T7 Walpole Park (northern annex) Parks and Gardens 1 High High 

T8 Watergate Amenity Greenspace 0.08 High High 

T9  Timespace (area) Civic Space 0.42 High High 

T10a Old Road: East Play Area 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.05 Low High 

T10b Old Road: Basketball 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.06 Low High 

T10c Old Road: West Play Area 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.05 Medium High 

T11a White Lion Walk (Area A) 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.02 High High 

T11c White Lion Walk (Area C) 
Provision for Children and Young 
People 0.02 High High 

T12 
St George Barracks Playing 
Fields 

Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) 
4.38 High High 

T13 St George Barracks South Amenity Greenspace 0.19 High High 

T15 
Millennium Promenade-
Harbourside 

Civic Space 
 0.52 High High 

T16 High Street Civic Space 1.43 High  High 

T17 Bemister's Square Civic Space 0.06 High  High 

T18 Walpole Road Amenity Areas Amenity Greenspace 0.24 High High 

T19 Park Road Allotments Allotments 0.26 High High 

Proposed provision 
T11b White Lion Walk (Area B) Provision for Children and Young 0.04 Not applicable High 
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People 

T14 Harbour Regeneration Area  Potential for a variety of open space Not known Not applicable High 

 
Quantity of Existing Public Provision  

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Sports Pitches 11.21 5651 1.98 

Other Sports 0.14 5651 0.02 

Parks and Gardens 14.72 5651 2.60 

Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace 0 5651 0 

Amenity Greenspace 1.8 5651 0.32 

Cemeteries and Churchyards 0 5651 0 

Civic Space 2.43 5651 0.43 

Allotments 0.26 5651 0.05 

Provision for Children and Young People  
0.57 

5651 
0.10 

Type of open space 
 

Total area of open space (Ha)  2020 based SAPF (2021) 
(0-15 Years of Age) 

Existing Ha. per 1,000 of the 
population 

Provision for Children and Young People  
0.57 

 
855 

 
0.67 

 
Quality/Value Matrix- Sites available for public use 

High Quality/ Low Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ Medium Value 
- 
 

High Quality/ High Value 
3 Parks/ Gardens 
1 Park with Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches and 
Other Sports) and Provision for Children and Young 
People 
1 Park with Provision for Children and Young People 
4 Amenity Greenspaces 
2 Sites for children and young people 
4 Civic Spaces 
1 Outdoor Sports (Sports Pitches) site 
1 Allotment site 

Medium Quality/Low Value 
- 

Medium Quality/Medium Value 
- 

Medium Quality/ High Value 
1 Amenity Greenspace 
1 Site for children and young people 

Low Quality/ Low Value 
- 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
- 

Low Quality/ High Value 
2 Sites for children and young people 
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Overview of Ward  

 A significant proportion of the open spaces are considered to be of high quality. These open spaces are well used by residents across the 
Borough as well as visitors to the town. It is of utmost importance that the quality of these open spaces is maintained at a high standard 
reflecting the demands of existing and future residents.  

 Only a small proportion of the open spaces within the ward have been assessed as having a medium or low quality.  

 Gosport Park (T2) is one of the main open spaces which serves the ward and has been assessed as high quality. It has a number of functions 
including provision for children and young people, sports pitches (used by Gosport Rugby and Football Club), provision for other sports 
(Alverstoke Old English Bowling Club), informal grassed areas and interesting park features. This open space is also located adjacent to 
Stoke Lake.  

 Walpole Park (T6) is another example of a key area of open space which has also been assessed as high quality. This includes provision for 
children and young people, outdoor exercise area, informal grassed areas and interesting park features such as a lake. Furthermore, this 
open space is also located adjacent to Haslar Lake.  

 There are a number of other open spaces that are located within close proximity to or adjacent to the Portsmouth Harbour shoreline. This 
includes Falkland Gardens (T1), the Ramparts (T4), Watergate (T8), the Timespace (area) (T9) and the Millennium Promenade (T15). The 
Solent Way also runs along the Harbour frontage.  

 All of the open spaces within the ward are considered to be of high value due to one or more of the following reasons: high usage; location 
adjacent Portsmouth Harbour; contribution to the setting of a Listed Building or Scheduled Ancient Monument; contribution to the 
Conservation Area; presence or proximity of important nature conservation sites; the use of sites for civic and community events; and the lack 
of similar facilities in the area. Many of the open spaces are an essential part of the town’s character and create a sense of place. 

 In addition to the sports pitches used by Gosport and Fareham Rugby Football Club at Gosport Park, St George Barracks South includes 
sports pitches which are available for local club use by the Ministry of Defence. This provision serves the Borough as a whole. 

 There is no further provision of other sports facilities in the ward apart from the Alverstoke Old English Bowling Club in Gosport Park.  

 Further to the provision of children’s play facilities at Gosport Park and Walpole Park, there are further children’s play facilities located within 
Old Road and White Lion Walk. These play areas serve their immediate residential surroundings.  

 The Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD identified a significant number of opportunities to enhance and create open spaces in this 
location. 
 

Catchment Area Analysis Key Findings  

 This shows that almost all parts of the ward are within 400 metres of high quality children’s play facilities (conventional play equipment and 
other types of play facilities).  There may be further opportunities to improve the type and quality of facilities at key locations through the draft 
proposals in the Local Plan and the adopted SPD as set out below. 
 

Schemes Implemented Using Developer Contributions Since 2014 

 Gosport Park - Additional play equipment Completed 2015/2016 
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Proposed Initiatives 

 Extension of Millennium Promenade (as identified in the Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre Supplementary Planning Document). 

 The Gosport Lines project is identified in the Gosport Heritage Action Zone Delivery Plan.  The project seeks to preserve, enhance and 
interpret the Gosport Lines stretching from the Scheduled Monument at Bastion Number 1 to Priddy's Hard. Completion of the project is 
expected by March 2024.   

 The Gosport Heritage Delivery Plan identifies potential for a new Creekside Walk linking the Gosport Town Centre to Stokes Bay for walkers 
and cyclist. Better interpretation and signage around Stokes Lake would help that link.  Anticipated timeframe for project delivery is 2022-2023. 

 Draft Policy SS3: Gosport Town Centre proposes the creation of fully accessible and linked public open spaces along the route of the ‘Gosport 
Lines’ including the Northern Ramparts, St. George’s Field, Walpole Park and Bastion No.1.  Any proposals for the redevelopment of Gosport 
Bus Station and Gosport Waterfront will need to take account of the requirement to provide open space.  

 Identified improvements are taken from the Gosport Waterfront and Town Centre SPD. Measures could include: 

 Improve the overall appearance and accessibility with appropriate interpretation and links with 

 other public spaces for Bastion No. 1 and Walpole Park  

 Retain Arden Park as a sports pitch. Create a pedestrian and cycle path on the edge of the park to form part of the Gosport Lines Walk  
 

Suggested Improvements 

 There is a potential for improved linkages between Walpole Park and the town centre including signage, ‘gateways’ and welcome signs. 

 Improve the appearance and quality of areas around the creeks (Haslar, Workhouse and Stoke Lake) with improved interpretation of natural 
features with the involvement of local communities (identified in the PUSH Green Infrastructure Study).  

 Potential for improvements to the play equipment should be made at the Old Road play areas.  These are high value play areas and would 
benefit from such improvements. 

 There could be potential to extend the Millennium Promenade with a new coastal footpath north of Mumby Road and east of Royal Clarence 
Yard. 

 Any potential new coastal defences at Seafield could provide an opportunity to widen and enhance existing Creekside Walk. 

 There may be opportunities to extend the Millennium Promenade across the Gosport Marina site to form a Falklands Garden to Quay Lane 
Footpath.
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Town
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APPENDIX 2: OPEN SPACE AUDIT: DETAILED 
METHODOLOGY 

 
STEP 1- For each open space define primary purpose-some sites will have 
more than one primary purpose as well as a number of secondary purposes. 

The primary purposes are defined the Companion Guide to PPG1765 and set out in 
Table 1 below: 

 
Table 1: Typology of Open Space 

 

Type of Open Space Primary Purpose 

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

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces Wildlife conservation, biodiversity and 
environmental education and awareness. 

Green Corridors Walking, cycling or horse riding, whether for 
leisure purposes or travel, and opportunities for 
wildlife migration. 

Outdoor Sports Facilities Participation in outdoor sports, such as pitch 
sports, tennis, bowls or athletics.  

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

Provision for Children and Young People Areas designed primarily for play and social 
interaction involving children, such as equipped 
play areas, ball courts, skateboard areas and 
teenage shelters. 

Allotments, Community Garden, Urban 
Farm 

Opportunities for people to grow their own 
produce. 

Cemeteries, Church Yards and similar 
space 

Quiet contemplation and burial of the dead, often 
linked with the promotion of wildlife conservation. 

Civic Space Providing a setting for civic buildings and 
community events. 

 

STEP 2- Determine the quality of each open space.  If a site has more 

than one component score each part separately and then determine its 
overall average score.  
 
Quality relates to the key attributes of an open site as it currently exists.  The Audit 
assesses how good or poor a site is based on a number of elements including 
accessibility, provision of facilities, built and natural features and overall 
management. 
 
A detailed scoring system to assess quality has been developed in order to provide a 
consistent approach to compare the quality of each type of open space in the 
Borough.  The scoring system reflects important characteristics for each type of open 
space (see Quality Scorecards 1-9). 
 
The criteria for quality have been developed from local community research, Gosport 
Leisure Strategy and the service objectives of the Borough Council's leisure unit. It 
also draws on wider research such as University of Sheffield research for the Urban 
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 Whilst PPG17 and the Companion Guide have now been superseded by the NPPF and NPPG respectively. This 

typology is still a useful reference when undertaking an open space audit. 
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Green Spaces Taskforce relating to an ideal park, criteria for the Green Flag Award 
and the Urban Parks Forum questionnaire.  Elements of the scoring system in 
Appendix B of the former Companion Guide to PPG1766 have also been used to 
determine the criteria for assessing the quality of certain attributes (e.g. entrance, 
paths, park furniture, information boards). 
 
The quality scorecard for each type of open space varies in order to take into account 
key required features for each particular function. These key features have been 
chosen for a number of reasons: 

 The attribute is necessary within the site in order for the function to be carried 
out- i.e. play areas will need play equipment; 

 In other cases a characteristic will be important for the enjoyment of an area, 
for example tranquil areas will be more important in a public garden; 

 In certain instances a particular standard may be acceptable for one type of 
function but not for another type of open space. For example an uneven 
informal path may be acceptable on natural greenspace but not in a park. 

 
The attributes chosen relate well to the key objectives of parks and greenspaces set 
out in the Green Flag Award Scheme including: 

 be welcoming; 

 be healthy, safe and secure; 

 be clean and well maintained; 

 promote the conservation of wildlife and the built heritage; and 

 reflect community needs and promote community involvement. 

 
These criteria represent what people expect to find in a quality park or greenspace, 
whilst recognising the diversity and distinctive character of individual places. 

 
In order to determine quality it has been necessary to undertake on-site 
assessments. The suggested criteria which help determine the scores have been 
tested by officers in order to ensure consistency when scoring each site and that 
relevant issues for each score have been properly considered. The attributes are 
suggestions and a site does not have to include all the attributes in each category. 
 
