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Abstract

The Council of Brent recognizes the importanceuwtioor play areas to developing
children and is looking to improve the overall slypgnd quality of their play spaces as
well as their policies concerning play. This pobjeeviews current policies, evaluates
playgrounds not known or maintained by the Coumlgtermines deficient areas in the
Borough, and proposes recommendations for improx&nelhe information will be

used by Brent Council to create new play opporiesii the borough.
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Executive Summary

Play, especially outdoors activities, is an esaenbmponent in the development
of young children. As such there is a need fodoat play spaces within cities and
developments where the amount of open space timabeautilized as a play space is
limited. The responsibility to ensure that allldhen have access to these vital areas falls
to the governing body in an area. The Brent Cduras recognized the need to evaluate
the current status of play spaces within the BonooigBrent. This project has taken the
steps needed towards ensuring there is adequatespdace for all children within the
borough, as well as adequate polices concerning gpace development. Within the
borough there are 41 maintained play spaces whelmanitored and repaired biweekly
by the borough, and a previously unknown numbemdépendently maintained play
spaces. The Council desired to know how manyedgahndependent play spaces existed
along with where they were located and what coowlithey were in. This data, when
combined with the information about borough maimtai play spaces, can be used to
identify deficient areas within the borough. Sudmes regarding the maintenance of
current play spaces and development of future pgmces were identified through this
information. Recommendations on possible improveaméa policies regarding play
spaces were formed using these results.

There were four major objectives for this projedthe first was to analyze the
effectiveness of policy OS18, a planning policy cfyeng that a certain size
development must provide a play space on-site cordribution towards an already
existing play space. This was accomplished byerewig planning applications from the
year 2001 to the present, and determining the egdplity of policy OS18 to the
development. Research into policy OS18 discovdratthe policy was applicable to 122
of the 250 applications reviewed. Through analyisés results show that only 18% of
applications followed policy OS18 when applicable.

The creation of a comprehensive list and map efidcation of every play space
within Brent was the second objective. GIS sofevass used to combine the forty one
borough maintained play spaces with the sixteeateegilaygrounds identified through

site inspection and the spaces currently beingtoaeted to create a complete play space



map shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Comprehensive Map of Play Spaces

The third objective was to create a map of deficageas regarding play spaces.
For all 57 play spaces a 400 meter accessibilihezwas created using the play space as
a centre point. This allowed us to be able to ifienthat areas of the borough had no
play space provision. To create a map showindeditient areas in the borough of Brent
the accessibility map was compared with statisticpopulation density, age statistics,
and major accessibility issues. Compiling thestofs produced a final deficiency map

(Figure 2).



Ages 5-14 Final Deficiency Map
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Figure 2: Final Deficiency Map

The final deficiency map shows the high priorityeas of the borough.

significant note are the south and west areas, ndrodarlesden and Wembley

specifically. There was also created a final deficy map for ages 0-4 which can be

viewed in the results section of the report.

The final outcome of the project was to form reaoendations for the Borough

of Brent on how to improve their policies and hawimprove play spaces in general.

Recommendations were based on the policies alr@adgxistence and information

gathered from the first three objectives. Detasedgestions were provided on how to

increase the effectiveness of policy OS18 as welhaw Brent could improve their

current and future play spaces. Site evaluatiomsranommendations were all done in

compliance to the national and regional guidelmdspted by Brent.
The first policy change recommended for policy ®S% to educate the
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prospected tenants of each development. What thenmis to provide them with the
knowledge that the development they are moving imtechnically supposed to provide
them with a play space. Then, hopefully, if theateis are supplied with this knowledge
and a play space is provided they will contactBhent Council and enforcement will be
able to deal with the situation.

The next recommendation is that the Borough shoatdimit itself to traditional
play spaces. Traditional play spaces are not aveagquate and can leave out specific
ages or the disabled. To remedy this we recomraeratiety of different play spaces be
developed. The most innovative and current playgds are ones such as home zones,
adventure playgrounds, and all inclusive play spacEhese types of play space require
different considerations and these factors will ehde be taken into account when
deciding whether or not to provide them. Home Zoneguire complete cooperation
from the neighbourhoods that they are built in leeathey restrict traffic and parking.
Adventure playgrounds require staff or volunteerbdth manage and maintain, since the
aim is to have a non static play space that isysvehanging and gives children different
experiences all the time. All inclusive play spacequire a delicate balance between
equipment for the disabled and standard equipn@easd4o not leave out one group or to
separate the two groups with the placement of egeip and thus preventing social
interaction.

Lastly, the borough of Brent already has a good warh@f high quality play
spaces where numerous kids have been seen enjthentselves. A good option for
Brent would be to look into the play spaces alreaxigting that might be too small or
not have enough challenging and amusing equipnRarovations and improvements of
current play spaces will tend to be a much cheapdrquicker option than to build new
play spaces.

