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PART 1: INTRODUCTION 
 

1. This is the Open Space Standards Paper prepared by Knight, Kavanagh & Page (KKP) for 
Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council (SMBC). It follows on from the preceding Open 
Space Assessment Report. Together the two documents provide an evidence base to 
help inform the future provision for open spaces in the Stockport area.  
 

2. As part of this open space study commission, four forms of pitch and non-pitch provision 
have also been audited and assessed: tennis, bowls, golf and athletics. These forms of 
sports provision are included in the preceding Open Space Assessment Report and 
summarised, along with a conclusion for each sport, in Part 2 of this report.  
 

3. In agreement with SMBC, play provision for children and young people is not included to 
the same extent as other forms of open space. SMBC has recently undertaken a 
Stockport Play Review (SPR) which sets out an audit assessment and strategic 
recommendations for play space. For further detail this should be sought. 
 

4. The evidence presented in this report is used to inform local plan and supplementary 
planning documents. The Stockport Local Plan (SLP) is at early stages of being drafted. 
The SLP will identify the land use and development issues confronting the Borough by 
considering a range of social, economic and environmental characteristics of the Borough. 
It will also allocate sites and apply relevant policies to those sites and, once adopted, will 
become an important factor with regards to reaching decisions on future planning 
applications. 
 

5. This document helps identify the deficiencies and surpluses in existing and future open 
space provision. In addition, it should help inform an approach to securing open space 
facilities through new housing development and help form the basis for negotiation with 
developers for contributions towards the provision of open spaces. 
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Scope 
 

6. Open space within the report is defined as:  
 
Land set out for the purpose of public recreation 
 

7. This means open space must be a defined site with clearly identifiable boundaries, freely 
accessible for members of the public to access and use, and meets one of the open space 
typologies set out in the following table. 

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

 
 Typology Primary purpose 

O
pe

n 
sp

ac
es

 

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. Includes urban woodland and 
beaches, where appropriate. 

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 and young people, such as equipped play 
areas, MUGAs, skateboard areas and teenage shelters. 

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

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

Cemeteries and 
churchyards  

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

Outdoor Sports facilities Participation in outdoor sports, such as pitch sports, tennis, 
bowls and athletics.  

Civic and market 
squares and other hard 
surfaced areas designed 
for pedestrians 

Providing a setting for civic buidings, public demonstrations 
and community events. 

 
9. In accordance with best practice recommendations a size threshold of 0.2 hectares has 

been applied to the inclusion of some typologies within the study. This means that, in 
general, sites that fall below this threshold are not audited. However, any sites below the 
threshold identified as being of significance are included. 

 
10. The majority of provision below 0.2 hectares has been omitted from the audit in line with 

best practice guidance. The future approach to these sites should be undertaken on a 
case by case basis in order to determine their role, use and level of value to the local 
community. Such sites are likely to provide a visual amenity and in some cases a 
recreational use. This should be reviewed when considering any future decision making 
regarding these sites. 
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PART 2: ASSESSMENT REPORT SUMMARY 
 

11. The following section provides a summary from the Assessment Report on a typology by 
typology basis. 
 
2.1: OPEN SPACE  
 
Parks and gardens 
 
 45 Council managed sites are classified as parks and gardens totaling over 291 hectares.  
 Gaps in catchment mapping are noted in the Werneth Analysis Area; which is identified as 

containing only one form of park provision. Minor gaps are also noted to the areas of 
Cheadle, Bramhall & Cheadle Hulme South and Stepping Hill. 

 Against the FIT accessibility standard, further gaps in provision are noted to the Cheadle, 
Bramhall & Cheadle Hulme South and Stepping Hill analysis areas. 

 Park sites generally rate above the threshold for quality. The highest scoring site is Bramhall 
Park. Blackstone Road Park is the lowest scoring park in terms of quality due to the presence 
of syringes, evidence of fire damage and perceived lower usage.  

 Other high scoring sites for quality, such as Bruntwood Park and Vernon Park, do so due to 
the wide range of provision they contain and the excellent standards of maintenance.   

 The majority of parks are assessed as being of high value, with the important social inclusion 
and health benefits, ecological value and sense of place sites offer being acknowledged. 

 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 
 Stockport has 27 natural and semi-natural greenspace sites covering 469 hectares.  
 There are 14 designated LNRs equating to 77% of the total area of natural and semi-natural 

provision across Stockport.  
 Application of the ANGSt walk times shows noticeable deficiencies particularly to the areas 

of Cheadle, Bramhall and Cheadle Hulme South and parts of Marple 
 Natural greenspace sites are of mixed quality: 56% score above the threshold.   
 Sites scoring below the threshold do due to factors such as lack of features, paths as well as 

general appearance. Other issues include, for example, litter and fire damage. 
 Most sites (96%) are rated as above the threshold for value. Although the site at Kenilworth 

Wood is below the threshold, however its primary use appears to be habitat provision. 
 Higher scoring sites for value, such as Etherow Country Park and Reddish Vale Country 

Park, provide a range of opportunities and uses for visitors. 
 
Amenity greenspace 
 
 There are 158 amenity greenspace sites in Stockport; equating to over 247 hectares.  
 The Cheadle Analysis Area is identified as having the most amount of provision (55 

hectares). Consequently, it has the highest amount per 1,000 population (1.31); followed 
by Werneth (1.14). 

 Against the FIT 6-minute walk time standard gaps are noted to all analysis areas; with the 
exception of minor gaps in Werneth and Marple. 

 Overall amenity site quality is positive. Most sites (63%) rate above the threshold and only 
a handful face any specific issues; some due to size, lack of features or appearance. 

 In addition to its multifunctional role, amenity greenspaces make a valuable contribution to 
the visual dynamic for communities – hence the majority of sites (92%) rate above the 
threshold for value. 

 There are 11 sites rating below the threshold for quality and value. This is often as a result 
of poor appearances and lack of apparent use. 
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Provision for children and young people 
 
 There are 135 play provision sites in Stockport; a total of over 18 hectares. 
 Central Stockport and Marple analysis areas have the greatest levels of provision per 1000 

population with 0.05 and 0.06 hectares respectively. The Heatons and Reddish Analysis 
Area has the lowest with 0.01 hectares per 1000 population. 

 Application of the FIT quantity standard used in the SPR (0.25 ha per 1,000 population) 
identifies that Stockport is deficient in all analysis areas. This suggests that additional forms 
of provision are required.  

 Taking into account all space available for play at sites highlights six wards do not meet the 
standard. Addressing the deficiencies in these wards should be a priority.  

 Application of the FIT walk time standards demonstrates that there is generally a good level 
of coverage across the area. Therefore, new play provision/ contributions could look to form 
part of enhancements to existing sites; in order to increase their size and quality and value. 

 More sites are classified as LEAPs (38%) followed closely by LAPs (36%). 
 The Play Space Audit found that while the majority of play spaces can be accessed by 

children and young people with disabilities, there is limited provision, in terms of play 
equipment for them to engage with. This is an issue that needs addressing in design 
guidance. 

 
Allotments 
 
 There are 32 allotments sites in Stockport; equating to more than 38 hectares. 
 All allotments are owned by Stockport Council and managed by allotment associations.     
 Current provision in Stockport falls below the national standard provided by the National 

Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners. To meet this provision, an extra 33 hectares of 
allotment space is needed.  

 There are waiting lists for all allotment sites across Stockport suggesting that demand for 
allotments is not currently being met by supply.  

 Despite a number of allotments falling below the quality threshold, for the majority of 
allotments quality is deemed sufficient. Some incidences of flooding and vandalism have 
been reported.  

 All allotments are assessed as high value reflecting the associated social inclusion and 
health benefits, their amenity value and the sense of place offered by provision.  

 Waiting list numbers coupled with not meeting the national standard suggest that continuing 
measures should be made to provide additional plots in the future. 

 
Cemeteries 
 
 Stockport has 16 cemeteries and churchyards equating to just over 36 hectares of provision. 
 There is a need for additional burial provision in Stockport as the current burial capacity will 

only last for the next three to five years. (Notwithstanding this, investigations have been 
underway to look at the potential to extend existing sites, alleviate flood risk in order to 
increase capacity and make more efficient use of sites. This work has calculated there to be 
an extra twenty year capacity if these actions are undertaken). 

 Most cemeteries and churchyards rate above the threshold for quality. However, six score 
below the threshold. These are viewed as having fewer features such as seating, car 
parking and a lower quality of pathways compared to other sites.  

 The only open cemetery to fall below the threshold is Highfields Cemetery due to anti-social 
behaviour and vandalism.     

 The majority of cemeteries are assessed as high value in Stockport, reflecting that generally 
provision has a cultural/heritage role and provide a sense of place to the local community. 
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Civic space 
 
 There are eight sites classified as civic spaces in Stockport, all located in Central Stockport, 

equating to nearly three hectares of provision.  
 Other forms of provision in the area (e.g. parks and gardens) provide localised opportunities 

associated with the function of civic space. 
 The quality and value of the sites is deemed to be good overall with a generally acceptable 

maintenance and appearance. Provision has a unique social and cultural value whilst 
providing a sense of place to the local community. 

 
Green corridors 
 
 There are 16 sites classified as green corridors in Stockport, equating to over 88 hectares.  
 There are also other forms of provision (e.g. parks, natural and semi-natural sites) that 

provide additional opportunities associated with green corridors. 
 Quality is mixed as evidenced in assessment scores; this is a reflection to the variety in 

provision.  
 The value of nearly all identified sites is rated above the threshold representing the social 

and health benefits provision offers. 
 
2.2: OUTDOOR SPORTS  
 

12. Outdoor sports facilities are usually contained within a Playing Pitch Strategy or Built 
Facilities Strategy. However, for the purpose of this study some forms of provision (i.e. 
tennis, bowling greens, golf and athletics) have been included within the audit assessment 
of the Open Space Study. For guidance, the supply and demand principals of Sport 
England’s Assessing Needs and Opportunities Guidance (ANOG) for indoor and built 
sports facilities have been followed.  
 