Each primary use was scored as follows: 
Each attribute:  2 points (Good); 

   1 point (Fair); 
   0 points (Neutral/Not applicable); or   
   –1 point (Poor).  

 
Each management issue:  

  1 point (no litter, vandalism etc);  
  0 points (insignificant) or; 
  –1 point (large amount/significant). 

 
In order to improve consistency, statements of what represents good, fair or poor has 
been included on the scorecard and reflects research outlined above. 
 
A Neutral (zero points) score is given where an attribute is desirable but the score of 
a public open space is not penalised with a negative score for not having the 
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 Whilst PPG17 and the Companion Guide have now been superseded by the NPPF and NPPG respectively  the 

criteria for assessing the quality of open spaces  is still a useful reference when undertaking an open space audit 
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attribute. The points are included in the average score as it may be possible to 
include the feature in the future. 
 
A Not Applicable (zero points) score is given where an attribute is not practical or 
desirable or not relevant to a particular site. The points are not included in the 
average score. 
 
The scores for each characteristic and management issue are added together and an 
average calculated (excluding not applicable attributes).  Each type of open space 
has been scored and then graded as being Good, Medium or Low Quality.  An 
average of 0 or negative value is considered to be of low quality, an average of 0.1 to 
0.9 is considered to be medium quality and an average score of 1 or over is 
considered to be high quality. 
 
Where a site has a number of primary uses it has been possible to combine the 
relevant attributes in order to determine an overall score. Attributes which are 
duplicated such as accessibility are only included once for the site.  
 
It is important to note that with all qualitative assessments there is an element of 
subjectivity.  However, it is considered that the scoring system enables a broad and 
consistent assessment to facilitate the comparison of different open spaces.  

 

STEP 3- Determine the value of each open space 

 
Value is different to quality in that a site may be low quality in terms of recreational 
facilities, but may be of high value because it has certain characteristics that if lost 
would be detrimental to the community.  The key principles are set out below.  
 
To assess value a simple grading system has been devised to determine whether it 
has a high, medium or low value (see Scorecard 10). Each site is valued in 
accordance with the highest category it obtains when carrying out the three ‘tests’ 
outlined below: 
 

   special attributes; 

   level of use; and 

   context (proximity of a similar type of open space, accessibility). 
 
A site with a special attribute is classified as high value if it includes the presence of 
an important nature conservation feature (for example, an SPA or a SSSI) or 
important historical feature (for example, a Listed Building or Scheduled Ancient 
Monument) or is within a Conservation Area or has a special feature about its 
location such as being a coastal site or an area of special character.  Other sites with 
special attributes perform particular functions, for example, cemeteries and strategic 
cycleways which provide important links across the Borough.  Low value sites will 
have no special attributes whereas medium sites could have important designations 
such as a Tree Preservation Order or locally important designations. 
  
Sites that have a high level of use are also classed as high value.  These sites tend 
to form a focus for the neighbourhood. Such sites include recreation grounds and 
parks, well-used sports grounds and school sites.  A site with low usage is likely to be 
assessed as low value (unless it has a special attribute or has the potential to serve a 
large catchment area). 
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The context of a site is also important.  If there is little provision in an area, a space 
of low quality with no special attributes may well be of high value as local residents 
have a limited choice of open space and the nearest similar site is some distance 
away.  An open space may be assessed as low value where there are a number of 
similar sites in the vicinity.  Open space that is difficult to access is likely to be of little 
value, irrespective of its quality. 

 

STEP 4 - Determine the area (quantity) of each primary purpose with an 

individual site. 
 
For each open space it has been possible to determine its primary purpose based on 
the typology (see Table 1). Some sites will have more than one primary purpose as 
well as a number of secondary purposes. Where a site has more than one primary 
purpose it has been divided into its component parts to avoid double-counting.  
 
More than one primary purpose is included where the different uses can be clearly 
identified for example a park may contain a children’s play area and a sports pitch 
which can be measured separately.  The rest of the site outside these areas will be 
classified (and its area calculated) as a park.  Such sites will also have secondary 
uses, which are not calculated as this would lead to double counting, for example a 
sports pitch can also be can be used for play or other informal activities. 

 
It is important to note that not all spaces have been included in the overall quantity 
calculations. Where a site has no access to the general public or to local sports clubs 
it has not been included within the quantity supply calculations. Consequently 
grounds belonging to the Ministry of Defence that are not generally available to 
sports clubs or the public have been excluded. Those school sites that are not 
available out of school times for public use are also excluded from the calculation. In 
accordance with the earlier National Playing Fields Association methodology golf 
courses are not included as part of the outdoor sports calculation.  It is important to 
note that sites not available to the general public do still make a valuable contribution 
to the recreational provision for parts of the community as well as enhancing the 
visual qualities of an area.  They are therefore afforded the same protection as other 
open spaces covered by Policy LP35 of the Gosport Borough Local Plan 2011-2029 
(2015) or the relevant policy of the emerging Gosport Borough local Plan 2038. 
 
The Audit includes green corridors as well as amenity areas over 0.04 hectares 
where there is potential for informal recreation.  Areas such as landscaping, grass 
verges and small areas of incidental open space have not been identified in the 
survey as they serve primarily as a visual amenity within the built up area and are 
unlikely to serve any practical recreational function. However proposals affecting 
such sites will need to accord with the criteria of Policy LP10 of the GBLP and similar 
policies in the emerging Local Plan. 
 
Open space areas below 0.04 hectares have largely been excluded as such sites are 
unlikely to be able to be used for any recreational purposes.  Only equipped play 
areas below this threshold have been included. 
 
For comparison purposes the quantity of the overall open space and each type of 
open space in the Borough (and for each ward) are expressed as, the amount of 
open space in hectares per 1,000 residents. 
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STEP 5 - Once quality and value has been determined for each site it is 

possible to place each site in Quality/Value Matrix combining quality 

and value.67 
 
From the matrix it is possible to develop a policy framework for each site as outlined 
in Table 2 below. 
 
Certain sites have high value but do not have high quality, for example a play area 
may be in an area where there are no similar facilities within a reasonable distance 
but has a limited quality of play equipment. The site therefore has high value serving 
a wide area but the quality needs to be improved. From the value/quality matrix it has 
been possible to determine priorities of where sites need to be improved and what 
aspects require improvements.  
 
In certain circumstances sites may achieve higher value if the land is used for a 
different type of open space.  For example, a little used sports pitch could be 
developed into a park to serve a wider community. 
 
Table 2: Combining Quality and Value. 

 

High Quality/ Low Value  
 

 Wherever possible 
the preferred policy 
approach is to 
enhance its value in 
terms of its present 
purpose. 

 
 If this is not 

possible, the next 
policy approach is to 
consider whether it 
might be of higher 
value if converted to 
some other form of 
open space. 

 
 Only if this is not 

possible will it be 
acceptable to 
consider a change 
of use. 

High Quality/Medium Value 
 

 The preferred 
approach is to 
enhance its value but 
in most 
circumstances there 
is less priority than 
the low value sites. 

High Quality/ High Value 
 

 Ideally all spaces 
should come into this 
category and the 
planning system 
should seek to 
protect them in 
perpetuity. 

Medium Quality/ Low Value 
 

 These sites are of a 
fair standard and 
therefore ways to 
improve their value 
should be explored. 
In many cases this is 
likely to include 
measures to 
encourage greater 

Medium Quality/ Medium 
Value 

 

 The preferred 
approach is to 
enhance its value 
and quality but in 
most circumstances 
there is less priority 
than the low value 
and quality sites. 

Medium Quality/ High 
Value 
 

 In many cases a 
small number of 
measures can be 
taken to improve 
their quality to 
ensure that it 
becomes a high 
quality/ high value 
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purposes of undertaking an open space audit. 
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use and/or adding 
features of interest.  

 site. It is important 
that these sites are 
protected. 

Low Quality/ Low Value 

 
 Wherever possible, 

the policy approach 
for these spaces 
should be to 
enhance their quality, 
provided it is also 
possible to increase 
their value. 

 

 If this is not possible, 
for whatever reason, 
the space or facility 
may in due course 
be considered 
surplus to 
requirements in 
terms of its present 
purpose. 

Low Quality/ Medium Value 
 

 By improving quality 
it may be possible to 
increase its value by 
encouraging greater 
use.  This may be a 
lower priority than 
low quality/low value 
sites. 

Low Quality/ High Value 
 

 The policy approach 
to these spaces 
should always be to 
enhance their 
quality and therefore 
the planning system 
should seek to 
protect them. 

 
STEP 6- Conduct analysis on accessibility 
 
In order to ensure residents of the Borough have good access to open spaces 
research has been undertaken relating to catchment areas for various types of open 
spaces.  Accessible walking distances to children’s play facilities and parks and 
gardens have been defined and measured. There has been a particular focus upon 
these types of open spaces for this analysis because it is considered important that 
these facilities are available locally. 
 
The accessible walking distances to these types of open space has been indicated 
by the use of distance thresholds. These have been used for identifying existing gaps 
in provision. There are some exceptions whereby it may not be practical to apply the 
use of these distance thresholds such as where physical constraints may be present. 
For example, the disused section of the rail line towards the north of the Borough can 
prevent access being made directly across this area. The local geography of the 
Borough (e.g. the creeks) can also prevent direct access being made from one area 
to another. Table 3 shows identified distance thresholds for the various types of open 
space within the Borough. 
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Table 3: Open Space Identified Catchment Areas 

 
Type of Open Space Identified Catchment Area Distance Thresholds  

Parks and Gardens 400 and 800 metres (although some parks and gardens are 
of strategic significance; e.g. Stokes Bay is considered to 
have Borough wide catchments) 

Natural and Semi-Natural Greenspaces 400 metres In addition, these spaces as well as other spaces 
with natural features have been included within the 
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards Assessment (see 
below).  

Green Corridors Not assessed at this stage   

Outdoor Sports Facilities These sites are considered to have Borough wide 
catchments. Certain spaces have been identified as informal 
play areas with a 400m catchment. 

Amenity Space 400 metres 

Provision for Children and Young 
People 

400 and 800 metres. Varying catchment areas depend on 
the scale and nature of facilities to be provided.  

Allotments 800 metres  

Cemeteries, Church Yards and similar 
space 

Not applicable as considered to have Borough wide 
catchment.   

Civic Space Not assessed at this stage. 

 
STEP 7- Conduct analysis and include within the Open Space 
Monitoring Report 
 
STEP 8- Make conclusions based on the research and review Local Plan 
Review policies based on this evidence (Policy Outcomes). 
 
STEP 9- Future monitoring 
 
Open space monitoring will be conducted on an annual basis and 
incorporated within the Annual Monitoring Report. It is envisaged that a full 
survey of sites will only be necessary every 5 years. In the intervening years it 
will be necessary to update the quality, quality and value of sites in the 
following circumstances: 
 

 there has been a loss of open space (following planning permission or 
change in management practice); 

 there has been a change in the type of open space (following planning 
permission or change in management practice); 

 there has been the provision of new open space (following planning 
permission or change in management practice); and 

 there has been an improvement in facilities (following the use of 
developer contributions or other sources of funding). 