The improvement of Brent's play spaces projectugravorked to provide the
Brent Council and the borough of Brent with a bagien which to evaluate their current
play options. The borough of Brent is one of thangest boroughs in the city of London
and for this reason needs to provide their publtb wmple play opportunities. Thus they
need to know what they have in terms of play spatat condition they are in, and how

they can provide more and better play spaces. Whaths is done by building new
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places, through policy enforcement, or renovatingsteng play spaces is to be
determined by the Brent Council using the recomma#gads, information, and

suggestions provided in this report.
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1 Introduction
The play facilities within a community speak volwsrabout the living conditions

within that area. Play is an integral part of aldd formative years and also
contributes to the growth and well being of the camity of which they will soon be
active members. Creative play is the breeding mplotor skills such as social
interaction, dexterity, confidence, and creativiyl: of which are essential attributes
for success as an adult. Since play is a pivatalponent of child development, it is
important to provide a place for this dynamic leéagnto take place. An optimal play
space provides varied equipment pertinent to abkaghere essential life skills can be
developed.

The long-term success of a play facility is prihathe product of its degree
of maintenance and upkeep. In order to regulateé @onitor the degree of
maintenance within a play facility it is necesstwyenact a park policy, since most
play areas are under the maintenance of the Pavikc8& Creating a valuable park
policy requires the consideration of three key atpe quality, quantity and
accessibility. Each of these aspects contributethé overall enhancement of the
parks system. The quality of a park lies primaiilyts cleanliness, safety, amenities,
and play equipment provisions. The provisionsfiary need to be age appropriate,
engaging, and safe for the child to explore. Quanefers to the amount of
playgrounds in proportion to the child populatioendity along with the overall
population density of a given area. The amounplayy spaces should not only be
appropriate for the current population needs, buwbukl also have room for
development in future years. The accessibilitg @lay space to local residents bears
a twofold meaning. The play space needs to benaddy accessible by foot as well
as car travel and also accessible to all typessitbvs with consideration given to the
needs of disabled patrons.

In urban areas, the concept of a play space becaompromised due to
obvious space limitations. However, the need foldeen to play does not become
lessened by these space constraints and the rgckssplay space policies and
future play space recommendations become fundamentthe well-being of the
community. In the city of London, the importandeptay space is of concern to all
that dwell within the area. Ken Livingstone, the@ydr of London, characterizes the

importance of play provision in the city. “As Mayand as a parent, | want to see a



child-friendly London with inclusive, accessiblajdasafe play spaces that allow all
young Londoners to engage in fun, positive, andtineglay recreation in their own
communities and throughout this great city” (MaydrLondon, 2006). The future
makeup of London relies heavily upon the qualityitefplay spaces, a consideration
which reflects the borough of Brent's desire toisevand better develop their play
space policies.

The borough of Brent is in a position to improve ptay space policies due to
some circumstances that are unique to the borotdle. population of Brent is ever-
growing; over the last ten years the populationihaseased at a rate of 3%. In this
time period it has come to light that the populatad Brent is also relatively youthful
in relation to the rest of the United Kingdom, wah average age of 35 years and
about a quarter of the population under the agE9ofears old (Brent Parks Strategy,
2004). With such a young population and a prorofseore youths on the way, it is
essential to further develop policies to ensuré¢ the health and growth of the play
facilities within Brent coincides with the growth s communities. Therefore, the
council of Brent wishes to determine if the playasps offered are adequate for the
diverse and soon to be burgeoning population gsates within its limits.

The residents of Brent are vocal in the issues tbelyneed to be addressed in
order to improve the aspects of their open aréasm a survey provided by the Brent
Parks Strategy, the populace seems most conceritbdtive safety of the parks
themselves, the cleanliness of the facilities,astfiructure repair, and the development
of specific new playground types (Brent Parks $ggt 2004). The community’s
opinions bear a unique outlook on the planning @secof play areas. The local
residents that frequent a particular area havenamate knowledge of the positive
and negative characteristics regarding that spadege also in a position to point out
problematic aspects that may have been unforesesunditors. Also, it is essential to
note that these residents will be the final bemafies of the improved play areas.
Thus, their considerations will provide for a calesable portion of the necessary
information incorporated in the final recommendasidor play space policies.

In order to provide play space for the presemnt fature children of Brent,
the borough has enacted a policy known as policg80SThis policy requires new
developments of over fifteen units or developmehist cover more than a half
hectare of land to agree upon a provision for chils play, whether it is through

monetary allotment or the building of a play ardthin the development. Although



the borough has required and agreed upon thesesjomy with the developers, they
have had no formal records monitoring the compkamdth these provisions. In
order to understand the current state of the ptagsawithin Brent it is essential to
assess the effectiveness of policy OS18.