13. The Stockport Playing Pitch Strategy (PPS) was undertaken in 2012/13. A summary of the 
PPS is set out within this document. The PPS is however technically out of date according 
to Sport England’s guidance (An approach to developing and delivering a playing pitch 
strategy). As a guide, if no review and subsequent update has been carried out within 
three years of the PPS being signed off by the steering group, then Sport England and the 
National Governing Bodies for Sport would consider the PPS and the information on 
which it is based to be out of date.  
 

14. Notwithstanding this approach from Sport England, many sites, are in practice multi-
functional and serve a wider community benefit than the principle sport it is intended to 
serve. Many grass pitches form part of a wider site such as a park or recreation ground. 
These will be used for purposes such as children's play, community events, exercising 
dogs or jogging as well as formal sport. The value of open spaces or sport and recreation 
facilities, irrespective of who owns them, depends primarily on two things: the extent to 
which they meet clearly identified local needs and the wider benefits they generate for 
people, wildlife, biodiversity and the wider environment.  
 

15. The following section provides a summary from the Assessment Report and conclusions 
on a sport by sport basis. 
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Tennis Summary 
 

 
Tennis Conclusion 
 

16. Based on LTA guidelines, a floodlit court provides capacity for 60 members and a non-
floodlit court provides capacity for 40 members. Using this calculation in Stockport, only 
West Heaton Bowling Tennis and Squash Club is currently running above capacity. With 
six flood-lit courts the site has capacity for 360 members. However, the Club currently has 
550 members and expresses aspirations to expand further.  

 
17. It is important to note that although both Bramhall Lane Lawn Tennis Club and Heaton 

Mersey Tennis Club currently have spare capacity, should the clubs reach desired future 
membership numbers, both clubs will require additional capacity.  

 
18. As the majority of courts are deemed to have spare capacity, priority should be placed on 

improving current facilities with a view to anticipating continuing growth. This is particularly 
in relation to park courts which are assessed as poor quality. This would also fit with the 
LTA’s desire to create park sites which are destination sites for tennis. 
 

 There is a total of 104 tennis courts identified in Stockport with 103 (99%) categorised as 
being available for community use. 

 Of provision that is available for community use, 86 courts (82%) are assessed as good 
quality, 1 (1%) are deemed standard and 17 are rated as poor (17%).  

 The courts assessed as poor quality are all located within park or recreation ground sites. 
 All responding clubs report that their changing facilities are either good or standard quality.  

 There are fourteen tennis clubs within the Stockport area. Twelve of these responded to 
consultation requests.  Collectively these 12 clubs provide a total of 1,688 senior members 
and 1,032 junior members. 

 Based on LTA guidelines, West Heaton Bowling Tennis and Squash Club is currently 
running above capacity. Should Bramhall Lane Lawn Tennis Club and Heaton Mersey 
Tennis Club reach desired future membership numbers both clubs would require additional 
capacity.  

 The LTA reports a desire to create priority tennis locations in the Stockport area, allowing 
for focus to be channelled towards these specific sites.  

 All sites containing tennis provision are assessed as high value. This is mainly attributed to 
their health and social inclusion benefits.  
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Bowls Summary 

 
Bowls Conclusion 
 

19. Generally, through consultation, it is considered that most bowling greens in Stockport are 
able to accommodate current levels of demand. It is not therefore likely that new forms of 
bowling provision are required. Priority should therefore be placed on ensuring green 
quality and ancillary provision at existing sites is sustained and improved where necessary 
in order to allow for continued use. 

 
Golf Summary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Golf Conclusion 
 

20. There is a good coverage of golf courses across all analysis areas based on a 20-minute 
drive time catchment and as such on this basis there are no shortfalls in provision. Even if 
reduced to a 15-minute drive time, there is sufficient provision with no apparent shortfalls 
highlighted. 
 

 There are 45 crown green bowling greens in Stockport across 38 sites. 
 In addition, there are also a number of greens that are either disused or through assessment 

are reported to be no longer in existence. One site; Lancaster was not able to be located. 
However, this may provide further provision.  

 The majority of greens (87%) are assessed as good quality. Only one site; Alexandra Park is 
rated as poor.  

 There are 15 leagues which contain teams linked to greens within Stockport. 
 Membership of the thirteen consulted clubs amounts to 621 men, 193 women and 8 junior 

members. 
 The majority of responding clubs (70%) report that membership numbers have stayed 

consistent over the past three years. Only one club; Bungalow Bowling Club describe a 
decrease in senior membership. Three clubs; Woodley Sports Club Bowling, Houldsworth Park 
Bowling Club and Vernon Park Bowling Club report that membership numbers have increased.  

 Four of the responding clubs have plans to increase their number of members in the future.   

 Priority should therefore be placed on ensuring green quality and ancillary provision at is 
sustained and improved where necessary in order to allow for continued use.  

 Generally, it is considered that most bowling greens in Stockport are able to accommodate 
current levels of demand.  

 All sites containing bowling provision score high for value. This is a result of the health and 
social inclusion benefits they offer.  

 There are 14 golf courses identified in Stockport.   
 All courses, with the exception of Moorend Golf Course which is identified as being closed, 

are rated as good quality.  
 Catchment mapping highlights a good coverage of golf courses across all analysis areas 

based on a 20 minute drive time catchment and as such there are no shortfalls in provision. 
 Access to courses is available through either membership options or pay and play. 
 The cost and membership criteria is complex for golf within Stockport, it does, however, give 

new players wanting to join clubs a variety of flexible options. 
 All golf courses in Stockport are viewed as being of high value. This is attributed to health 

and social inclusion benefits as well as historical and economic value. Many sites are also 
covered by other designations; further recognising their landscape value. 
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Athletics Summary 
 

 
Athletics Conclusion 
 

21. There is no recognised quantity standard for athletics facilities. However, in general it is 
considered that Stockport has a sufficient supply of athletics tracks to cater for current 
demand.  
 

22. Stockport Harriers AC highlights plans to increase membership. However, the Club 
identifies no issue with this potential growth being able to be absorbed within the current 
facility.  
 
School playing field land 
 

23. Most educational land is currently designated as Local Open Space within Stockport. 
However, most educational sites are securely fenced with access only being allowed to 
attendees at the schools and within school operating hours. It is therefore not appropriate 
for such forms of provision to be included within an Open Space Study (as such provision 
does not meet with any of the typologies or definition of open space set out in Part 1). It is 
unusual for such educational land to be designated and treated the same as open space. 

 
24. The following distinctions and approach are suggested towards clarifying the treatment of 

educational land: 
 
 Ultimately it is down to the education authority to assess the needs for outdoor space 

at a school site (as set out in Annex C of the Department for Education’s Disposal or 
change of use of playing field and school land1) 

 The definition of playing field land in Annex A of the Disposal or change of use of 
playing field and school land, differs to that set out in Sport England’s guidance: An 
approach to developing and delivering a playing pitch strategy 

 
 
                                                
1 The Disposal or change of use of playing field and school land 
 

 There is one athletics tracks in Stockport; Woodbank Park Stadium. The track has a synthetic 
surface and is licensed to host both training and competitions.  

 The track is good quality, attributed to a good ongoing maintenance regime. 
 The track at Woodbank Park Stadium is mainly used by Stockport Harriers AC. However, it is 

also used by a number of other groups and it is also available for hire throughout the year. In 
addition, non-members can access training sessions.  

 A new Clubhouse has just been built at the Woodbank Park Stadium site. This was funded by 
Stockport Harriers AC, Stockport Council and an Inspired Facilities Grant from Sport England.  

 Both the track and ancillary facilities are owned by the Council but managed and maintained 
by Stockport Harriers AC as per a management agreement with the Council. 

 Stockport Harriers AC is the only identified formal discipline athletics club within Stockport. It 
would like to increase membership numbers by 2% a year as set out in its development plan.  

 Woodbank Park Stadium is viewed as being of high value due to its health and social 
inclusion benefits.  

 In conclusion, Stockport has sufficient supply of athletics tracks to cater for current demand. 
Stockport Harriers AC highlights plans to increase membership. However, the Club identifies 
this is able to be absorbed within the current facility. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/430705/Disposal_or_change_of_use_of_playing_field_and_school_land.pdf
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Playing field definition: 
 

Disposal or change of use of 
playing field and school land 

Land in the open air which is provided for the purposes of 
physical education or recreation, other than any prescribed 
description of land 

Sport England The whole of a site which encompasses at least one 
playing pitch 

 
 The Disposal or change of use of playing field and school land includes a much wider 

range of land including hard surface areas, marginal areas and habitat areas. 
 It is important for the local authority pitch stock, including pitch provision located at 

educational sites, to be included as part of an up to date Playing Pitch Strategy 
 

25. As a significant proportion of pitch provision is often found on educational land, it is 
important for anyone wanting to dispose of school playing field land that consent under 
Section 77 of the Schools Standards and Framework Act 1998 is needed. Furthermore, 
consent is also required for disposal of any land used by a school or academy under 
Schedule 1 to the Academies Act 2010. Academies also need consent to any leases or 
disposals under their Funding Agreement.  

 
26. It should be noted that consent under Section 77 of the Schools Standards and 

Framework Act does not necessarily mean subsequent planning approval will be granted. 
Therefore, any application for planning permission must meet the requirements of the 
relevant policy, in this case paragraph 74 of NPPF, Local Plan Policy and Sport England 
policy. Indeed, applicants are advised to engage Sport England before submitting 
applications. Robust implementation of the statutory obligation will ensure protection of 
school playing fields for use by pupils (and sometimes the community as a whole) to 
ensure receipt is ploughed back into sports education. 
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PART 3: OPEN SPACE STANDARDS 
 

27. The provision standards used to determine deficiencies and surpluses for open space are 
set in terms of quality, accessibility and quantity throughout the report. 
 
3.1: QUALITY  
 

28. The quality standard is in the form of a quality and value matrix. In order to determine 
whether sites are high or low quality (as recommended by best practice guidance) the 
results of the site assessments have been colour-coded against a baseline threshold; high 
being green and low being red. 
 

29. The primary aim of applying a threshold is to identify sites where investment and/or 
improvements may be required. It can also be used to set an aspirational quality standard 
to be achieved (if desired) in the future and to inform decisions around the need to further 
protect sites from future development (particularly when applied with its respective value 
score in a matrix format). 
 