 There has been an obvious/ noticeable change in condition for 
whatever reason 

 
In this way the success of the Local Plan policies can be assessed. The 
methodology will be enhanced to take into account additional research.  
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Quality Scorecard 1- Parks and Gardens 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the park/garden  

Easy access from nearby 
residential areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access from 
nearby residential areas. 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance. 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas. 
Difficult crossing points. 
Difficult to improve 
natural surveillance. 
 

Welcome Inviting and welcoming. 
Clean/Well maintained. 
Well-connected network. 
Easy to cross. 

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Additional paths may be 
useful. 
Clean/Well maintained. 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained. 
Poor network of paths. 

Ease of movement 
within the park  

Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. Good 
path.  

Limited repair required-
some unevenness. Paths 
in need of improvement.  

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths or no 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven.  

Safety and security in 
and around park and 
garden 

Good lighting.  
Natural surveillance 
overlooked by properties. 
Locked at night. Park 
warden scheme. 
Appropriate CCTV 
covering park buildings. 
 

Reasonable lighting. 
Natural surveillance ok 
but could be improved.  
 

Overgrown plants 
severely restricting 
natural surveillance from 
overlooking properties. 
Feeling of neglect. 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
site 

Suitable material, level 
surface, no obstacles. 

Some obvious 
improvements could be 
made. 

Disabled access poor 
and very restricted. 

Cycle access and 
facilities 

Safe routes close by. 
Cycle use possible within 
the site. 
Cycle parking. 

Safe routes close by. 
Possible to improve off-
road access. 

Only access along busy 
road-difficult to cross 
road. 
No cycle parking. 

Parking facilities- 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to 
provide parking 
facilities on or near 
the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the 
area, the site is small 
and/or serves a 
limited locality. 

Well maintained. 
Good surveillance. 
No conflict with other 
users. 
Sufficient parking to suit 
function of site. 

Some minor 
improvements to 
maintenance of car park 
required. 
Natural surveillance 
could easily be improved. 
No conflict with other 
users. 
Sufficient parking. 

Poorly maintained. 
Poor natural 
surveillance-overgrown 
or no over-looking 
properties. 
Conflict with other users. 
Insufficient parking 
presenting a highway 
hazard. 

Multi functionality  
 
Neutral if the site is a 
garden and this is the 
only appropriate use. 

Park that has a 
numerous functions 
which has the potential to 
attract a wide cross-
section of people (e.g. 
field, play areas, nature 
conservation, gardens, 
other feature of interest) 

Standard park two or 
three elements such a 
sports field and play 
area- 

Dominated by very 
limited function-parts 
could be put to 
alternative use to 
improve appeal 

Buildings/Structures/Facilities 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Condition of historic 
buildings/ structures. 
 
Not applicable if no 
historic buildings 
Score each historic 
building separately 
and then average 
the score for an 
overall attribute 
score. 

Well maintained, 
attractive historic 
buildings 

Some improvements to 
maintenance and 
condition required. 

Buildings at Risk 
Register. 
 
Poor condition 

Toilet facilities within 
or adjacent the site 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small or not 
appropriate as it 
serves a very 
localised area. 
 

Well maintained, clean. Usable No facilities and the park 
serves a wide catchment 
area. 
Existing toilets are 
unusable for a variety of 
reasons/permanently 
closed.  

Refreshment facilities 
within or adjacent the 
site 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ quiet for 
such a facility 

Attractive feature suiting 
it surroundings 
Well maintained.  

Well maintained 
functional building 

Poor condition detracting 
from appearance of the 
area. 
 
No facility in popular park 

Shelters 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ serving a 
localised 
neighbourhood/ 
positioning of shelter 
not desirable 

Well maintained, clean 
Fits well into 
surroundings. 

Well maintained and 
functional 

Poor condition-detracting 
from appearance. 
Park in exposed position 
and could benefit from 
some form of shelter. 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins  Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Dog bins  Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Sports facilities –see Quality Scorecard 4 & 5 

Young person facilities & Children’s Play Facilities- see Quality Scorecard 7 

Other Features 

Non-natural 
boundary treatment 
e.g. condition of 
railings and gates, 
walls, fencing. 
 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Standard design -Well 
maintained/ good 
condition 
 
Or 
 

Poorly 
maintained/condition 
Detraction from 
appearance of site. 
Boundary treatment 
required 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Not applicable if 
there is satisfactory 
natural boundary 
treatment or no 
boundary treatment 
is required/suitable 

Good design with better 
maintenance required 
 

Public art and other 
features 
 
Neutral –zero points 
for non-premier parks 
without public art 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Good design with better 
maintenance required. 
 
Condition needs to be 
improved. 

Poorly 
maintained/condition 
Detraction from 
appearance of site/gives 
a feeling of intimidation  
 
Premier park which 
would benefit from public 
art 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and /or 
interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Presence of water. 
 
Neutral zero points if 
site is not adjacent 
water or does not 
have a water feature 
 
 

Good relationship with 
lake, pond, sea or 
Harbour. 
Lake/pond well 
maintained/clean 

Relationship with water 
could be improved 
through better 
maintenance or improved 
access. 
 
Or feature is small scale 
or very minor feature 

Water detracts from site-
significant rubbish, 
dumping 
Unsafe-represents a 
dangerous hazard 

Quality of views and 
vistas 
 
Neutral – zero points 
for views which are 
not particular 
attractive nor 
unpleasant 

Good views and vistas of 
natural and historic 
features of interest 

Potential views and 
vistas could be improved 
(maintenance of 
vegetation/ access) 

Unpleasant view or vista 
- which could realistically 
be improved (screened, 
maintenance, removal) 

Presence of tranquil 
areas. 
Not applicable if the 
character of the 
park is not suited to 
the presence of a 
tranquil area e.g. 
sports pitch 

Presence of seating in a 
quiet area. Other 
features could include 
fountain and similar 
water features. 

Quiet area exists but 
could be improved by 
seating and other 
features to make more 
attractive. 

The park is suited to a 
tranquil area-but no 
opportunities currently 
exist. 

Greenery 

Overall appearance Good relationship with 
buildings and structure. 
Attractively landscaped 
which enhances the 
setting of buildings and 
other features. 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Formal Gardens 
Neutral-zero points if 

Includes attractive flower 
beds 

Some improvements 
required 

Neglected flowerbeds. 
Site would clearly benefit 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

flowerbed could be 
included; otherwise 
not applicable. 

from such a feature, 
particularly if it is a high 
profile site. 

Trees and shrubs 
Neutral-zero points if 
trees/shrubs could be 
incorporated; 
otherwise not 
applicable. 

Mature, well maintained Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Nature conservation 
areas 
Neutral-zero points if 
no type of vegetation 
but could be 
incorporated 
otherwise not 
applicable. 

Variety of habitats 
Established nature 
conservation  
Interpretation boards 

Limited nature 
conservation value or 
potential nature 
conservation area not yet 
established 
 

Poorly managed for 
mature conservation 
purposes 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti    

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of 
features 
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Quality Scorecard 2- Natural and Semi Natural Greenspaces 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the natural/semi-
natural greenspace 

Easy access from 
nearby residential 
areas. 
Pelican crossing 
points nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access 
from nearby residential 
areas. 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas- 
Difficult crossing points. 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance. 
 
 

Welcome  Inviting and 
welcoming. 
Clean/Well 
maintained. 

Entrance is obvious 
but not particularly 
inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained. 

Ease of movement 
within the natural/semi-
natural greenspace 

Opportunities for 
people of all ages to 
use an even well-
maintained surface 

Suitable surfacing for 
natural/semi-natural 
space Limited repair 
required-some 
unevenness. 

Dangerous conditions, large 
potholes, becomes very 
muddy in wet condition, 
certain stretches difficult to 
pass. 

Wheelchair/ 
pushchair access to 
and within the 
natural/semi natural 
greenspace 

Opportunities for 
wheelchair users to 
access parts of the 
site 

Limited opportunities 
but surfacing/gradient 
could be improved 

Disabled access poor and 
very restricted 

Cycle access and 
facilities 

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible 
within the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. Only access along busy 
road-difficult to cross road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities-
maintenance, safety, 
conflicts with other 
users 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to provide 
parking facilities on or 
near the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the area, 
the site is small and/or 
serves a limited 
locality.  

Well maintained 
Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to 
suit function of site 

Some minor 
improvements to 
maintenance of car 
park required. 
Natural surveillance 
could easily be 
improved. 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking. 

Poorly maintained. 
Poor natural surveillance-
overgrown or no over-
looking properties. 
Conflict with other users. 
Insufficient parking 
presenting a highway 
hazard. 

Buildings/Structures – 

Condition of historic 
buildings/ structures. 
 
Not applicable if no 
historic buildings 
 
Score each historic 
building separately 
and then average the 
score 

Well maintained, 
attractive historic 
buildings 

Some improvements 
to maintenance and 
condition required. 

Buildings at Risk Register. 
 
Poor condition 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

May need to include toilet facilities, refreshment facilities and shelters if considered appropriate-
see Quality Scorecard 1 Parks and Gardens 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Dog bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Sports facilities –see Quality Scorecard 4 & 5 

Young person facilities & Children’s Play Facilities- see Quality Scorecard 7 

Other Features may need to include others if applicable 

Non-natural boundary 
treatment 
 
e.g. condition railings 
and gates, walls, 
fencing. 
Not applicable if there 
is satisfactory natural 
boundary treatment or 
no boundary treatment 
is required/suitable 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Standard design -Well 
maintained/ good 
condition 
 
Or 
 
Good design with 
better maintenance 
required 
 

Poorly maintained/condition 
Detraction from appearance 
of site. 
Boundary treatment required 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and 
/or interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Presence of water. 
 
Neutral zero points if 
site is not adjacent 
water or does not have 
a water feature 
 
 

Good relationship with 
lake, pond, sea or 
Harbour. 
Lake/pond well 
maintained/clean 

Relationship with 
water could be 
improved through 
better maintenance or 
improved access. 
 
Or water feature is 
small scale/ancillary to 
the site e.g. small 
pond. 

Water detracts from site-
significant rubbish, dumping 

Quality of views and 
vistas 
 
Neutral – zero points 
for views which are not 
particular attractive nor 
unpleasant 

Good views and vistas 
of natural and historic 
features of interest 

Potential views and 
vistas could be 
improved 
(maintenance of 
vegetation/ access) 

Unpleasant view or vista - 
which could realistically be 
improved (screened, 
maintenance, removal) 

Greenery 

Overall appearance Good relationship with 
buildings and 
structure. 
Attractively 

More management 
required 
 
 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

landscaped which 
enhances the setting 
of buildings and other 
features. 

Trees and shrubs Mature, well 
maintained 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Nature conservation 
value 

Variety of habitats 
Wildlife designations 
Managed as wildlife 
site 
 

Mature nature 
conservation areas 
Non-established areas 
with potential. 
More management 
required. 

Little value at present 

Nature conservation 
interpretation/education 

Useful and well-
designed interpretation 
boards. 
 
Educational events 
and information 

Interpretation boards 
but needs to be 
maintained better. 
 
More information 
needs to be provided. 

No interpretation/education 
facility 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti (exclude 
skatepark) 

   

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of features    
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Quality Scorecard 3- Green Corridors/Cycleways 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Welcome  Easy access from 
nearby residential areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access from 
nearby residential areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site from 
residential areas- Difficult 
crossing points- 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance 
 

Ease of 
movement 
around the 
green corridor 

Inviting and welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Condition of 
paths along 
green corridor 

Opportunities for people 
of all ages to use. 
Good even relatively 
smooth surface 

Limited repair required-
some unevenness. 