30. The base line threshold for assessing quality is usually set around 60%, to reflect the 66% 
pass rate for the Green Flag Award criteria (site visit criteria also being based on the 
Green Flag Award). This is the only national benchmark available for parks and open 
spaces. No other good practice examples are adopted for the setting of quality and value 
thresholds in the UK.  
 

31. Site visit criteria used for Green Flag are not always appropriate for every open space 
typology and are designed to represent an exceptionally high standard of site. Therefore, 
the baseline threshold (and subsequent applied standard) for certain typologies is lowered 
to better reflect local circumstances, whilst still providing a distinction between sites of a 
higher or lower quality. 
 

32. Play provision for children and young people was not assessed for quality and value due 
to it recently being assessed as part of the Stockport Play Review (SPR). The SPR 
allocates each site a score for contribution. This combines each sites quality and value 
scores alongside a range of other data sources including accessibility, proximity to other 
forms of provision and the areas ranking against the Indices of Multiple Deprivation (IMD). 
This enables better understanding to the contribution each site makes to its community. 
 
Table 3.1: Quality and value thresholds 
 
Typology Quality threshold Value threshold 
Parks and gardens 55% 20% 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 40% 20% 
Amenity greenspace 40% 20% 
Provision for children and young people - - 
Allotments 45% 20% 
Churchyards and cemeteries 50% 20% 
Civic space 55% 20% 
Green corridors 50% 20% 
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33. For value, there is no national guidance on the setting of thresholds. The 20% threshold 
applied is derived from our experience and knowledge in assessing the perceived value of 
sites. The 20% threshold for value is a relative score - designed to reflect those sites that 
meet more than one aspect of the criteria used for assessing value. 
 
Identifying deficiencies 
 
Quality 
 

34. The following table is a summary of the application of the quality standards in Stockport.  
 
Table 3.2: Quality scores for all open space typologies 
 
Typology  Threshold Scores No. of sites 

Lowest 
score 

Average 
score 

Highest 
score 

Spread Low High 
  

Allotments 45% 22% 48% 67% 45% 9 19 
Amenity greenspace 40% 7% 44% 79% 72% 58 98 
Churchyards and 
cemeteries 50% 13% 57% 78% 65% 6 10 

Civic spaces 55% 47% 58% 72% 25% 3 5 
Green corridors 50% 30% 46% 61% 31% 10 6 
Natural & semi-
natural greenspace 40% 13% 26% 48% 35% 15 12 

Park and gardens 55% 10% 58% 90% 79% 18 27 
TOTALS 119 177 

 
35. A total of 296 sites identified in Stockport are allocated a quality score from the audit 

assessment2. Most sites (177 out of 296) rate above the thresholds for quality. However, 
this does not necessarily mean that the other 119 sites are poor or have quality issues. 
Sites can score below the threshold due to a lack of ancillary facilities such as toilets, 
signage etc. which may not be present at all sites.  
 

36. Allotments (19 out of 28) and civic spaces (5 out of 8) proportionally have a higher number 
of sites scoring above the quality thresholds. However, nearly all typologies score well for 
quality, suggesting a generally high standard of open space provision in Stockport.  
 

37. Forms of provision scoring below the threshold tend to be as a result of sites having a 
generally poorer appearance. Such sites can often be lacking in a diverse range of 
features and facilities in comparison to similar sites of the same typology. For example, 
amenity sites scoring lower for quality are often observed as being overgrown or difficult to 
access. Similar reasons (i.e. poorer standard of general appearance and maintenance) 
are often observed for sites of other typologies.  
 

                                                
2 135 play sites do not receive a quality and value rating as the Stockport Play Review is used to 
determine the current situation for play. A handful of other typology sites could be assessed due to 
either not being accessible or viewable at time of visit. 
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Value 
 

38. The following table is a summary of the application of the value standards in Stockport.  
 
Table 3.3: Value scores for all open space typologies 
 
Typology  Threshold Scores No. of sites 

Lowest 
score 

Average 
score 

Highest 
score 

Spread Low High 
  

Allotments 

20% 

36% 59% 81% 45% 0 28 
Amenity 
greenspace 8% 42% 84% 76% 13 143 

Churchyards and 
cemeteries 10% 58% 68% 58% 2 14 

Civic spaces 28% 52% 75% 47% 0 8 
Green corridors 17% 41% 76% 59% 2 14 
Natural & semi-
natural greenspace 16% 44% 81% 65% 1 26 

Park and gardens 11% 61% 82% 72% 1 44 
TOTALS 19 277 

 
39. A total of 296 sites identified in Stockport are allocated a value score3. A high value site is 

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

40. The majority of sites (277 out of 296) are assessed as being above the threshold for 
value. The fact that all typologies have a high number of sites scoring high for value 
reflects their role in and importance to local communities and environments.  
 

41. Sites rating lower for value are often also observed as rating below the threshold for 
quality. This is often a result of a poor appearance or issues regarding access. However, 
the value these sites may provide in biodiversity and/or as a visual amenity, can still be 
important.  
 

                                                
3 135 play sites do not receive a quality and value rating as the Stockport Play Review is used to 
determine the current situation for play. A handful of other typology sites could not be assessed 
due to either not being accessible or viewable at time of visit. 
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Quality and value matrix 
 

42. Assessing the quality and value of open spaces is used to identify those sites which 
should be given the highest level of protection by the planning system, those which 
require enhancement in some way and those which may no longer be needed for their 
present purpose.  

 
43. When analysing the quality/value of a site it should be done in conjunction with regard to 

the quantity of provision in the area (whether there is a deficiency).  
 

44. Presented below is a high/low classification giving the following possible combinations of 
quality and value for open spaces: 
 
High quality/low value 
 

45. The preferred policy approach to a space in this category should be to enhance its value 
in terms of its present primary purpose. If this is not possible, the next best policy 
approach is to consider whether it might be of high value if converted to some other 
primary purpose (i.e. another open space type). Only if this is also impossible will it be 
acceptable to consider a change of use. 
 
High quality/high value 
 

46. All open spaces should have an aspiration to come into this category and the planning 
system should then seek to protect them. Sites of this category should be viewed as being 
key forms of open space provision. 
 
Low quality/low value 
 

47. The policy approach to these spaces or facilities in areas of identified shortfall should be 
to enhance their quality provided it is possible also to enhance their value.  
 

48. For open spaces in areas of sufficiency a change of primary typology should be first 
considered. If no shortfall of other open space typologies is noted than the site may be 
redundant/ 'surplus to requirements'. 
 

49. If there is a choice of open space sites of equal quality to declare surplus, and no need to 
use one or part of one to remedy a deficiency in some other form of open space or sport 
and recreation provision, it will normally be sensible to consider the one with the lowest 
value to be more disposable. Similarly, if two are of equal value, it will normally be 
sensible to consider disposal of the one of lower quality. 
 
Low quality/high value 
 

50. The policy approach to these spaces should be to enhance their quality to the applied 
standards. Therefore, the planning system should initially seek to protect them if they are 
not already so. 
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51. For sites of lower quality and value the following approach should be followed when 
determining actions: 
 
Figure 3.1: Process of improving quality and value 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

52. Please refer to Appendix One for tables showing the application of the quality and value 
matrix presented for each analysis area. However, the tables in the Implication and 
recommendations section provide a summary of the matrix. The location and proximity to 
similar open space typologies has been used to identify if the action identified for a site 
should be a priority.  
 

Can site quality be improved 
through a form of enhancement(s)?  

Will the quality enhancement(s) 
also improve the sites value and 

use by the local community? 

If not, consider if the open space 
typology of the site can be changed 
to a type of open space for which a 
deficiency in the area is identified   
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Implications and recommendations 
 

53. Following application of the quality and value matrix a summary of the actions for any 
relevant sites in each analysis area is shown below. 
 

54. For policy implications and recommendations for play provision for children and young 
people please refer to the Stockport Play Strategy.  
 

55. There is a need for flexibility to the enhancing of sites within close proximity to sites of 
lower quality and/or value. In some instances, a better use of resources and investment 
may be to focus on more suitable sites for enhancement as opposed to trying to enhance 
a site that is not appropriate or cost effective to do so.  
 
Bramhall & Cheadle Hulme South Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  

 Two sites score low for quality: 
Hesketh Road Park and Highfield 
Road Park. 

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible in line with other sites of a similar type. 
Highfield Road may be the priority due to site size. 

Natural and semi-natural  

 Low quality rating at Adswood.  Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible (e.g. entrance way/ancillary facilities could 
be explored).  

Amenity greenspace 
 Low quality ratings at six sites 

including Chudleigh Close Open 
Space, Guildford Avenue 
Recreation Ground, Linney Road 
Playing Field, Lyncombe Close, 
Thurlestone Drive Walkway and 
Cliston Walk Open Space.  

 Three sites, Bramhall Green Bus 
Terminus, Thurlestone Drive 
Walkway and Bridge Lane, score 
low for value. 

 Thurlestone Drive Walkway scores 
low for both quality and value. 

 Enhancing site quality should be explored where 
possible (exploring maintenance levels and 
opportunities for additional ancillary facilities on 
sites is advised). 
 
 

 Opportunities to enhance value of the sites should 
be explored; none of the sites considered as a 
priority as they are small incremental verge sites.     

 Enhance quality of site only if also possible to 
enhance value (review maintenance/ appearance); 
not considered priority as small incremental site.  

Allotments 
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 

Cemeteries and churchyards  

 All assessed sites rate high for 
quality and value. 

n/a 

Civic space 

 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Green corridors 
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 
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Central Stockport Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  

 Six sites score low for quality 
including Adder Park, Edgeley 
Park, Gorsey Bank Park, 
Woodlands Park, Bonar Park and 
Heaton Norris Park.  

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible in line with other sites of a similar type. 
Highfield Road may be the priority due to site size. 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 Low quality rating at Weldon 

Crescent. 
 

 Kenilworth Wood scores low for 
quality and value.  

  

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible (e.g. opportunity for formal BMX should be 
explored).  

 Enhance quality of site only if also possible to 
enhance value (review access/ appearance); not 
considered priority as highway verge site.  

Amenity greenspace 

 17 sites score low for quality (see 
appendices for list).  
 