Dangerous conditions, large 
potholes, becomes very 
muddy in wet condition, 
certain stretches difficult to 
pass. 

Safety and 
security in and 
around green 
corridor 

Vegetation is cut back 
adjacent paths.  
 
Main strategic links are 
lit (i.e. cycle routes in 
Gosport Cycling 
Strategy) 
 

Some minor 
improvement required to 
cut back vegetation. 

Overgrown plants severely 
restricting natural surveillance 
from overlooking properties. 
 
Feeling of neglect. 
 
No lighting on strategic links 

Wheelchair/ 
pushchair 
access to and 
within green 
corridor 

Opportunities for 
wheelchair users to 
access parts of the site 

Limited opportunities but 
surfacing/gradient could 
be improved 

Disabled access poor and very 
restricted 

Cycle access 
and facilities 

Good standard cycle 
route-even surface, 
cycle signs 
Links with other routes 

Usable for cycles 
although not hard 
surfaced   
Safe links close by. 

Unusable for cycling 
Poor links with cycle network 

Buildings/Structures – don’t think applicable but may be if during the survey it is considered and 
issue (appearance of bridges?) 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and  good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Dog bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Other Features - may need to include others if applicable 

Interpretation/ 
Welcome/ 
Directional signs 
or maps 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and /or 
interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

required 

Public art e.g. 
Sustran signs 
 
Neutral (0pts) if 
no public art  

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Good design with better 
maintenance required. 
 
Condition needs to be 
improved. 

Poorly maintained/condition 
Detraction from appearance of 
site/gives a feeling of 
intimidation 
 
 

Quality of views 
and vistas  
 
Neutral – zero 
points for views 
which are not 
particular 
attractive nor 
unpleasant 

Good views and vistas of 
natural and historic 
features of interest on 
route including bridges 
across creeks 

Potential views and 
vistas could be improved 
(maintenance of 
vegetation/ access) 

Unpleasant view or vista - 
which could realistically be 
improved (screened, 
maintenance, removal) 

Greenery 

Overall 
appearance 

Good relationship with 
buildings and structure. 
Attractively landscaped 
which enhances the 
setting of buildings and 
other features. 

Some maintenance 
required or additional 
greenery is needed. 

Significant overgrown-feeling 
of neglect. 
 
Barren 

Trees and 
shrubs 

Mature, well maintained Some maintenance 
required. 
 
 

Significant overgrown-feeling 
of neglect 

Nature 
conservation 
value 

Variety of habitats 
Wildlife designations 
Managed as wildlife site 
 

Mature nature 
conservation areas 
Non-established areas 
with potential 
 
Interpretation may be 
useful. 

Little value at present 

Management/Maintenance 

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti     

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly 
dipping/Dumping 

   

Vandalism of 
features 
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Quality Scorecard 4a- Sports Pitches 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the sports pitch/site 

Easy access from 
nearby residential 
areas. 
Pelican crossing 
points nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access 
from nearby residential 
areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas- 
Difficult crossing points- 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance 
 
 

Welcome  Inviting and 
welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Ease of movement  Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. 

Limited repair required-
some unevenness. 

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven  

Safety and security in 
and around the site 

Good lighting  
Natural surveillance 
overlooked by 
properties- 
Locked at night. Park 
warden scheme.  
 

Reasonable lighting. 
Natural surveillance ok 
but could be improved.  
 

Overgrown plants severely 
restricting natural 
surveillance from overlooking 
properties. 
Feeling of neglect. 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
the site 

Suitable material, level 
surface, no obstacles. 

Some obvious 
improvements could be 
made. 

Disabled access poor and 
very restricted. 

Cycle access and 
facilities 

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible 
within the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. Only access along busy road-
difficult to cross road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities-
maintenance, safety, 
conflicts with other 
users 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to 
provide parking 
facilities on or near 
the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the 
area, the site is small 
and/or serves a 
limited locality.  

Well maintained 
Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to 
suit function of site 

Some minor 
improvements to 
maintenance of car 
park required. 
Natural surveillance 
could easily be 
improved. 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking. 

Poorly maintained. 
Poor natural surveillance-
overgrown or no over-looking 
properties. 
Conflict with other users. 
Insufficient parking 
presenting a highway hazard. 

Buildings/Structures – 

Condition of historic 
buildings/ structures. 
 
Not applicable if no 
historic buildings 
 
Score each historic 
building separately 

Well maintained, 
attractive historic 
buildings 

Some improvements to 
maintenance and 
condition required. 

Buildings at Risk Register. 
 
Poor condition 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

and then average 
the score 

Public facilites -
spectators etc. 
(Refreshments and 
Toilets)  
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ quiet for 
such a facility 
 

Attractive feature 
suiting its 
surroundings. 
Well maintained, 
secure, clean 
Good facilities 

Well maintained 
functional building, 
secure, clean 

Poor condition detracting 
from appearance of the area. 
 
No facility, but required at 
intensively used ground 

Shelter 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ serving a 
localised 
neighbourhood/ 
positioning of shelter 
not desirable 

Well maintained, clean 
Fits well into 
surroundings. 

Well maintained and 
functional/ or place for 
spectators to seek 
shelter from rain and 
wind 

Poor condition-detracting 
from appearance. 
Exposed position that could 
benefit from some form of 
shelter. 
 
 
 
 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins/dog bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Sports facilities (for new development a good is mandatory for all the facilities present on the site) 

Pitch Quality and 
characteristics  

Excellent/good – even 
surface, flat-no slope, 
good grass coverage, 
well drained with no or 
very limited problems 
(postponements) in 
spells of wet weather. 
Evidence they are 
used for training 
purposes/evidence of 
use for more than two 
types of sport.  

Average – some 
unevenness, flat pitch-
no slope, some 
improvement required 
to grass coverage, 
some improvements 
could be made to 
drainage conditions, 
some problems 
(postponements) in 
spells of wet weather. 
Evidence of use for 
more than one type of 
sport.  

Below average/poor – 
uneven-sloped pitch, poor 
grass coverage with bare 
patches, liable to flood, 
unusable for significant 
periods of time, significant 
problems (postponements) in 
spells of wet weather. 
Potential hazard arising from 
significant litter. Used for one 
sport only.  

All-weather pitches 
 
Not applicable if 
grass pitch 

Well-maintained, good 
surface, markings.  
Good boundary 
netting 
Floodlighting, where 
appropriate 

Some improvements 
could be made 

Neglected 
Poor surfacing 

Team facilities -
changing rooms, 
pavilions, toilets, 
store room, other 
ancillary facilities. 
 
Not applicable if site 

Attractive feature 
suiting its 
surroundings. 
Well maintained, 
secure, clean. 
Good facilities. 
Includes two or more 

Well maintained 
functional building, 
secure, clean. Includes 
at least one of the 
following; showers, 
toilet facilities, 
segregated changing 

Poor condition detracting 
from appearance of the area. 
 
No facility, but required at 
intensively used ground. 
Evidence of vandalism and 
poor security.  
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

is too small/ quiet for 
such a facility 

of the following; 
showers, toilet 
facilities, segregated 
changing facilities.  

facilities.  

Other Features 

Boundary treatment-
walls, railings, gates, 
hedges 
 
 

Well maintained/ 
Good condition. Good 
design 
 
Good for preventing 
balls being kicked into 
roads and on to 
adjacent property 

Better maintenance 
required 
 
Adequate for 
preventing balls being 
kicked into roads and 
on to adjacent property 
 

Poorly maintained/condition 
Detraction from appearance 
of site. 
Boundary treatment required 
Inadequate for preventing 
balls being kicked into roads 
and on to adjacent property 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and 
/or interpretation 
board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Greenery 

Trees, shrubs and 
other vegetation 
other than that of the 
sports pitch 

Mature, well 
maintained 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-feeling 
of neglect 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti     

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of features    

  



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

167 

Quality Scorecard 4b- Outdoor Sports Facilities 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the sports facility/site 

Easy access from 
nearby residential 
areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access 
from nearby residential 
areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas- 
Difficult crossing points- 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance 
 
 

Welcome Inviting and welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Ease of movement  Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. 

Limited repair required-
some unevenness. 

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven  

Safety and security in 
and around the site  

Good lighting  
Natural surveillance 
overlooked by 
properties- 
Locked at night. 
Appropriate CCTV.  
 

Reasonable lighting. 
Natural surveillance ok 
but could be improved. 
 

Overgrown plants severely 
restricting natural 
surveillance from overlooking 
properties. 
Feeling of neglect. 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
site 

Suitable material, level 
surface, no obstacles. 

Some obvious 
improvements could be 
made. 

Disabled access poor and 
very restricted. 

Cycle access and 
facilities 

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible 
within the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. Only access along busy 
road-difficult to cross road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities-
maintenance, safety, 
conflicts with other 
users 

Parking facilities- 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to provide 
parking facilities on or 
near the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the area, 
the site is small and/or 
serves a limited 
locality. 

Well maintained 
Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to 
suit function of site 

Some minor improvements 
to maintenance of park 
required. 
Natural surveillance could 
easily be improved. 
No conflict with other users 
Sufficient parking. 

Buildings/Structures – 

Condition of historic 
buildings/ structures 

Well maintained, 
attractive historic 
buildings 

Some improvements to 
maintenance and 
condition required. 

Buildings at Risk Register. 
 
Poor condition 

Public facilities-
spectators etc 
(Refeshments/ 
Toilets)  
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ quiet for 
such a 
facility/particular 
sport does not 

Attractive feature 
suiting its 
surroundings. 
Well maintained, 
secure, clean 
Good facilities 

Well maintained 
functional building, 
secure, clean 

Poor condition detracting 
from appearance of the area. 
 
No facility, but required at 
intensively used 
ground/toilets permanently 
closed  
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

generally attract 
spectators on this 
site eg tennis courts 
 

Shelter 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ serving a 
localised 
neighbourhood/ 
positioning of shelter 
not desirable 

Well maintained, clean 
Fits well into 
surroundings. 

Well maintained and 
functional/ or place for 
spectators to seek 
shelter from rain and 
wind 

Poor condition-detracting 
from appearance. 
Exposed position that could 
benefit from some form of 
shelter. 

Park furniture 

Benches- 
Not applicable for 
certain sports 
facilities eg tennis 
courts 
 

Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Bins/dog bins  
Not applicable for 
certain sports 
facilities eg tennis 
courts 

Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Sports Facilities (for new development a good is mandatory for all the facilities present on the 
site) 

Bowling Green Excellent/good 
condition - well 
maintained good 
condition surface. 
Facility is staffed and 
there are arrangements 
for public use are 
publicised (e.g. 
opening times and 
prices). Suitable 
ancillary facilities such 
as seating and pavilion 
present.  

Average condition. 
Facility may be staffed 
and there are 
arrangements for 
public use publicised 
(e.g. opening times and 
prices). Ancillary 
facilities such as 
seating and pavilion 
may not be in a fair 
rather than good 
condition.   

Poor/very poor condition - 
signs of neglect. Facility 
does not appear to be staffed 
and there are no 
arrangements for public use 
publicised (e.g. opening 
times and prices). No 
ancillary facilities such as 
seating and pavilion. 

Tennis Courts Excellent/good 
condition -well 
maintained good 
condition surface-good 
condition perimeter 
fencing. Nets and posts 
also in good condition. 
Floodlighting present.  

Average condition - 
suitable for playing 
Fencing in need of 
repair. Nets and posts 
in a fair condition and 
may be in need of 
some repair.  

Poor/very poor condition - in 
need of significant repair. 
Nets and posts in a poor 
dilapidating condition and 
require replacement. No 
floodlighting.  

Other sports-add if 
applicable  
 

   

Team /player 
facilities -changing 
rooms, pavilions, 
toilets, store room, 

Attractive feature 
suiting its 
surroundings. 
Well maintained , 

Well maintained 
functional building, 
secure, clean. Includes 
at least one of the 

Poor condition detracting 
from appearance of the area. 
 
No facility, but required at 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

other ancillary 
facilities. 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ quiet for 
such a facility 

secure, clean 
Good facilities.  
Includes two or more of 
the following; showers, 
toilet facilities, 
segregated changing 
facilities. 

following; showers, 
toilet facilities, 
segregated changing 
facilities. 

intensively used ground. 
Evidence of vandalism and 
poor security. 

Other Features 

Boundary treatment- 
 
 railings and gates,  

Well maintained/ Good 
condition. 
 
Good for preventing 
balls being played into 
roads and on to 
adjacent property 

Better maintenance 
required 
 
Adequate for 
preventing balls being 
played into roads and 
on to adjacent property 
 

Poorly maintained/condition 
Detraction from appearance 
of site. 
Boundary treatment required 
 
Inadequate for preventing 
balls being played into roads 
and on to adjacent property 

Welcome/ 
signs & Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and /or 
interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Greenery 

Trees, shrubs and 
other vegetation 
other than the sport 
surface 

Mature, well 
maintained 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-feeling 
of neglect 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti    

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of 
features 
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Quality Scorecard 5- Amenity Greenspaces 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the amenity 
greenspace  

Easy access from 
nearby residential 
areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access 
from nearby residential 
areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas- 
Difficult crossing points- 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance 
 
 

Welcome   Inviting and welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Ease of movement  Opportunities for 
people of all ages to 
use an even well-
maintained surface. 
Easy to cross. Well 
defined natural 
pathway.  

Suitable surfacing for 
type of space. 
 Limited repair 
required-some 
unevenness. Natural 
pathway less well 
defined. 

Dangerous conditions, large 
potholes, becomes very 
muddy in wet condition, 
certain stretches difficult to 
pass.  

Safety and security in 
and around the 
amenity greenspace 

Vegetation is cut back 
adjacent paths.  
Main path through the 
site is lit (ok for minor 
paths within site to be 
unlit) 
 

Some minor 
improvement required 
to cut back vegetation 

Overgrown plants severely 
restricting natural 
surveillance from 
overlooking properties, 
Feeling of neglect. 
No lighting on main 
throughway path 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
the amenity 
greenspace 

Opportunities for 
wheelchair users to 
access parts of the site 

Limited opportunities 
but surfacing/gradient 
could be improved 

Disabled access poor and 
very restricted 

Cycle access/Parking  – Not applicable if these areas serve very local area 

Buildings/Structures – not applicable 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Dog bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Sports, young persons & play opportunities –see also Quality Scorecard 4, 5 & 6 

Opportunities for 
appropriate informal 
activities 
 
Not applicable if site 
is clearly not 
designed for other 
purposes 

Possibilities for kick-
about and informal 
sports without having 
undue impact on 
residential amenities. 
 
Opportunities for 
children to run-around-
adventurous play. 

Limited opportunities 
for activities such as 
young children play. 
 
 

Such activity would have a 
negative impact on 
neighbours. 
 
 

Other Features 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Non-natural 
boundary treatment 
Condition railings and 
gates, walls, fencing. 
 
Not applicable if 
there is satisfactory 
natural boundary 
treatment or no 
boundary treatment 
is required/suitable 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Standard design -Well 
maintained/ good 
condition 
 
Or 
 
Good design with better 
maintenance required 
 

Poorly maintained/condition 
Detraction from appearance 
of site. 
Boundary treatment 
required 

Public art/other 
special feature. 
Neutral – without 
public art 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Good design with better 
maintenance required. 
 
Condition needs to be 
improved. 

Poorly maintained/condition 
Detraction from appearance 
of site/ gives a feeling of 
intimidation 
 
 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and /or 
interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Presence of water. 
 
Neutral zero points if 
site is not adjacent 
water or does not 
have a water feature 
 
 

Good relationship with 
lake, pond, sea or 
Harbour. 
Lake/pond well 
maintained/clean 

Relationship with water 
could be improved 
through better 
maintenance or 
improved access. 
 
Or feature is small 
scale or very minor 
feature 

Water detracts from site-
significant rubbish, dumping 
Unsafe-represents a 
dangerous hazard 

Quality of views and 
vistas  
 
Neutral – zero points 
for views which are 
not particular 
attractive nor 
unpleasant 

Good views and vistas 
of natural and historic 
features of interest 

Potential views and 
vistas could be 
improved (maintenance 
of vegetation/ access) 

Unpleasant view or vista - 
which could realistically be 
improved (screened, 
maintenance, removal) 

Presence of tranquil 
areas. 
Not applicable if the 
character of the 
park is not suited to 
the presence of a 
tranquil area  

Presence of seating in 
a quiet area. Other 
features could include 
fountain and similar 
water features. 

Quiet area exists but 
could be improved by 
seating and other 
features to make more 
attractive. 

The park is suited to a 
tranquil area-but no 
opportunities currently exist. 

Greenery 

Overall appearance Good relationship with 
buildings and structure. 
Attractively landscaped 
which enhances the 
setting of buildings and 
other features. 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Formal Gardens-not 
applicable if not 
suitable for this type 
of space. 

Incl. Attractive flower 
beds 

Some improvements 
required 

Neglected flower beds 
 
Prominent site would be 
greatly enhanced by the 
provision of formal gardens. 

Trees and shrubs Mature, well maintained Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Nature conservation 
areas 
not applicable if not 
suitable for this type 
of space. 

Variety of habitats 
Established nature 
conservation  
Interpretation boards 

Limited nature 
conservation value 
 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti    

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of 
features 
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Quality Scorecard 6- Provision for Children (playgrounds) and Young 
People (teenage shelters, skateboards areas, ball courts) 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the playground or 
play facility  

Easy access from 
nearby residential 
areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access 
from nearby 
residential areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site from 
residential areas- Difficult 
crossing points- 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance 
 

Welcome Inviting and welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 

Entrance is obvious 
but not particularly 
inviting. 
Clean/Well 
maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Ease of movement  Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. 

Limited repair 
required-some 
unevenness. 

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven  

Safety and security in 
and around 
playground or play 
facility 

CCTV, 
Good lighting 
 

Reasonable lighting Overgrown plants severely 
restricting natural surveillance 
from overlooking properties, 
Feeling of neglect 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
playground or play 
facility  

Suitable material, level 
surface, no obstacles 

  

Cycle access and 
facilities Not 
applicable if serving 
a very localised area. 

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible 
within the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. Only access along busy road-
difficult to cross road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities- 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to 
provide parking 
facilities on or near 
the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the 
area, the site is small 
and/or serves a 
limited locality. 

Well maintained 
Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to 
suit function of site 

Some minor 
improvements to 
maintenance of park 
required. 
 
Natural surveillance 
could easily be 
improved. 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking. 

Poorly maintained. 
Poor natural surveillance-
overgrown or no over-looking 
properties. 
Conflict with other users. 
Insufficient parking presenting 
a highway hazard. 

Buildings not considered applicable (add criterion if during survey work these categories appear 
applicable for children’s open space) 

Young person facilities (for new development a good is mandatory for all the facilities present on 
the site) 

Basketball/hard 
surface courts 
Not applicable if site 
is too small or the 
site is inappropriate 
e.g. very close to 

Required facilities are 
in good condition 

Some maintenance 
improvements 
required  

Neglected or no facility even 
though the site could 
accommodate such a facility  
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

dwellings. 

BMX/ 
Skateboard facilities. 
Not applicable if site 
is too small or the 
site is inappropriate 
e.g. very close to 
dwellings. 

Required facilities are 
in good condition 
 
 

Some maintenance 
improvements 
required 

Poor quality surfacing-
neglected. 
No facility even though the site 
could accommodate such a 
facility 

Youth Shelters 
Not applicable if site 
is too small or the 
site is inappropriate 
e.g. very close to 
dwellings. 

Required facilities are 
in good condition 

Some maintenance 
improvements 
required 

Damaged, neglected. 
No facility even though the site 
could accommodate such a 
facility 

Others Not-
applicable Not 
applicable if site is 
too small or the site 
is inappropriate e.g. 
very close to 
dwellings. 

Required facilities are 
in good condition 

Some maintenance 
improvements 
required 

Damaged, neglected. 
 

Children’s Play Ground 

Overall impression Clean well maintained, 
good facility with plenty 
of features-eye 
catching 

Clean well 
maintained, standard 
facility 

Poor condition, feeling of 
neglect 

Cleanliness/ 
Condition of play 
ground. This is such 
an important issue 
that it is also covered 
in the management 
section 

Clean- no litter, safe 
 
 

Limited litter Broken glass, significant 
amounts of litter. 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-
average quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Play ground furniture 
–bins 

Sufficient number to 
serve the site and 
good quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-
average quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Surfacing of 
playground  

Safe tidy. 
Appropriate surfacing 

Safe, some 
improvements may be 
required. 

Poor condition-uneven 
damaged etc 
Alternative surfacing required. 
 

Number of play 
equipment  

6+ (LAPs 2) 3-5 (LAPs 1) Less than 3 (LAP 0) 

Provision for different 
types of play e.g. 
sand pits (sensory), 
swings (kinetic), 
wendy 
house/den/trees that 
can be climbed (role 
play – i.e. where 
children are given 

Provision for 3+ types 
of play 

Provision for 2 types 
of play 

Provision for 1 type of play 
only 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

opportunities to act 
as someone else),  

Play provision for 
different age groups 
e.g. skate park for 
teens or cradle 
swings for toddlers 

Play provision for 3+ 
age groups 

Play provision for 2 
age groups 

Play provision for 1 age group 
only 

Provision of play 
equipment suitable 
for disabled children 

2+ pieces of play 
equipment suitable for 
disabled children 

1 piece of play 
equipment suitable for 
disabled children 

No suitable equipment for 
disabled children 

Opportunities for 
more adventurous 
play e.g. zip wire (if 
applicable)  

1+ opportunity for 
more adventurous play 

1 opportunity for more 
adventurous play 

No opportunities for 
adventurous play 

Quality of play 
equipment 

Good condition, variety Good condition, little 
variety 

Poor condition 

Condition of other 
features including 
railings, gates, public 
art,  

Interesting feature 
good quality-good 
condition 

Functional good 
condition 

Poor condition 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and 
/or interpretation 
board. 
Presence of interesting 
signs with colour and 
interest. 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required. 
More 
colourful/interesting 
signs would enhance 
site. 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 

Overall appearance 
of greenery 

Pleasant presence of 
greenery. 
Attractively landscaped 
which enhances the 
setting of buildings and 
other features. 