 

 Five sites score low for quality and 
value including Mile End Meadow, 
Shawcross Street Banking, 
Wainwright Close, Clovelley Road 
and Bird Hall Avenue.  

 Quality of sites, in particular those with possible 
extensive recreational use should be enhanced 
where possible Bridgehall Playing Fields should be 
considered the priority due to large site size. 

 Enhance quality of sites only if also possible to 
enhance value (review access/ appearance); none 
considered priority as small incremental or verge 
style sites. 

Allotments  
 Three sites score low for quality: 

St Lesmo Road Allotments, 
Cheadle Old Road Allotments and 
Brinnington Rise Allotments.  

 

 Quality of sites should be enhanced where 
possible; exploring ways to improve sites overall 
appearance (e.g. working with allotment 
associations to put plot inspections in place or hold 
maintenance days at sites) should be encouraged. 

Cemeteries and churchyards 
 Two sites, Brinnington Road (St 

Pauls) and St Luke’s Church, 
score low for quality.  

 Two sites, St Albans Church and 
Christ Church score low for both 
quality and value.  

 Explore options to increase both the amount and 
quality of ancillary features at sites where possible 
with a view to increasing quality. 

 Enhance quality of sites only if also possible to 
enhance value (review access/ ancillary facilities on 
site) 

Civic spaces 
 Three civic space sites score low 

for quality; Edward Street, Mottram 
Towers and Howard Street.  

 Consideration to enhancing quality of sites by 
increasing the range and quality of ancillary 
features available. 

Green corridors  
 Two sites, Ealing Road Green 

Corridor and Brinksway Green 
Corridor, rate low for quality. 

 Gorsey Mount Green Corridor 
scores low for quality and value.  

 Explore opportunities to enhance quality of sites 
through improving overall appearance. Gorsey 
Mount site not considered a priority as buffer role 
with no usable access.  
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Cheadle Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  

 William Scholes Park scores low 
for quality.  

 

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible in line with other sites of a similar type. 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 Low quality rating for Argyll Road 

Open Space. 
 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 

possible (e.g. review site appearance and 
maintenance regimes). 
 

Amenity greenspace 

 Seven sites score low for quality 
including Dawson Road Playing 
Field, Etchells Road Open Space, 
Outwood Road Open Space, 
Roundhey Open Space Higher 
Mill, Milton Crescent and Cheadle 
Baths.  
 

 Three sites score low for quality 
and value: Etchells Road Open 
Space, Outwood Road Open 
Space and Roundhey Open Space 
 

 Quality of sites, in particular those with possible 
extensive recreational use should be enhanced 
where possible (e.g. reviewing access and general 
site appearance). 
 

 Enhance quality of sites only if also possible to 
enhance value (review security and maintenance/ 
general appearance).  

Allotments  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 

Cemeteries and churchyards 
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 

Civic space 
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Green corridors  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 
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Heatons & Reddish Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  

 Four sites rate low for quality 
including Houldsworth Park, 
Houldsworth Old Park, Manchester 
Road Park and South Reddish 
Park. 

 

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible in line with other sites of a similar type. 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 Low quality rating for Pars Wood.  Site quality should look to be enhanced where 

possible (e.g. review site appearance and 
maintenance regimes). 

 
Amenity greenspace 

 Eight sites score low for quality 
(see appendices for list). 

 Quality of sites, in particular those with possible 
extensive recreational use should be enhanced 
where possible. Priority for review may be larger 
sites such as Meadow Bank, Harcourt Street, 
Hollow Vale Estate and Heaton Mersey Bowl.  

Allotments  
 Two sites, Nelstrop Road 

Allotments and Reddish Vale 
Allotments receive low quality 
score. 
 

 Quality of sites should be enhanced where 
possible; exploring ways to improve sites overall 
appearance (e.g. working with allotment 
associations to put plot inspections in place or hold 
maintenance days at sites) should be encouraged. 

Cemeteries and churchyards 
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 

Civic space 
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Green corridors  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 
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Marple Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  

 Low quality score for High Lane 
Park.  

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible in line with other sites of a similar type. 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 Three sites receive low quality 

rating; Seven Stiles Wood, Barlow 
Woods and Middle Wood/Norbury 
Hollow. 

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible (e.g. review site appearance, access and 
maintenance). 

 
Amenity greenspace 

 Six sites score low for quality 
including Brookside Lane 
Recreation Ground, Lime Kilns 
Open Space, Lower Strines Road 
Verges, Mount Drive Open Space, 
Strines Road Recreation Ground 
and Russell Avenue. 

 Russell Avenue scores low for 
quality and value. 

 Quality of sites, in particular those with possible 
extensive recreational use should be enhanced 
where possible. Priority for review may be larger 
sites such as Brookside Lane Recreation Ground 
and Strines Road Recreation Ground. 

 
 Enhance quality of sites only if also possible to 

enhance value (e.g. review site access). 
 

Allotments  
 Three allotment sites receive low 

quality scores; Cote Green 
Allotments, High Lane Allotments 
and Rose Hill Allotments.  

 Quality of sites should be enhanced where 
possible; exploring ways to improve sites overall 
appearance (e.g. working with allotment 
associations to put plot inspections in place or hold 
maintenance days at sites) should be encouraged. 
 

Cemeteries and churchyards 
 Low quality score for All Saints 

Church. 
 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 

possible by exploring opportunities to improve 
features such as bins, pathways etc. 

 
Civic space 
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Green corridors  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 
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Stepping Hill Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  

 Three sites score low for quality; 
Boothby Street Park, Poise Brook 
Park and Devonshire Park.  
 

 Blackstone Road Park scores low 
for quality and value. 

 
 

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible in line with other sites of a similar type. 
Priority may be Poise Brook Park and Devonshire 
Park due to site location. 

 Enhance quality of site only if also possible to 
enhance value (review maintenance/general 
appearance). 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Amenity greenspace 

 Six sites score low for quality 
including Havergate Walks 
Passages, Kinross Avenue Open 
Spaces, Lyndhurst Avenue, 
Mallard Close, Moreton Lane 
Sports Ground and Hornsea Road. 

 Moreton Lane Sports Ground 
scores low for quality and value. 
 

 

 Quality of sites, in particular those with possible 
extensive recreational use should be enhanced 
where possible. Exploring options to improve site 
appearance and maintenance is recommended. 

 
 Enhance quality of site only if it is also possible to 

enhance value (e.g. review level of use of site and 
maintenance).  

Allotments  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 

Cemeteries and churchyards 
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 

Civic space 
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Green corridors  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 
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Werneth Analysis Area 
 
Summary Action 
Parks and gardens  
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 Seven sites score low for quality 

(see appendices for list). 
 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 

possible (e.g. review site appearance, access and 
maintenance). 
 

Amenity greenspace 

 Eight sites score low for quality 
(see appendices for list). 

 Quality of sites, in particular those with possible 
extensive recreational use should be enhanced 
where possible. Exploring options to improve site 
appearance and maintenance is recommended. 
Priority may be larger sites such as Moadlock Field, 
Bredbury Recreation Ground and Cemetery Open 
Space. 
  

Allotments  
 Low quality score for Braddon 

Road Allotments. 
 

 Quality of sites should be enhanced where 
possible; exploring ways to improve sites overall 
appearance (e.g. working with allotment 
associations to put plot inspections in place or hold 
maintenance days at sites) should be encouraged. 

 
Cemeteries and churchyards 
 Low quality score for Highfield 

Cemetery. 
 

 Site quality should look to be enhanced where 
possible by exploring opportunities to improve 
features such as bins, pathways etc. 

 
Civic space  
 No provision of this type identified. n/a 

Green corridors  
 All assessed sites rate high for 

quality and value. 
n/a 
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Management and development 
 

56. The following issues should be considered when undertaking site development or 
enhancement: 
 
 Site’s significance to local area and community. 
 Planning permission requirements and any foreseen difficulties in securing permission. 
 Gaining revenue funding from planning contributions in order to maintain existing sites. 
 Gaining planning contributions to assist with the creation of new provision where need 

has been identified.  
 Analysis of the possibility of shared site management opportunities. 
 The availability of opportunities to lease site to external organisations. 
 Options to assist community groups to gain funding to enhance existing provision.  
 Negotiation with landowners to increase access to private strategic sites.  
 
Community funding sources 
 

57. Outside of developer contributions there are also a number of potential funding sources4 
available to community and voluntary groups. Each scheme is different and is designed to 
serve a different purpose. In order for any bid to be successful consideration to the 
schemes criteria and the applicant’s objectives is needed. Sources for funding 
applications are continuously changing and regular checking of funding providers should 
be undertaken. 
  
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
4 Source: Potential funding for community green spaces, DCLG 
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3.2: ACCESSIBILITY  
 

58. Accessibility standards for different types of provision are a tool to identify communities 
currently not served by existing facilities. It is recognised that factors that underpin 
catchment areas vary from person to person, day to day and hour to hour. For the 
purposes of this process this problem is overcome by accepting the concept of ‘effective 
catchments’, defined as the distance that would be travelled by the majority of users. 
 

59. Guidance on appropriate walking distance and times is published by Fields In Trust (FIT) 
in its document Beyond the Six Acre Standard (2015). These guidelines have been 
converted in to an equivalent time period in the table below. 
 
Table 3.4: Accessibility standards to travel to open space provision 
 
Open space type Walking guideline Approximate time equivalent 
Parks & Gardens 710m 9 minute 
Amenity Greenspace 480m 6 minute 
Natural & Semi-Natural Greenspace 720m 9 minute 

 
60. For natural and semi-natural greenspace, Natural England's Accessible Natural 

Greenspace Standard (ANGSt) has been used. The ANGSt provides a set of benchmarks 
for ensuring access to places near to where people live. It recommends that people living 
in towns and cities should have: 
 
 An accessible natural greenspace of at least two hectares in size, no more than 300 

metres (5 minutes walk) from home. 
 At least one accessible 20 hectare site within two kilometres of home. 
 One accessible 100 hectare site within five kilometres of home. 
 One accessible 500 hectare site within ten kilometres of home. 
 