Some maintenance 
required. 
 
Site would benefit 
from some additional 
planting 

Significant overgrown-feeling 
of neglect. 
 
Site is barren/sterile/ boggy 
 
Site would benefit from 
significant planting. 

Management/Maintenance 

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti (may be 
acceptable in 
skatepark-except 
offensive-) 

   

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of 
features 
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Quality Scorecard 7- Allotments, Community Gardens and Urban 
Farms 
 
Quality Scorecard 7 contains key issues used to determine the quality of each of the allotments. These 
attributes relate include access, security, greenery and management as well as allotment facilities. The 
criteria for scoring each aspect of the allotments have been determined from general guidance (PPG17 
Companion Guide) relating to public open spaces as well as issues highlighted by the Gosport Borough 
Allotment Questionnaire. The results relating to how allotment holders rated various aspects of the 
allotments is contained on p23 of Appendix 10 of the Parks and Open Space Best Value Review. A 
satisfaction score greater than 3 is considered to be poor in the scoring system outlined below, a score of 
2-2.9 represents fair and a score below 2 is considered to be good. These results have been used in 
conjunction with the latest site observations, particularly where there have been improvements carried out 
since the allotment questionnaire as a result of the Best Value Action and Improvement Plan. 
 

Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to the 
allotment  

Easy access from 
nearby residential 
areas. 
Pelican crossing 
points nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  

Reasonable access 
from nearby residential 
areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance. 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas- 
Difficult crossing points- 
Difficult to improve natural 
surveillance 
 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied- 

Welcome  Inviting and 
welcoming 
Clean/Well 
maintained 

Entrance is obvious 
but not particularly 
inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Condition of paths within 
allotments 

Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. 

Limited repair 
required-some 
unevenness. 

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven  

Safety and security in 
and around allotment 

Good lighting  
Natural surveillance 
overlooked by 
properties- 
Locked at night. 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  
 

Reasonable lighting. 
Natural surveillance ok 
but could be improved. 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 
 

Overgrown plants severely 
restricting natural 
surveillance from 
overlooking properties. 
Feeling of neglect. 
 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied. 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
allotment 

Suitable material, 
level surface, no 
obstacles. 

Some obvious 
improvements could 
be made. 

Disabled access poor and 
very restricted. 

Cycle access and 
facilities 

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible 
within the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. Only access along busy 
road-difficult to cross road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities- Well maintained Some minor Poorly maintained. 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to provide 
parking facilities on or 
near the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the area, 
the site is small and/or 
serves a limited locality. 

Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to 
suit function of site 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  

improvements to 
maintenance of park 
required. 
Natural surveillance 
could easily be 
improved. 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking. 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 

Poor natural surveillance-
overgrown or no over-
looking properties. 
Conflict with other users. 
Insufficient parking 
presenting a highway 
hazard. 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied. 

Buildings/Structures – 

Appearance of buildings 
associated with use 
(sheds etc)  

Well maintained Fair condition Dilapidated structures 

Allotment Facilities and Maintenance  

Toilet facilities 
 
Not applicable if site is 
too small 

Well maintained, 
clean. 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied. 

Usable 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 

None or unusable for a 
variety of reasons  
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied/permanently 
closed  

Availability of skips Good skip service 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  

 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 
 
 

No skip service 
 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied. 

Water availability Good water supply-
sufficient no. of 
water standpipes 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  

 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied- 
 

No or little water available 
 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied. 

Maintenance-of unused 
plots, paths 

Maintenance of 
unused plots 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  

Limited maintenance 
of unused plots 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 

Not very limited 
maintenance of unused 
plots.  
 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied.  

Other Features 

Condition railings and 
gates, boundary 
treatment 

Well designed, tidy, 
well maintained. 
Secure fencing.  

Functional, tidy, well 
maintained. 
 

Significant repair required. 
Fencing does not secure 
allotment.  
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Small repairs may be 
required 

Information/noticeboards  Presence of well-
maintained 
information , up-to-
date information 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey 
were overall very 
satisfied or satisfied.  

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 
 
Respondent to 
Allotment Survey were 
overall neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied. 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 
Respondents to Allotment 
Survey were overall fairly 
dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied. 
 

Greenery 

Overall appearance Allotment Plots well-
used, little evidence 
of neglect 

Some evidence of un-
used plot-but mostly in 
use 

Large proportion of plots 
overall, feeling of neglect 

Trees and shrubs Mature, well 
maintained 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-feeling 
of neglect 

Nature conservation 
value 

Variety of habitats 
Wildlife designations 
Managed as wildlife 
site 
 

Mature nature 
conservation areas 
Non-established areas 
with potential. 
More management 
required. 

Little value at present 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti    

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of features    
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Quality Scorecard 8- Cemeteries, Disused Churchyards and Other 
Burial Grounds 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the cemetery/disused 
churchyard/other 
burial ground 

Easy access from nearby 
residential areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access from 
nearby residential areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the site 
from residential areas- 
Difficult crossing points- 
Difficult to improve 
natural surveillance 
 
 

Welcome  Inviting and welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained 

Condition of paths 
within 
cemetery/disused 
churchyard/other 
burial ground 

Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. 

Limited repair required-
some unevenness. 

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven  

Safety and security in 
and around 
cemetery/disused 
churchyard/other 
burial ground 

Good lighting  
Natural surveillance 
overlooked by properties- 
Locked at night.  
 

Reasonable lighting. 
Natural surveillance ok 
but could be improved. 
 

Overgrown plants 
severely restricting 
natural surveillance from 
overlooking properties. 
Feeling of neglect. 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
cemetery/disused 
churchyard/other 
burial ground 

Suitable material, level 
surface, no obstacles. 

Some obvious 
improvements could be 
made. 

Disabled access poor 
and very restricted. 

Cycle access and 
facilities  

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible within 
the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. Only access along busy 
road-difficult to cross 
road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities- 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to 
provide parking 
facilities on or near 
the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the 
area, the site is small 
and/or serves a 
limited locality. 

Well maintained 
Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to suit 
function of site 

Some minor 
improvements to 
maintenance of park 
required. 
Natural surveillance 
could easily be improved. 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking. 

Poorly maintained. 
Poor natural 
surveillance-overgrown 
or no over-looking 
properties. 
Conflict with other users. 
Insufficient parking 
presenting a highway 
hazard. 

Buildings/Structures – 

Condition of historic 
buildings/ structures. 
 
Not applicable if no 
historic buildings 
 
Score each historic 

Well maintained, 
attractive historic 
buildings/structure 

Some improvements to 
maintenance and 
condition required. 

Buildings at Risk 
Register. 
 
Poor condition 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

building/structure 
separately and then 
average the score 

Shelters 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ serving a 
localised 
neighbourhood/ 
positioning of shelter 
not desirable 

Well maintained, clean 
Fits well into 
surroundings. 

Well maintained and 
functional 

Poor condition-detracting 
from appearance. 
Exposed position that 
could benefit from some 
form of shelter. 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins  Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Dog bins  Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Other Features 

Non-natural 
boundary treatment 
Condition railings and 
gates, walls, fencing. 
 
Not applicable if 
there is satisfactory 
natural boundary 
treatment or no 
boundary treatment 
is required/suitable 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Standard design -Well 
maintained/ good 
condition 
 
Or 
 
Good design with better 
maintenance required 
 

Poorly 
maintained/condition 
Detraction from 
appearance of site. 
Boundary treatment 
required 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and /or 
interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Quality of views and 
vistas  
 
Neutral – zero points 
for views which are 
not particular 
attractive nor 
unpleasant 

Good views and vistas of 
natural and historic 
features of interest. 
 

Potential views and 
vistas could be improved 
(maintenance of 
vegetation/ access) 

Unpleasant view or vista 
- which could realistically 
be improved (screened, 
maintenance, removal) 

Presence of tranquil 
areas. 
 

Presence of seating in a 
quiet area. Other 
features could include 
fountain and similar 
water features. 

Quiet area exists but 
could be improved by 
seating and other 
features to make more 
attractive. 

The park is suited to a 
tranquil area-but no 
opportunities currently 
exist. 

Condition of graves 
and headstones   

Well maintained 
gravestones and 

Appear to be fairly well 
maintained but with 

Overgrown areas around 
graves. Mainly 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

headstones. Surrounding 
areas also well 
maintained.  

some possible 
improvements required 
(could just be older 
gravestones and 
headstones meaning 
they are in a fair rather 
than a good condition)  

broken/toppled 
gravestones and 
headstones. Poor 
condition and neglect 
with significant 
improvements required. 

Greenery 

Overall appearance Good relationship with 
buildings and structure. 
Attractively landscaped 
which enhances the 
setting of buildings and 
other features. 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Trees and shrubs Mature, well maintained Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti    

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of 
features 

   

  



Open Space Monitoring Report of Survey 2021 

182 

Quality Scorecard 9- Civic Spaces 
 
Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Access 

Pedestrian access to 
the civic space  

Easy access from nearby 
residential areas. 
Pelican crossing points 
nearby.  
Good natural 
surveillance. 

Reasonable access from 
nearby residential areas 
Safe crossing points 
(central refuse). 
Possible to improve 
natural surveillance 

Difficult to access the 
site from residential 
areas- Difficult crossing 
points- 
Difficult to improve 
natural surveillance 
 

Welcome Inviting and welcoming 
Clean/Well maintained 
Well connected network 
Easy to cross  

Entrance is obvious but 
not particularly inviting. 
Additional paths may be 
useful. 
Clean/Well maintained 

Access is not obvious. 
Overgrown.  
Not well maintained. 
Poor network of paths. 

Ease of movement  Suitable materials. 
Level for safe use. 

Limited repair required-
some unevenness. 

Incorrect positioning of 
footpaths. 
Need for repair, uneven  

Safety and security in 
and around civic 
space 

Good lighting  
Natural surveillance 
overlooked by properties- 
Locked at night.  
 

Reasonable lighting. 
Natural surveillance ok 
but could be improved. 
 

Overgrown plants 
severely restricting 
natural surveillance 
from overlooking 
properties. 
Feeling of neglect. 

Wheelchair/pushchair 
access to and within 
civic space 

Suitable material, level 
surface, no obstacles. 

Some obvious 
improvements could be 
made. 

Disabled access poor 
and very restricted. 

Cycle access and 
facilities 

Safe routes close by 
Cycle use possible within 
the site. 
Cycle parking 

Safe routes close by. 
Possible to improve off-
road access. 

Only access along busy 
road-difficult to cross 
road 
No cycle parking 

Parking facilities- 
 
Not applicable if it is 
undesirable to 
provide parking 
facilities on or near 
the site for various 
reasons, out of 
character with the 
area, the site is small 
and/or serves a 
limited locality. 

Well maintained 
Good surveillance 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking to suit 
function of site 

Some minor 
improvements to 
maintenance of park 
required. 
Natural surveillance could 
easily be improved. 
No conflict with other 
users 
Sufficient parking. 

Poorly maintained. 
Poor natural 
surveillance-overgrown 
or no over-looking 
properties. 
Conflict with other 
users. 
Insufficient parking 
presenting a highway 
hazard. 

Buildings/Structures – 

Condition of historic 
buildings/structures. 
 
Not applicable if no 
historic buildings 
 
Score each historic 
building separately 
and then average 
the score 

Well maintained, 
attractive historic 
buildings 

Some improvements to 
maintenance and 
condition required. 

Buildings at Risk 
Register. 
 
Poor condition 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Toilet facilities within 
or adjacent the civic 
space 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small or not 
appropriate as it 
serves a very 
localised area. 

Well maintained, clean. Usable No facilities in close 
proximity and the civic 
space serves a wide 
catchment area. 
Existing toilets are 
unusable for a variety of 
reasons/permanently 
closed 

Refreshment facilities 
 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ quiet for 
such a facility 

Attractive feature suiting 
its surroundings. 
Well maintained.  

Well maintained 
functional building 

Poor condition 
detracting from 
appearance of the area. 
 
No facility in close 
proximity. 

Shelters 
Not applicable if site 
is too small/ serving a 
localised 
neighbourhood/ 
positioning of shelter 
not desirable 

Well maintained, clean 
Fits well into 
surroundings. 

Well maintained and 
functional 

Poor condition-
detracting from 
appearance. 
Exposed position that 
could benefit from some 
form of shelter. 

Park furniture 

Benches Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Litter bins Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Dog bins  Sufficient number to 
serve the site and good 
quality  

Sufficient number to 
serve the site-average 
quality 

No/insufficient number -
unusable  

Informal activities 

Opportunities for 
appropriate informal 
activities 
 
Not applicable if site 
is clearly not 
designed for other 
purposes 

Possibilities for informal 
recreational activities 
without having undue 
impact on amenities of 
adjacent 
dwellings/business or 
other users. 
 
Relevant signs of what 
activities are prohibited 

Limited opportunities for 
informal recreational 
activities without having 
undue impact on 
amenities of adjacent 
dwellings/business or 
other users. 
 
If certain activities are 
inappropriate there 
should be appropriate 
signs eg ‘No Ball Games’ 

Not appropriate for 
informal activities. 
 
Such activity would 
have a negative impact 
on neighbours. 
 
Such activity would be 
dangerous-eg close to 
busy road etc. 

Other Features 

Non-natural boundary 
treatment 
Condition railings and 
gates, walls, fencing. 
 
Not applicable if 
there is satisfactory 
natural boundary 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Standard design -Well 
maintained/ good 
condition 
 
Or 
 
Good design with better 
maintenance required 

Poorly 
maintained/condition 
Detraction from 
appearance of site. 
Boundary treatment 
required 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

treatment or no 
boundary treatment is 
required/suitable 

 

Public art/other 
features 
 
Neutral –zero points 
for minor civic spaces 
without public art 

Good design 
(heritage/innovative/ 
attractive) 
Well maintained/ Good 
condition 

Good design with better 
maintenance required. 
 
Condition needs to be 
improved. 

Poorly 
maintained/condition 
Detraction from 
appearance of 
site/gives a feeling of 
intimidation.  
 
Major civic 
spaces/Premier park 
which would benefit 
from public art 

Welcome/ 
Interpretation signs & 
Information 

Presence of well-
maintained welcome 
sign/information and /or 
interpretation board 

Presence of sign-
appearance and 
maintenance could be 
improved. 
Further information 
required 

Existing signs 
neglected 
Or 
Signs needed 
 

Presence of water. 
 
Neutral zero points if 
site is not adjacent 
water or does not 
have a water feature 
 
 

Good relationship with 
lake, pond, sea or 
Harbour. 
Lake/pond well 
maintained/clean 

Relationship with water 
could be improved 
through better 
maintenance or improved 
access. 
 
Or feature is small scale 
or very minor feature 

Water detracts from 
site-significant rubbish, 
dumping 
Unsafe-represents a 
dangerous hazard 

Quality of views and 
vistas  
 
Neutral – zero points 
for views which are 
not particular 
attractive nor 
unpleasant 

Good views and vistas of 
natural and historic 
features of interest 

Potential views and vistas 
could be improved 
(maintenance of 
vegetation/ access) 

Unpleasant view or 
vista - which could 
realistically be improved 
(screened, 
maintenance, removal) 

Presence of tranquil 
areas. 
Not applicable if the 
character of the 
park is not suited to 
the presence of a 
tranquil area eg 
sports pitch 

Presence of seating in a 
quiet area. Other features 
could include fountain 
and similar water 
features. 

Quiet area exists but 
could be improved by 
seating and other 
features to make more 
attractive. 

The park is suited to a 
tranquil area-but no 
opportunities currently 
exist. 

Overall appearance –
hard landscaping/ 
landscape design 

Interesting features-
lighting, paving street 
furniture 
Well maintained 

Standard, well-
maintained 

Poorly maintained, poor 
condition, lack of 
interesting features or 
includes features which 
detract from the 
appearance of the area. 
 

Greenery 

Overall appearance Good relationship with 
buildings and structure. 

Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 
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Criterion Good (2pts) Fair (1pt) Poor (-1pt) 

Attractively landscaped 
which enhances the 
setting of buildings and 
other features. 

Formal Gardens 
Neutral-zero points if 
no type of vegetation 
but could be 
incorporated 
otherwise not 
applicable. 

Includes attractive flower 
beds 

Some improvements 
required 

Neglected flowerbeds. 
Site would clearly 
benefit from such a 
feature, particularly if it 
is a high profile site. 

Trees and shrubs 
Neutral-zero points if 
no type of vegetation 
but could be 
incorporated 
otherwise not 
applicable. 

Mature, well maintained Some maintenance 
required 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Nature conservation 
 Areas 
Neutral-zero points if 
no type of vegetation 
but could be 
incorporated 
otherwise not 
applicable. 

Variety of habitats 
Established nature 
conservation  
Interpretation boards 

Limited nature 
conservation value or 
potential nature 
conservation area not yet 
established 
 

Significant overgrown-
feeling of neglect 

Management/Maintenance  

 None (1pt) Limited Amount (0pts) Large Amount (-1pt) 

Graffiti    

Litter    

Dog fouling     

Fly dipping/Dumping    

Vandalism of features    
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Value Scorecard 
 
Methodology- Take a sequential approach – start with high, if it fulfils one or more of the 
criteria in that category the site is considered to have High Value. If it does not meet any 
criteria then it is necessary to assess it against the criteria in the Medium Value 
Category. If it does not meet these criteria it is classified as Low Value. 
 

High Value: 
Site can be considered high value if has one of the following attributes: 

 High Usage (Best Value surveys/on-site evidence).  
- for allotments this is determined as those site with over 75% plots in use 
- School grounds-intensively used in term time-many used for community use 

 

 Site within, or immediately adjacent international nature conservation sites- SPA/Ramsar/cSAC. 

 Site within, or immediately adjacent national nature conservation sites-SSSIs 

 Site contains Listed Buildings, Scheduled Ancient Monument or affects the setting of 

 Site contributes to the character of a Conservation Area. 

 National Historic Park and Garden. 

 Cemetery 

 Green corridor-represent a unique linking opportunity. 

 Site within the Strategic Gap 

 Site immediately adjacent Portsmouth Harbour (including its creeks) and the Solent (finite number 
of locations where people can enjoy recreational opportunities adjacent the waterfront-highly 
valued by the public) 

 Site is used for regular and/or high profile community events 

 Site has regular community involvement (Friends Groups, active volunteers etc) 

 Premier Parks/Recreation Grounds  
 

 The closest site with a same primary use is a significant distance away. Distance will vary 
depending on type of use.   

Medium Value: 
Site can be considered medium value if it does not have any high value attributes and has one of the 
following attributes: 
 

 Medium Usage (see Best Value surveys). 
- for allotments this is determined as those site with between 50% and 75% of plots in use 

 Site within locally designated nature conservation sites- Sites of Importance for Nature 
Conservation (SINCs), Priddy’s Hard Nature Conservation Area. 

 Site contains or affects the setting of Local Listed Buildings 

 Local Historic Park 

 Tree Preservation Orders 

 Urban Gap 

 Sites with particular townscape value.  These are often (but not always) significant and 
permanent designed ‘greens’ within an estate layout

68
 

 The closest site with a same primary use is a reasonable distance away. Distance will vary 
depending on type of use. 
 

                                            
68

 This is a new criteria added for this survey as it was considered that there were a small number of 
areas particularly within built up ‘modern’ estates where such green areas make an important contribution 
to the town scape setting and character of a particular area.  
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Low Value: 
Site can be considered low value if it does not have any high or medium attributes- This could include: 

 

 Low Usage (see Best Value surveys) 
for allotments this is determined as those sites with less than 50% of plots in use 
 

 No designations 
 

 The closest site with the same primary use is close-by. Distance will vary depending on type of 
use. 
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APPENDIX 3: SUMMARY OF QUALITY AND VALUE FOR ALL OPEN 
SPACES 

 
 Quality Value 

WARDS:  High  Medium Low Total  High Medium Low Total 

Alverstoke 7 4 0 11 10 1 0 11 

Anglesey 11 6 0 17 12 2 3 17 

Bridgemary North 6 11 0 17 6 2 9 17 

Bridgemary South 4 19 0 23 7 3 13 23 

Brockhurst 4 5 1 10 8 2 0 10 

Christchurch 4 2 0 6 6 0 0 6 

Elson 4 8 3 15 7 8 0 15 

Forton 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 

Grange 8 20 0 28 11 5 12 28 

Hardway 10 9 1 20 10 5 5 20 

Lee East 7 5 1 13 9 1 3 13 

Lee West 8 1 0 9 8 1 0 9 

Leesland 7 5 1 13 11 2 0 13 

Peel Common 0 13 0 13 3 2 8 13 

Privett 3 1 0 4 3 0 1 4 

Rowner & Holbrook 4 19 1 24 14 4 6 24 

Town 17 2 2 21 21 0 0 21 

Total 105 130 10 245 147 38 60 245 

Percentage  43.0 53.152.9 4.1 100 60.0 15.5 24.5 100 
* Percentage figures subject to rounding 
 
 

 

High 
Qualit
y/   
High 
value 

High 
Qualit
y/ 
Mediu
m 
Value 

High 
Qualit
y/ 
Low 
value 

Mediu
m 
Qualit
y/   
High 
value 

Mediu
m 
Qualit
y/ 
Mediu
m 
value 

Mediu
m 
Qualit
y/ Low 
Value 

Low 
Qualit
y/   
High 
value 

Low 
Qualit
y/ 
Mediu
m 
value 

Low 
Qualit
y/ 
Low 
value  

Number of 
sites 95 8 2 49 23 56 6 5 1 

24
5 

Percentage 38.8 3.3 0.8 20. 9.4 22.9 2.4 2.0 0.4 
10
0 

* Percentage figures subject to rounding 
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APPENDIX 4: ACCESSIBLE NATURAL GREENSPACE REPORT 

 

Introduction 
 
Open green spaces can greatly improve people’s quality of life, they are also vital for nature 
conservation and biodiversity.  This report assesses the provision of accessible natural 
greenspace within Gosport Borough and has been undertaken using the Natural England 
ANGSt standards (Accessible Natural Greenspace Standard) which states “everyone should 
have access to at least one natural greenspace of at least 2 hectares within 300 metres”.  
Natural England also recommends that provision is made for at least 2 hectares of accessible 
natural greenspace per 1000 population.  The definition of naturalness provided by the ANGSt 
model is ‘areas naturally colonised by plants and animals’.  Natural England produced these 
standards as they believe that everyday contact with nature is important for people’s well-being 
and quality of life and that no special effort or journey should have to be made in order to 
access it.  They also believe that natural greenspaces in towns and cities help protect 
biodiversity and also provide the opportunity for people to learn about nature. The report 
highlights any areas within the Borough that are deficient in accessible natural greenspace 
enabling the issue to be addressed through the development of policies in the Gosport Borough 
Local Plan 2038. Part one of this report focuses on natural greenspace provision at a local level 
while the second part looks at sub-regional natural greenspace from a Gosport perspective. 
 