61. No standard is set for the typologies of allotments, cemeteries, civic spaces or green 
corridors. It is difficult to assess such typologies against catchment areas due to their 
nature and usage.  
 

62. For cemeteries, provision should be determined by demand for burial space. Similarly, 
demand for allotment provision should be determined by waiting lists. 
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Identifying deficiencies 
 

63. If an area does not have access to the required level of provision (consistent with the 
hierarchy) it is deemed deficient. KKP has identified instances where new sites may be 
needed or potential opportunities could be explored in order to provide comprehensive 
access to this type of provision (i.e. a gap in one form of provision may exist but the area 
in question may be served by another form of open space). 
 
Implications and recommendations 
 

64. The table below summaries the deficiencies identified from the application of the 
accessibility standards, together with the recommended actions. Please refer to the Open 
Space Assessment Report to view the maps. 
 
Bramhall and Cheadle Hulme South Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 Gap in FIT 9-minute 
walk time catchment 
to centre of area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites. Enhancing 
sites of low quality (e.g. Hesketh Road Park and 
Highfield Road Park) should be explored.  

 
Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against all 
ANGSt walk times.  

 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other key forms of open space with the potential 
to help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. 
Green Corridor sites such as Carr Wood and 
Happy Valley plus Parks like Bramhall Park, 
South Park and Bruntwood Park may help to 
partly serve gap). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 

 
Amenity 
greenspace 

 Gap in FIT 6-minute 
walk time catchment 
to centre of area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. Carrs 
Wood Green Corridor site may help to partly 
serve gap).  
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Central Stockport Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 Minor gap in FIT 9-
minute walk time 
catchment noted.  

 Size of gaps alone are unlikely to warrant new 
forms of provision; especially as area contains 
provision such as Woodbank Park.  
 

Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against 
ANGSt 5-minute walk 
time (with exception 
to north of area). 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against 
ANGSt 2km walk time 
to south of area. 

 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. all 
Park sites plus large amenity sites like 
Bridgehall Playing Fields, Rectory Fields and 
Cuddington Crescent may help to partly serve 
gaps). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 
 

Amenity 
greenspace 

 Gaps in FIT 6-minute 
walk time catchment 
to north and centre of 
area. 

 Gap to north is served by other forms of open 
space (e.g. Brinnington Park and Reddish Vale 
Country Park). Subsequently, priority should be 
ensuring quality of such sites. 

 Gap to centre is served by other forms of open 
space (e.g. Gorsey Bank Park, Hollywood Park 
and Bonar Park). Subsequently, priority should 
be ensuring quality of such sites. 
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Cheadle Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 Gap in FIT 9-minute 
walk time catchment 
to south and 
northwest of area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. 
Amenity sites helping to serve gaps include 
Gatley Carrs, Heald Green Recreation Ground, 
Roundhey Open Space and Outwood Road 
Open Space).  

 
Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against all 
ANGSt walk times to 
south and west of 
area. 

 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other key forms of open space with the potential 
to help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. all 
Park sites plus large amenity sites like Gatley 
Carrs and, Heald Green Recreation Ground may 
help to partly serve gaps). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 
 

Amenity 
greenspace 

 Gap in FIT 6-minute 
walk time catchment 
to west of area.  

 Gap is served by other forms of open space 
such as parks and gardens (e.g. Rosevale Park 
and Bruntwood Park). Subsequently, priority 
should be ensuring quality of such sites. 
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Heatons and Reddish Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 No significant 
catchment gap 
identified.  

n/a 

Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against 
ANGSt 5-minute walk 
time (with exception 
to east and southwest 
of area). 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. all 
Park sites plus the eight amenity sites of low 
quality as set out in quality/value matrix may 
help to partly serve gaps). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 
 

Amenity 
greenspace 

 Gaps in FIT 6-minute 
walk time catchment 
to centre of area. 

 Gap is served by other forms of open space 
(e.g. Crescent Park, Manchester Road Park and 
Thornfield Park). Subsequently, priority should 
be ensuring quality of such sites. 

 
Marple Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 Minor gap in 
catchment mapping to 
south of dense 
population. 

 Size of gap alone is unlikely to warrant new 
forms of provision; especially as area contains 
provision such as Brabyns Park and Marple 
Memorial Park.  

 
Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against 
ANGSt 5-minute walk 
time to area of denser 
population.  

 Minor gap in 
catchment mapping 
against ANGSt 2km 
walk time to area of 
denser population. 

 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. Park 
sites such as Brabyns Park and Marple 
Memorial Park plus Green Corridor sites like 
Middlewood Way may help to serve gaps). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 
 

Amenity 
greenspace 

 Gap in FIT 6-minute 
walk time catchment 
to southwest of area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gap could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. 
Middlewood Way green corridor site may help to 
partly serve gap).  
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Stepping Hill Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 Gap in FIT 9-minute 
walk time catchment 
to southwest of area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 It is recognised that other forms of open space 
are located within the catchment gap. These 
may have the potential to help serve the gap in 
parks and could look to be enhanced particularly 
if of low quality (e.g. Amenity sites helping to 
serve gap includes Hazel Grove Baths and 
Lyndhurst Avenue).  

 
Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against 
ANGSt 5-minute and 
2km walk times noted 
in area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. all 
Park sites plus Amenity sites like Hazel Grove 
Baths and Lyndhurst Avenue may help to serve 
gaps). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 
 

Amenity 
greenspace 

 Gaps in FIT 6-minute 
walk time catchment 
to centre and east of 
area. 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 It is recognised that the identified gap is served 
by other forms of open space such as parks and 
gardens (e.g. Blackstone Road Park, Great 
Moor Park, Torkington Park and Devonshire 
Park). Subsequently, the priority could be 
ensuring the quality of such sites i.e. Blackstone 
Road Park and Devonshire Park. 
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Wernerth Analysis Area 
 
Typology Identified need 

(catchment gap) 
Action 

Parks and 
gardens 

 Gap in FIT 9-minute 
walk time catchment 
to centre of area.  

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other forms of open space with the potential to 
help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. 
Amenity sites helping to serve gap includes 
Bredbury Recreation Ground, Goyt Valley Open 
Space & Rec Open Space and Smithy Green 
Rec Ground & Open Space).  

 
Natural and 
semi-natural 
greenspace 

 Gap in catchment 
mapping against 
ANGSt 5-minute walk 
time. 

 

 Gap in provision should look to be met. If not 
possible, alternative should be to ensure 
sufficient quality of existing sites.  

 Other key forms of open space with the potential 
to help serve catchment gaps could look to be 
enhanced particularly if of low quality (e.g. Park 
sites like Romily Recreation Ground and 
Amenity sites helping to serve gaps in park 
provision i.e. Bredbury Recreation Ground, Goyt 
Valley Open Space & Rec Open Space and 
Smithy Green Rec Ground & Open Space as 
well as the seven amenity sites of low quality as 
set out in quality/value matrix may help to partly 
serve gaps). 

 Opportunities to provide further natural and 
semi-natural greenspace features on such sites 
should be explored. 
 

Amenity 
greenspace 

 Minor gap in FIT 6-
minute walk time 
catchment to west of 
area. 

 Size of gap alone is unlikely to warrant new 
forms of provision; especially as area may be 
served to some extent by other forms of 
provision such as Crookilly Wood Park. 
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3.3: QUANTITY  
 

65. Quantity standards can be used to identify areas of shortfalls and help with setting 
requirements for future developments. Current provision levels are used along with 
population figures to calculate quantity standards for Stockport.  
 

66. The starting point for calculating quantity standards is the total current provision within a 
given area. Current provision usually has a high impact on aspirational future standards. 
Consequently, residents often base their judgement of need on or around current 
provision levels. 
 
Developing quantity standards  
 
Open spaces 
 

67. A current standard (on a ‘per 1,000 population of head’) is calculated by dividing the 
current level of provision for a typology by the identified population.  
 

68. No current standard is set for cemetery provision. For burial space, provision should be 
determined by demand and remaining burial capacity.  
 

69. Similarly, no current standard is suggested for green corridors. This is due to the role, use 
and often linear design of such provision as a means of linking places/areas together. Due 
to these multiple benefits existing green corridors should be protected with opportunities 
to provide additional forms of provision encouraged (where appropriate). 
 

70. The following current provision levels are set out within the Stockport Open Space 
Assessment Report: 
 
Table 3.5: Current provision levels for open space typologies 
 
 Current provision (hectares per 1,000 population) 

Parks and 
gardens 

Natural & semi-
natural 

Amenity 
greenspace 

Allotments 

Stockport 1.01 1.64 0.86 0.13 
 

71. Guidance on quantity levels is published by Fields In Trust (FIT) in its document Beyond 
the Six Acre Standard (2015). The guidance provides standards for three types of open 
space provision; parks and gardens, amenity greenspace and natural and semi-natural 
greenspace. The National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners (NSALG) offers 
guidance on allotments.  
 
Table 3.6: National quantity provision standards 
 
Open space type Quantity guideline 

(ha per 1000 population) 
Parks and gardens 0.80 
Amenity greenspace 0.60 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 1.80 
Allotments 0.25 
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Provision for children and young people  
 

72. For the purposes of this study the findings of the 2015 Stockport Play Review (SPR) are 
used to inform provision for children and young people. Table 3.7 sets out the current 
level of provision for children and young people in Stockport. 
 
Table 3.7: Current provision levels for children and young people  
 
 Provision for children and young people 

(hectares per 1,000 population) 
Stockport 0.04 

 
73. Fields in Trust (FIT) suggests a 0.25 hectare per 1,000 population of equipped/designated 

playing space as a guideline quantity standard. The SPR uses this as the benchmark 
quantity standard for provision for children and young people. 
 
Setting quantity standards  
 

74. As shortfalls are highlighted across Stockport. The following quantity standards (Table 3.8) 
are recommended in order to ensure that areas of future development growth do not 
further add to the identified existing shortfalls. 
 

75. Shortfalls in quality and accessibility standards are identified across the Borough for 
different types of open space (as set out in Parts 3.1 and 3.2). Consequently, the Council 
should seek to ensure these shortfalls are not made worse through future development 
growth across the Borough. It is therefore recommended that the quantity standards for 
natural and semi-natural greenspace, allotments and provision for children and young 
people is increased to represent the need and desire for increased levels of such open 
space provision across Stockport.  
 
Table 3.8: Recommended quantity standards   
 
Typology Recommended quantity standard  

(ha per 1,000 population) 
Parks and gardens 1.01 

Natural and semi-natural greenspace 1.80 
Amenity greenspace 0.86 
Allotment 0.25 
Provision for children and young people  0.25 
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Applying quantity standards  
 
Identified shortfalls 
 

76. The current provision levels can be used to help identify where areas of the local authority 
may have a shortfall against the recommended quantity standards for Stockport. Table 3.9 
and 3.10 show the position for each sub-area as to whether it is sufficient or identified as 
having a shortfall against the recommended quantity standards for each type of open 
space. 
 
Table 3.9: Current provision against recommended Stockport quantity standard 
 
Stockport 
Standard 

Parks and 
gardens 

Natural & semi-
natural 

Amenity 
greenspace 

Allotments  

(Hectares per 1000 population) 
1.01 1.80 0.86 0.25 

Current 
provision + / - Current 

provision + / - Current 
provision + / - Current 

provision + / - 
Bramhall & 
Cheadle 
Hulme South 

0.70 0.31 0.79 1.01 0.83 0.03 0.08 0.17 

Central 1.87 0.86 0.31 1.49 0.88 0.02 0.13 0.12 

Cheadle 1.64 0.63 0.76 1.04 1.31 0.45 0.12 0.13 
Heatons & 
Reddish 0.33 0.68 3.20 1.40 0.87 0.01 0.21 0.04 

Marple 1.79 0.78 4.70 2.90 0.53 0.33 0.09 0.16 

Stepping Hill 0.52 0.49 0.64 1.16 0.42 0.44 0.15 0.10 

Werneth 0.04 0.97 2.22 0.42 1.14 0.28 0.11 0.14 
 

77. Three analysis areas (Heatons & Reddish, Marple and Werneth) have a shortfall identified 
against the recommended quantity standard for parks and gardens. The same three 
analysis areas would also be deficient against the FIT standard of 0.80 hectares per 1,000 
population. 
 

78. There are four analysis areas (Bramhall & Cheadle Hulme South, Central, Cheadle and 
Stepping Hill) identified as having shortfalls in natural/semi-natural greenspace provision 
against the recommended standard for Stockport (based on the FIT standard). All four 
analysis areas would still show a shortfall even if the current provision level for Stockport 
(1.64 hectares per 1,000 population) was to be used.  
 

79. For amenity greenspace, there are three analysis areas highlighted as having shortfalls 
against the recommended Stockport Standard. Two of these (Marple and Stepping Hill) 
would also be deficient against the FIT standard of 0.60 hectares per 1,000 population. 
 

80. All analysis areas (and Stockport overall) have shortfalls against the recommended 
standards (based on the NSALG standard).  
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Provision for children and young people  
 

81. For the purposes of this study the findings of the 2015 Stockport Play Review (SPR) are 
used to inform provision for children and young people.  

 
82. Fields in Trust (FIT) suggests 0.25 hectares per 1,000 population of equipped/designated 

playing space as a guideline quantity standard.  
 

83. Table 3.10 shows that overall Stockport is deficient on this basis with all analysis areas 
showing shortfalls against the recommended quantity standard (based on FIT). 
 
Table 3.10: Current play provision against recommended quantity standard  
 
Analysis area Hectares per 1000 population 

Current provision Sufficiency/deficiency against 
0.25 FIT standard 

Bramhall & Cheadle 
Hulme South 

0.03 0.22 

Central 0.05 0.20 

Cheadle 0.03 0.22 

Heatons & Reddish 0.01 0.24 

Marple 0.06 0.19 

Stepping Hill 0.04 0.21 

Werneth 0.03 0.22 
 
Identifying priorities  
 

84. Areas identified as being sufficient in terms of meeting the recommended quantity 
standard for Stockport should not be viewed as a tool for identifying surpluses of 
provision. The intention of Tables 3.9 and 3.10 is to highlight areas of the Borough with 
shortfalls in open space provision. 

 
85. The recommended quantity standards should be used to determine the open space 

requirements as part of new housing developments. In the first instance, all types of open 
space provision should look to be provided as part of new housing developments.  

 
86. If this is not considered viable, the column signalling whether an analysis area is sufficient 

or has a shortfall against the recommended quantity standards may be used to help 
inform the priorities for each type of open space within each analysis area (i.e. the 
priorities will be where a shortfall has been identified). 

 
87. For example, in the Heatons and Reddish Analysis Area shortfalls are highlighted in parks 

and gardens, amenity greenspace, allotments and provision for children and young 
people (see Tables 3.9 and 3.10). The priority for new provision in the area should be for 
parks and gardens and provision for children and young; as the shortfall in both types of 
open space are noticeably more significant than either of the shortfalls for amenity 
greenspace and allotments (which are only just short of the recommended quantity 
standards). 
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Future needs  
 

88. Once quantity standards are established, they can be used to calculate how much open 
space provision per 1,000 people is required to strategically serve development growth 
areas in the future. Future need for open space will arise from the population increases 
from potential housing growth areas and developments.   

 
89. The Stockport Local Plan Document (SLP), currently being drafted at the time of writing, 

will set out the areas of housing development across the Borough. The suggested 
standards for Stockport should be applied in order to determine the need for open space 
provision as part of any development allocation.  

 
90. Growth should be presented in terms of number of dwellings. An average household 

occupancy rate5 per dwelling should be used to provide a growth population figure.  
 
Example:  
 

91. The following is a hypothetical example if a site allocation of 500 dwellings were to be 
proposed. Using the average occupancy rate this may result in a population growth of 
1,150. The suggested quantity standards for Stockport can be used to calculate the 
potential open space requirements6: 
 
Table 3.11: Example open space requirement 
 
Typology Quantity standard  

(ha per 1,000 population) 
Open space requirement 

(hectares) 
Parks and gardens 1.01 1.16 

Natural and semi-natural 1.80 2.07 
Amenity greenspace 0.86 0.99 
Allotment 0.25 0.29 
Provision for children and 
young people 

0.25 0.29 

 
92. More specific requirements for the different types of open space needed as part of a 

development can be determined once more detail on housing numbers and types is 
known. For instance, if a development is to contain a significant amount of larger housing 
units than the development is likely to have a greater population. Consequently, the 
requirement for open space will be greater.  
 

93. Similarly, if the types of units as part of a development contains a greater number of larger 
‘family’ units than the population as part of the development could be assumed to feature 
a greater child population. Subsequently, the requirements for open space could reflect 
the likely needs of the new population (i.e. there may be a greater need for play provision 
and/or amenity greenspace as part of such a development). 
 
 
 
 

                                                
5 If no local occupancy rate is established, then the ONS average household size of 2.3 persons 
should look to be utilised 
6 Current provision level x Identified Population / 1,000 
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PART 4: POLICY ADVICE AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Recommendations 
 

94. The following section provides a summary on the key findings application of the quantity, 
quality and accessibility standards. It incorporates and recommends what the Council 
should be seeking to achieve in order to address the issues highlighted.  
 
Recommendation 1 
 
 Ensure low quality sites in areas are prioritised for enhancement 
 

95. The policy approach to these sites should be to enhance their quality to the applied 
standards (i.e. high quality) where possible. This is especially the case if the site is 
deemed to be of high value to the local community. Therefore, they should initially be 
protected, if they are not already so, in order for their quality to be improved. 

 
96. The implications summary of the quality and value matrix (P15-21) identifies those sites 

that should be given consideration for enhancement if possible. Priority sites should be 
those highlighted as helping or with the potential to serve gaps in provision (see 
Recommendation 2).  

 
97. It is also important for other low quality sites (that may also score low for value) to be 

addressed in terms of their quality deficiency if possible. 
 
Recommendation 2 
 
 Sites helping or with the potential to serve areas identified as having gaps in 

catchment mapping should be recognised through protection and enhancement  
 

98. The implications summary for the accessibility catchment mapping (p24-29) highlights 
those sites that help or have the potential to serve gaps in provision. Furthermore, there 
are a number of sites across Stockport with a multi-functional role which may serve (to 
some extent) the whole of the Borough. 
 

99. The Council should seek to ensure the role and quality of these multi-functional sites 
through greater levels and diverse range of features linked to those types of open space. 
This is in order to provide a stronger secondary role as well as opportunities associated 
with other open space types. This may also help to minimise the need for new forms of 
provision in order to address gaps in catchments or as a result of potential new housing 
growth developments. This may particularly be the case in areas where the space to 
create new forms of provision is not an option. 
 
Recommendation 3 
 
 Recognise areas with sufficient provision in open space and how they may be able to 

meet other areas of need 
 

100. If no improvements can be made to sites identified as lower value and/or lower quality 
and value (p15-21), then a change of primary typology should be considered.  
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101. If no shortfall in other open space types is noted (p32-33), or it is not feasible to change 
the primary typology of the site, only then the site may be redundant/'surplus to 
requirements'. Figure 3.1 (p14) should be used in considering the approach to lower 
quality and value sites. 

 
Recommendation 4 
 
 The need for additional cemetery provision should be led by demand 
 

102. No standards have been set for the provision of cemeteries. Instead provision should be 
determined by demand for burial space. 

 
103. There is believed to be remaining burial capacity to meet current requirements for the 

next 3-5 years. On this basis, there is a need to investigate options with regard to 
locations for future burial provision.  
 
Implications 
 

104. The following section sets out the policy implications in terms of the planning process in 
Stockport. This is intended to help steer the Council in seeking contributions to the 
improvement and/or provision of any new forms of open space. 
 
How is provision to be made? 
  

105. The requirements for on-site or off-site provision will vary according to the type of open 
space to be provided. Collecting contributions from developers can be undertaken 
through the following two processes. 
 

106. Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and Planning Obligations are the two main 
mechanisms available to the Council to ensure future development addresses any 
adverse impacts it creates. If required, Planning Conditions can be used to ensure that 
key requirements are met. 
 
Planning obligations 
 

107. Planning Conditions and Obligations (often known as Section 106 Agreements) require 
individual developments to provide or pay for the provision of development specific 
infrastructure requirements. They are flexible and deliver a wide range of site and 
community infrastructure benefits. 