Part 1: Local Assessment of Natural Greenspace Provision 
 
Introduction  
 
The first part of this report looks at local sites of natural greenspace within the Borough.  
 
The Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards Model which provides the basis for this study 
sets out a system of tiers according to site size as follows:- 

 No person should live more than 300m from their nearest area of natural greenspace 
(however the Borough Council have chosen to adopt a 400 metre standard in line with 
other accessibility models)  

 There should be at least one accessible 20ha site within 2km from home 

 There should be one accessible 100ha site within 5km 

 There should be one accessible 500ha site within 10km  
 
The methodology for this study is based on the methodology outlined in Providing Accessible 
Natural Greenspace in Towns and Cities: A Practical Guide to Assessing the Resource and 
Implementing Local Standards for Provision by Natural England. 
 
Identification of Natural Greenspace sites within the Borough Methodology 
 

 The Open Space Monitoring Report (July 2004) provided a baseline for the work. The 
report provided a comprehensive list of all areas of open space within the Borough with 
details of each site’s primary uses. 

 Sites that were classified as natural/semi natural in the report were automatically taken 
into account in the natural greenspace study. 

 Cemeteries, allotments and nature conservation designations such as SSSIs were also 
selected in accordance with guidance provided by English Nature (Providing Accessible 
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Natural Greenspace in Towns and Cities: A Practical Guide to Assessing the Resource 
and Implementing Local Standards for Provision). 

 Although the areas of green corridor exceed 2 hectares these have been excluded from 
this part of the study as it was considered that the linear character of these sites does 
not provide the same feeling of naturalness associated with similar sized sites that are 
more regular in shape.  However, these sites play an important role in linking the various 
types of open space and many also form part of the Borough-wide strategic cycle 
network. 

 For all other sites the Open Space Audit ‘Quality Matrices’ were used as a point of 
reference.  Sites which scored points for nature conservation were included in the 
natural greenspace study for further investigation to ascertain whether they sufficiently 
meet the definitions in the ANGSt model. 

 GGP was also used to view aerial images of the sites to gain a clearer understanding of 
the site’s characteristics.  If the site seemed to be fairly natural in appearance with 
mature trees/hedgerow it was also considered as a potential natural greenspace. 

 Site visits provided a more definitive area assessment where it was unclear from GGP 
and the Open Space Audit whether the site could be considered ‘natural greenspace’ for 
the purpose of this study. 

 Due to the uniqueness of each site it is difficult to produce a clear cut definition of what a 
‘natural greenspace’ should consist of, consequently there is an element of subjectivity 
with regard to site selection. 

 It should be noted that sites with no access to the general public have been included as 
they enhance the visual qualities of an area. 

 Finally, it is important to note that sites not included in the study may still have a nature 
conservation function.  Many of the remaining open spaces do in fact have areas of 
nature conservation and naturalness, however it is only as a secondary function and the 
site is not an area where people would necessarily go to experience nature.  

 
Analysis of Local Natural Greenspace provision 
 
All areas of natural greenspace and site catchment areas have been mapped in order to assess 
the level of provision within the Borough.  This process will identify areas that are deficient in 
accessible natural greenspace which will subsequently inform the development of an 
appropriate policy and management response. Figure 1 includes the natural greenspace within 
the Borough that has been identified through this study. 
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Figure 1: Areas of Natural Greenspace 

 

 
 
Figure 2 shows the areas of accessible natural greenspace that are over two hectares in size as 
well as the surrounding 400 metre catchment zones. The map shows that the Borough has a 
good level of provision of accessible natural greenspace with the majority of the Borough falling 
within the 400 metres catchment areas. 
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Figure 2: Accessible areas of natural greenspace over 2ha with catchment areas 
 

 
 
A key area which appears to be deficient in accessible natural greenspace is the northern part 
of the Borough (Area 1).  This area includes the Bedenham and Fleetlands Sites of Importance 
for Nature Conservation (SINC) which are publicly inaccessible areas of natural greenspace as 
these sites are located within the boundaries of DM Gosport and Standard Aero. 
 
Other areas that are over 400metres from a natural greenspace of two or more hectares 
include: a part of Elson (Area 2);  parts of Privett, Leesland and Christchurch (Area 3); part of 
the Haslar Peninsula; an  area around HMS Sultan (Area 5); and parts of Lee-on-the-Solent that 
are further away from the coast (Area 6). 
 
In relation to the Haslar Peninsula (Area 4), it is considered that existing views across the Solent 
and Haslar Creek give residents some element of a natural experience. As parts of the 
peninsula such as Blockhouse become accessible to the public this experience will be 
improved. 
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Figure 3 shows that the coast and the Alver Valley Country Park ensure that most of the 
Borough is within 2km of a 20 hectare natural greenspace in accordance with Natural England’s 
ANGSt standards.  It also shows that the entire Borough is within 5km of a 100ha site given that 
both the Alver Valley and the combined connected coastal areas of Lee beach, Browndown and 
Stokes Bay are over 100 hectares.  It is clear that the Country Park will ensure that residents in 
the Peel Common, Bridgemary, Elson and Forton areas will be within 2km of a natural 
greenspace.  A number of improvements have been made to the cycle and footpath links to the 
Alver Valley Country Park have been made since the publication of the 2014 OSMR and work 
on accessibility to natural greenspace was undertaken for example the Alver Way Cycle Track 
which is a shared use cycle track in the Alver Valley Country Park from Apple Dumpling Bridge 
to Privett Road which was completed in 2015 and Carters Copse Cycle Track another shared 
use cycle track from Grange Road to the Alver Valley. It will be important to ensure that further 
good cycle and public transport links are provided to the Country Park. 
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Figure 3: 2 km and 5km catchment areas of the Alver Valley and accessible coastal areas 
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Part 2: Sub Regional Natural Greenspace 
 

Introduction 
 
The ANGSt guidance indicates that the study should not be limited to those areas of natural 
open space within the Local Authority area but should also include sites outside of the 
administrative boundary.  It sets out the following guidelines regarding what sites to 
incorporate. 
 

a) Any site within 300m of the LA boundary 
b) 20 ha site within 2km of boundary 
c) 100 ha site within 5km of boundary 
d) 500 ha site within 10km boundary 

 
In order to identify sites outside of the Borough that may be able to be included in the study 
four buffers were placed around the Borough boundary at 300m, 2km, 5km and 10km.  This 
highlighted area of countryside and woodland that may fit the criteria of ‘accessible natural 
greenspace’ for the purpose of the study.  
 
Analysis of Sub Regional Natural Greenspace 
 
In relation to large sites over 500 ha within 10km there are a number of areas of countryside 
with some form of public access. This could include: farmland with public rights of way; nature 
reserve with public access; countryside sites managed for public access (country parks etc) or 
coastal areas with natural characteristics. 

 
Within 2 km of the Borough boundary is the strategic gap between Gosport/Fareham and 
Stubbington/Lee. This area contains a network of footpaths where people can access natural 
greenspace.  Opportunities to improve linkages should be investigated. Part of this area 
adjacent Peel Common roundabout is proposed to from a Suitable Natural Accessible Natural 
Greenspace (SANG) as part of proposal for Daedalus in order to mitigate impacts on more 
sensitive habitats on the coast.  This will create opportunities to enhance links between the 
Alver Valley and the wider countryside. 

 
Within the 5km buffer there are areas of natural greenspace at Titchfield Haven and the 
surrounding areas in the Lower Meon Valley.  This area is a National Nature Reserve and is 
home to nationally and internationally important wildlife.   The area is readily accessible to 
visitors with facilities including car parking, a tea room and a shop as well as a space for 
exhibitions and displays.   
 
A wide area of natural greenspace including areas of woodland can also be found in the 
Portsdown Hill area north of Fareham and Portchester.  There are a number of rights of way 
where people are able to take walks to access the wider countryside.  The area has a number 
of woodland sites including the Forest of Bere.  Much of the woodland is managed by the 
Forestry Commission and as such some sites incorporate facilities such as toilets, car 
parking, barbeque and picnic sites, play areas and refreshments as well as clearly marked 
paths and trails for walking, cycling and horse riding. 
 
The area surrounding Langstone Harbour falls within the 10km buffer; this includes the 
eastern shoreline of Portsea Island, the western part of Hayling Island as well as areas to the 
north of the Harbour including Farlington Marshes.  Langstone Harbour is a designated Site of 
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Special Protection Area (SPA), Ramsar Site and Special 
Area of Conservation (SAC).  The area is designated for a variety of habitats and in particular 
its importance for its bird populations. 
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Some areas of natural greenspace were excluded from this study despite falling within the 
criteria set out above.  There were areas of natural greenspace in northern parts of the Isle of 
Wight between Cowes and Ryde that fell within the 10km boundary; however, these areas are 
not readily accessible to Gosport residents.  Furthermore, parts of the New Forest fell within 
the 10km boundary and these sites were also excluded due to issues relating to access.  As 
the New Forest is separated from Gosport by Southampton Water the actual distance 
required to travel in order to access these areas significantly exceeds 10km (30 km via M27).  

 
Figure 4: Large areas of countryside within 10km of Gosport Borough 
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Conclusion 
 

Overall there is good provision of accessible natural greenspace at the local level with most of 
the Borough falling within 400 metres of a site of over 2 hectares. The establishment of the 
Alver Valley Country Park will continue to improve access for many residents in the Borough 
and beyond. 
 
Nevertheless, there are issues relating to fragmentation with some notable pockets of 
deficiency.  However many of these areas are close to major areas of natural greenspace that 
are currently inaccessible such as the Bedenham and Fleetlands Site of Importance for 
Nature Conservation (SINC) in the north east of the Borough and the Alver Valley.  It may be 
that in the future access can be improved to such sites. 
 
At a sub-regional level there are also a number of large areas of natural greenspace outside 
of the Borough including the Strategic Gap between Gosport/Fareham and Stubbington/Lee, 
the Meon Valley as well as areas of woodland north of Fareham and Portchester.  Further 
afield there is also the South Downs National Park.  Whilst many of these sites are readily 
accessible to visitors with facilities such as toilets, cafes and visitor centres, access to the 
sites themselves can be an issue.  Many of the sites are not easily accessible to Gosport 
residents because they require car travel as they are too far away to cycle or walk and they 
are difficult to access using public transport.  There may be opportunities to improve 
accessibility to certain sites beyond the Borough boundary. These issues will need to be 
considered through the implementation of Hampshire County Council’s Solent Countryside 
Access Plan, the PfSH Green Infrastructure Strategy Implementation Plan (2019). 
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