 
108. A development should make appropriate provision of services, facilities and infrastructure 

to meet its own needs. Where sufficient capacity does not exist, the development should 
contribute what is necessary either on-site or by making a financial contribution towards 
provision elsewhere. 
 
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
 

109. The CIL is a newer method of requiring developers to fund infrastructure facilities 
including open spaces. Charges are based on the size and type of new development. It 
will generate funding to deliver a range of Borough wide and local infrastructure projects 
that support residential and economic growth. 
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110. CILs are to be levied on the gross internal floor space of the net additional liable 
development. The rate at which to charge such developments is set out within a council’s 
Charging Schedule.  This will be expressed in £ per m2. 
 

111. More recently, in tandem with the Housing White Paper, an update to the DCLG 
consultation on CIL proposes it overhaul. The Government is to provide an update in the 
Autumn Statement (2017). In light of this Central Government background, Stockport’s 
progressing of CIL is currently on hold. 
 
Seeking developer contributions 
 

112. This document can inform policies and emerging planning documents by assisting in the 
Council’s approach to securing open spaces through new housing development. The 
guidance should form the basis for negotiation with developers to secure contributions for 
the provision of appropriate facilities and their long term maintenance.  

 
113. In smaller, infill, development areas where open space provision is identified as being 

sufficient in terms of quantity, provision of new open space is not deemed necessary. It 
may be more suitable to seek contributions for quality improvements and/or new offsite 
provision in order to address any future demand.  
 
Offsite contributions 
 

114. If new provision cannot be provided on site, it may be more appropriate to seek to 
enhance the quality of existing provision and/or improve access and linkages to existing 
sites. In some instances, a development may be located within close proximity to an 
existing site. In such cases, it may be more beneficial for an offsite contribution to avoid 
creation of small incremental spaces so close to existing sites.  

 
115. Standard costs for the enhancement of existing open space and provision of new open 

spaces should be clearly identified and revised on a regular basis by the Council.  
 

116. A financial contribution should be, for example, required principally but not exclusively for 
the typologies identified in this document; subject to the appropriate authority providing 
and managing the forms of open space provision. 

 
117. The wider benefits of open space sites and features regardless of size should be 

recognised as a key design principle for any new development. These features and 
elements can help to contribute to the perception of open space provision in an area, at 
the same time as also ensuring an aesthetically pleasing landscape providing social and 
health benefits. 

 
118. The flowchart on p38 sets out in more detail the process that should be considered when 

determining contributions. For larger scale developments, the quantity standards should 
be used to help determine the requirements for open space provision as part of that 
development. 
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Maintenance contributions 
 

119. There will be a requirement on developers to demonstrate that where onsite provision is 
to be provided it will be managed and maintained accordingly. In some instances, the site 
may be adopted by the Council, which will require the developer to submit a sum of 
money in order to pay the costs of the site’s future maintenance. Often the procedure for 
councils adopting new sites includes: 
 
 The developer being responsible for maintenance of the site for an initial agreed 

establishment period. 
 Sums to cover the maintenance costs of a site (once transferred to the Council) 

should be intended to cover an agreed set period. 
 

120. Calculations to determine the amount of maintenance contributions required should be 
based on current maintenance costs. The typical maintenance costs for the site should 
also take into consideration its open space typology and size. 
 

121. The figure below sets out the processes that should be considered when determining 
developer contributions towards open space, sport and recreation provision. 
 
Figure 4.1: Determining developer contributions 
 
 

Step 1 - Determine whether, after the development, there will be a 
sufficient amount of open spaces within the accessibility catchments 

of the development site, including on site, to meet the needs of 
existing and new populations based on the proposed local standards. 

Step 2a - Does the quality of open 
spaces within the accessibility 
catchments match the quality 

thresholds in the Assessment? 

Step 2b - Work out the requirement 
for each applicable type of open 

space. 

Step 3 - Determine whether the 
open space can/should be provided 

on site. 

Step 4a - Developer 
contributions will be 

required towards enhancing 
existing provision (where 

possible)/ improving access 
to existing provision and 

providing green 
infrastructure. 

The developer will be required to 
contribute to the enhancement of 

offsite provision within the 
accessibility standards set. 

Step 4b - Calculate the 
recommended 
contribution for 

enhancing existing 
provision. 

Step 4c - The developer 
should design and build 
provision onsite and/or 
Work out the developer 

contribution for new 
provision. 

 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 
No 

No 

No 
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122. In relation to Step 4a there is still a need to encourage elements of green infrastructure as 

part of any development. It is important for the overarching principles of sustainable 
development to be followed. For example, Development Management Policy SD-1 
(Creating Sustainable Communities) and Development Management Policy SD-6 
(Adapting to the Impacts of Climate Change) of the adopted Core Strategy set out the 
ways in which the design principles can be implemented (e.g. green roofs, boundaries). 
 
Calculating onsite contributions 
 

123. The requirement for open spaces could be based upon the number of persons generated 
from the net increase in dwellings in the proposed scheme, using the average household 
occupancy rate of 2.3 persons per dwelling. On this basis, 1,000 persons at 2.3 persons 
per household represent 435 dwellings.     

 
124. The next stage is to calculate the open space requirement by typology per dwelling. This 

is calculated by multiplying 435 (dwellings) X the appropriate provision per dwelling by 
typology.  

 
125. Using amenity greenspace as an example, the recommended standard is 0.86 ha per 

1,000 population (8,600 sq. metres per 1,000 population) or 435 dwellings. Therefore, by 
dividing 8,600 sq. metres by 435 dwellings a requirement for 19.8 sq. metres of amenity 
greenspace per dwelling is obtained.  
 
Equipped play areas recommendation 
 

126. Residential developments should normally be required to meet the need for play provision 
generated by the development on site, either as an integral part of the design, or through 
payment of a development contribution which will be used to install or upgrade play 
facilities in the vicinity of a proposed development. 

 
127. Whilst the norm has been to expect provision to be made on site, consideration needs to 

be given to the feasibility of provision.  
 

128. The Fields in Trust (FIT) recommended minimum area of a formal LAP (Local Area for 
Play) is approximately 0.01ha, or 100 sq. metres per 1,000 population. Similarly, the FIT 
recommended area of a formal LEAP (Local Equipped Area for Play) is approximately 
0.04 hectares, or 400 sq. metres per 1,000 population and for a NEAP (Neighbourhood 
Equipped Area for Play) is 0.10 hectares, or 1000 sq. metres, per 1,000 population. 
Therefore, a significant amount of new housing in a development would be required to 
warrant on-site provision of formal children’s play space.  
 

129. This means that for a significant number of development sites, formal children’s play 
space provision may take the form of developer contributions to up-grade local equipped 
children’s play facilities in the vicinity of the development. However, informal provision 
may still need to be made on site in locations where the nearest existing play provision is 
deemed too far away. 
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130. The extent to which the amount of the required provision should be made on site by way 
of informal provision would be determined on a case by case basis subject to site size, 
shape, topography, the risk of conflict with existing neighbouring residential properties 
and feasibility. Any informal provision can include useable informal grassed areas but 
should not include landscaping areas as these are regarded as formal provision.  

 
131. Opportunities to provide inclusive forms of play equipment at sites should be encouraged. 

The SPR highlighted that whilst the majority of play space can be accessed by children 
and young people with disabilities, there is limited provision, in terms of play equipment 
for them to engage with. 
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APPENDIX ONE: QUALITY AND VALUE MATRIX 
 

132. Assessing the quality and value of open spaces is used to identify those sites which 
should be given the highest level of protection by the planning system, those which 
require enhancement in some way and those which may be redundant in terms of their 
present purpose. Further guidance on the quality and value matrix is set out on Page 8.  
 
Bramhall & Cheadle Hulme South Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 95 Billys Lane Allotments 
 

 
 

Low   

 
Amenity greenspace  
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

33 Bolton Avenue Open Space  
35 Bradshaw Hall New Playing Field 
36 Bradshaw Hall Old Playing Field 
56 Chevin Gardens Open Space 
94 Heathbank Road Playing Field 
113 Lumb Lane Recreation Ground 
150 Ringmore Road Open Space 
169 Thorn Grove Recreation Ground 
170 Footpath To Dean Moor Road 
184 Woodford Recreation Ground 
186 Woods Lane Sports Ground 
351 Holset Walk/Denbury Green  
385 Totnes Avenue Open Space 
447 Bude Close 

 

57 Chudleigh Close Open Space 
81 Guildford Avenue Recreation Ground 
111 Linney Road Playing Field 
114 Lyncombe Close Open Space 
352 Cliston Walk Open Space 

 

Low 
38 Bramhall Green Bus Terminal 
390 Bridge Lane  

 

149 Thurlestone Drive Walkway  
  

 

 
Green Corridors 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
340 Carr Wood  
341 Happy Valley  

 

 

Low   
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Natural and semi-natural greenspace 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
350 New House Farm Estate 
446 Adswood 

 

 

Low   

 
Parks and gardens 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
164 Oak Meadow Park 
187 South Park 
328 Bramhall Park 

 

99 Hesketh Park  
359 Highfield Road Park  

 

Low   

 
Central Stockport Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
177 Webb Lane Allotments 
295 Barnfield Road East Allotments 

 

41 Brinnington Rise Allotments 
135 Cheadle Old Road Allotments 
160 St Lesmo Road Allotments 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e 

High 

39 Brindale Road Open Space 

74 Gorsey Mount Street Open 
Space 

84 Hallam Gardens Open Space 
107 Lapwing Recreation Centre 
112 Lowndes Close Open Space 
129 New Zealand Road Playing Field 
167 Sykes Reservoirs 
176 Walnut Tree Playing Field 
191 No.1 Baker Street 
285 Newbridge House 
303 Davenport Playing Fields 
329 Riverside Open Spaces 
450 Nottingham Avenue 
451 Lincoln Green 

28 Appleby Close Banking 
46 Buttercup Drive Open Space 
49 Canada St/Maple Close Open Space 
85 Handley Close Open Space 
126 Open Space Side of No.57 
128 New Zealand Road Open Spaces 
143 Penny Lane Banking 
166 Swythamley Road Open Space 
173 Rectory Fields 
353 Cuddington Crescent Open Space 
367 Bridgehall Playing Fields 
381 Bells Paddock 
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Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 
453 Aberdeen Grove 

 

Low 

 122 Mile End Meadow 
156 Shawcross Street Banking 
175 Wainwright Close Open Space  
213 Clovelley Road Open Space 
345 Bird Hall Avenue Open Space 

 

 
Cemeteries 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
6 St Peter’s Church 

161 St Mary’s Churchyard 
162 St Thomas Church 

 

40 Brinnington Road (St Paul’s Church)  
311 St Luke’s Church 

 

Low 
 
 

159 St Albans Church 
284 Christ Church 

 

 
Civic space  
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

165 Stopford House 
378 St Petersgate Place & Church 
441 Mersey Square 
442 Castle Yard 
443 Warren Street 

 

439 Edward Street 
440 Mottram Towers 
444 Howard Street 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Green corridors 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
 436 Ealing Road Green Corridor 

437 Brinksway Green Corridor 
 

Low  435 Gorsey Mount Green Corridor 
 

 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
369 Warth Meadow Playing Fields 
377 Penny Lane Open Space 

 

31 Weldon Crescent  
  

 

Low 
 373 Kenilworth Wood  
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Parks and gardens 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

25 Adswood Park 
26 Alexandra Park 
48 Cale Green Park 
101 Hollywood Park 
155 Shaw Heath Park 
163 St Thomas's Park 
347 Woodbank Park 
348 Vernon Park 
391 Brinnington Park 

 

24 Adder Park 
66 Edgeley Park 
73 Gorsey Bank Park 
182 Woodlands Park 
219.1 Bonar Park 
296 Heaton Norris Park 

 

Low   

 
Cheadle Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
69 Gatley Hill Allotments  
130 Newboult Road Allotments 

 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e 

High 

43 Brookfield Recreation Ground 
51 Cheadle Green 

52 Diamond Jubilee Recreation 
Ground 

65 East Avenue Recreation Ground 
70 Gatley Hill & Library 
71 Gatley Recreation Ground 
75 Grange Park Road Playing Field 
108 Lavington Avenue Sports Ground 
110 Leyland Avenue Open Space 

118 Maple Avenue Recreation 
Ground 

133 Oakhurst Drive Playing Field 
137 Heald Green Recreation Ground 
139 Park Road Stadium 
305 Gatley Carrs 
349 

 
 

Ladybridge Sports Ground 
 
 

62 Dawson Road Playing Field 
181 Higher Mill Open Space 
317 Milton Crescent Open Space 
382 Cheadle Baths 
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Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 
356 Heald Green War Memorial 
452 Hall Street 

 

Low 
 67 Etchells Road Open Space  

136 Outwood Road Open Space 
154 Roundhey Open Space 

 

 
Cemeteries 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
5 Park Road Cemetery  

292 Mill Lane Cemetery  
 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Green Corridors 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
 342 Ladybrook Valley / Mickerbrook 

346 Sandringham Road Playing Field 
432 Bruntwood Green Corridor 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
291 Wrights Wood  
354 Abney Hall Park  

 

310 Argyll Road Open Space  
 

Low  
 

 

 
Parks and gardens 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

45 Brooklyn Park 
153 Rosevale Park 
205 Bruntwood Park 
280 Brookfield Park 

 

180 William Scholes Park 
  

 

Low   
 

 



STOCKPORT METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL  
OPEN SPACE STANDARDS PAPER 
 
 

August 2017                        Knight Kavanagh & Page 46 
 

Heatons & Reddish Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

58 Craig Road Allotments 
78 Green Lane Allotments 
146 Priestnall Road Allotments 
179 Whitehill Allotments 
185 Woodhall Road Allotments 

 

127 Nelstrop Road Allotments 
148 Reddish Vale Allotments 

 

Low   
 

 
Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

44 Brookfold Road Playing Field 
59 Craig Road Playing Field 
88 Naseby Road 
97 Heaton Mersey Common 
119 Marbury Road Playing Field 
121 Meadows Road Playing Field 

158 Simon Freeman Close Open 
Space 

207 Frederick Whittaker Scott 
Playing Fields 

289 Priestnall Hey Open Spaces 
300 Norris Hill Open Space 
301 Lloyd Street Recreation Ground 
330 Newark Road Open Space 
387 St Andrews Road Playing Field 
388 Bowerfold Lane Open Space 

 

 30      Meadow Bank Open Space 
86 Harcourt St. Open Space 
100 Hollow Vale Estate Open Spaces 
104 Hurst Street Open Space 
120 Passage To Winchester Drive 
189 Wordsworth Road Open Space 
212 Berwick Avenue Estate Open Space 
294 Heaton Mersey Bowl 

 

Low   

 
Cemeteries 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 279 Willow Grove Cemetery  
 

 
 

Low   
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Green corridors 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
80 Green Pastures Open Spaces 
433 Reddish Vale Green Corridor 
438 Yew Street Green Corridor 

 

190 The Links  
  

 

Low   

 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
 344 Parrs Wood  

  
 

Low  
 

 

 
Parks and gardens 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

60 Crescent Park 
98 Heaton Mersey Park 
132 North Reddish Park 
147 Unity Park 
290 Thornfield Park 
297 Heaton Moor Park 

 

102 Houldsworth Park 
103 Houldsworth Old Park 
117 Manchester Road Park 
208 South Reddish Park 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Marple Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
19 Seven Stiles Allotments  
334 Dooley Lane Allotments  

 

315 Cote Green Allotments 
316 High Lane Allotments 
318 Rose Hill Allotments 

 

Low  
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Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

8 Compstall Recreation Ground 

9 Cote Green Lane Recreation 
Ground 

10 Cromwell Road Recreation 
Ground 

11 Marple Hall Site 
14 Ludworth Recreation Ground 
15 Marple Recreation Ground 
16 Mellor Recreation Ground 
17 Mill Brow Recreation Ground 
308 Brabyns Brow Picnic Area 
375 Hawk Green Recreation Ground 
384 Oldknow Rd.- Gardens & Water 

 

7 Brookside Lane Recreation Ground 
12 Lime Kilns Open Space 
13 Lower Strines Road Verges 
18 Mount Drive Open Space 
20 Strines Road Recreation Ground 

 

Low  364 Russell Avenue  
 

 
Cemeteries 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 23 St Martins  
 

22 All Saints Church   
 

Low   

 
Green corridors 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High  
 

343 Middlewood Way  
 

Low  
 

 

 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
324 Etherow Country Park  
363 The Quarry  

 

361 Seven Stiles Wood  
362 Barlow Woods  
365 Middle Wood/ Norbury Hollow 

 

Low  
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Parks and gardens 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
306 Marple Memorial Park 
307 Brabyns Park 

 

21.1 High Lane Park  
  

 

Low  
 

 

 
Stepping Hill Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

53 Chester Road Allotments  
68 Flowery Field Allotments  
134 Offerton Hall Allotments 
172 Torkington Road Allotments 
188 Dial Park Road Allotments 

 

 

Low  
 

 

 
Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

27 Alfreton Road Open Spaces 
47 Mile End Corner 
54 Chester Road Playing Field 
55 Old Norbury School Fields Site 
79 Green Lane Recreation Ground 

82 Half Moon Lane Recreation 
Ground 

83 St Johns Wood Fields 
91 Hazel Grove Baths 
92 Hazel Grove War Memorial 
105 Bramhall Lane Corner 
309 Blair Close Recreation Ground 
355 Woodsmoor Playing Field 

 

89 Havergate Walks Passages 
106 Kinross Avenue Open Spaces 
115 Lyndhurst Avenue Open Space 
116 Mallard Close Open Space 
174 Hornsea Rd Open Spaces 

 

Low 
 125 Moreton Lane Sports Ground  

  
 

 



STOCKPORT METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL  
OPEN SPACE STANDARDS PAPER 
 
 

August 2017                        Knight Kavanagh & Page 50 
 

 
Cemeteries 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
278 Norbury Church 

 

 
 

Low   

 
Green corridors 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
327 Poise Brook  

 

 
 

Low   

 
Natural and semi-natural greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 445 Mirlees Field, Woodsmoor  
 

 
 

Low   

 
 
Parks and gardens 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
77 Great Moor Park  
171 Torkington Park   

 

34 Boothby Street Park 
145 Poise Brook Park 
210 Devonshire Park 

 

Low  
 

32 Blackstone Road Park  
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Werneth Analysis Area 
 
Allotments 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
178 Welkin Road Allotments  
331 Birch Avenue Allotments  

 

319 Braddon Road Allotments 
 

Low  
 

 

 
Amenity greenspace 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

72 Hyde Rd Corner 
76 Werneth Hollow Corner 
123 Mill Lane Recreation Ground 

138 Overdale Road Recreation 
Ground 

142 Spring Bank Recreation Ground 
168 Tangshutts Playing Field 
320 Riversdale View Open Space 
323 Goyt Valley Open Space & Rec. 
333 Gotherage Lane Playing Field 
338 Daisyfield Playing Field 
448 Ruskin Gardens 

 

109 Canal Side Open Space 
124 Moadlock Field & Entrance 
141 Peak Bank Open Space 
151 Romiley Marina Pool 
298 Smithy Green Rec Ground  
321 Bredbury Recreation Ground 
371 Cemetery Open Space 
449    Hayfield Road 

Low   

 
Cemeteries 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 
281 St Chads Church  
282 St marks Church  

 

4 Highfield Cemetery  
 

Low  
 

 

 
Green corridors 
 Quality 

High Low 

Va
lu

e High  
 

322 Stockport Road West Egerton 
 

Low  
 

434 Werneth Green Corridor  
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Natural and semi-natural greenspace 

 Quality 
High Low 

Va
lu

e High 

360 Redbrow Wood 
368 Crookilly Wood  

 

29 Bankfield Road Open Space 
325 Chadkirk Country Estate 
332 Tangshutt Lane Woods 
336 Millenium Wood 
337 Dark Lane Woods 
370 The Broadway Open Space 
372 Healdwood Rd. Open Space 

 

Low  
 

 

 
 
 
 
 