Currently the borough of Brent has policies sett thee used in matters
concerning play spaces. However, these policies baen somewhat pushed to the
background, and now the borough is looking to assesl improve these guidelines
by conducting in-depth assessments and researdhis project will enable the
borough of Brent to create policy procedures paldicto their unique playground
standards. In order to achieve these goals, thasebeen extensive research data
gathered pertaining to each play space outlineceiutite OS18 policy, as well as
additional information regarding each Brent mameai play space. To accomplish
these means; interviews with park wardens and péakning officials were first
conducted to provide an outlook defining specifitormation gathering techniques.
On site evaluations were then conducted utilizigptp documentation, layout
sketching, and a comprehensive checklist systeine data sets were then entered
into the borough of Brent’s existing Geographimhmfiation System (GIS). Deficient
areas with regards to play space within the borowabng with a set of
recommendations for future play space improvement development was then
composed using the information gathered as weatifasmation available through the
Brent's GIS. It is expected that the gathered ,d&&S maps, and future
recommendations will be used for improving the plag policies currently being

written for the borough of Brent.



2 Background

“Play is not only children’s unique way of learniaout their world, but also
their way of learning about themselves and how fitapto their world” (Childhood
Education, 2002). Creative play is the breedingugd for skills such as social
interaction, dexterity, confidence, and creativyl: of which are essential attributes
for success as an adult. Since play is a pivataippnent of child development, it is
important to provide a place for this dynamic leagrto take place. This is a concept
that the borough of Brent has taken to heart bggeizing the need to refine its play
spaces. In order to identify and rectify the cotr@eficiencies that are present in the
play spaces within the borough of Brent, it is eiséto gain an understanding of the
factors that substantiate play space parameteherefore, this section outlines key
information regarding the aspects of a quality gtaynd, the play space values that
London as a city holds, the governing body specdi®rent as well as the cultural
and demographical diversities that make the remergs for Brent's playgrounds

unique.

2.1 Importance of Play and Child Development

Play can seem like a trivial aspect of childhooalyéver, play is a pivotal part
of growing up. A position paper of the Association Childhood Education explains
the different levels of play and how the idea o&yplgrows and expands as the
children themselves grow. Each level is describetbvd (Childhood Education,
2004).

2.1.1 The Stages of Play
Infants and toddlers prefer to engage in activitlest stimulate their senses.

They are in a stage where they are not very maulevhen they play they like to
explore different objects and shapes as well @srecthat allow them to realize their
own capabilities. Their play is mainly repetitioarsd has no thought or goals oriented
to it. Their play will also mainly be solo even stirrounded by other children of
similar age. Play at this level is mainly aboutlimag what they can do themselves
and how it relates to the world as they know it.

As young preschoolers children are able to intenattt each other as well as
engage in similar activities and share toys. Then@gmmost preferred at this level



consist of building and creating different obje&isl role-playing with props. This is a
time when re-enactments of events or scenarios ltheg seen are played out while
changing small details or actions to coincide witeir own desires and wants. There
is no desire to create rules in their games or @mgpetitive instinct. Through this
play more motor skills are developed and existimgsoare refined, the joy of
mastering different actions or games is experienared basic academic skills such as
reading, writing, and counting are developed.

Once primary grade levels are reached informal gasneh as hopscotch, jump
rope or any board, card, and computer games ayeglahese allow coordination
and physical ability to be enhanced and strengtheBecial skills are slowly refined
in this level. Also being experienced are ideasg ldooperation and competition as
individuals start to show off their own specialldigis. Secret messages and notes are
created as well as abundant number and riddle g#maesllow them to expand their
understanding of words, letter, and number meanings

In late childhood and early adolescence play isenmvganized and structured.
This comes from the manifestation of orderly thintki Games with rules and
organized sports are craved here because of amggowimpetitive urge. This is the
stage where children start to move their focus ftheir family to their friends and
similar age group. Any team sports or youth groapes beneficial for the child to
become a part of, as it allows the child to expe@etheir role in that group and
somewhat relay that to where they can fit in omf@itsocial, political, and economic

systems.

2.2 How the Design of Play Spaces Affects Developme nt
There are many different techniques that can bd irsereating a play space.

Each one has different qualities that help a chgldw while exploring and
investigating new occurrences. Having a space pldhts, trees, sand pits, and water
places keeps degradation of the play space to anonin while teaching children
about nature. The different sensory perceptioraldhese features allow the child to
explore the space through touch and smell as wedight. These natural features are
easy and amusing for children to play with. Thésogromote numerous ages to
interact with each other while the older children as leaders and teach the younger
ones (Rivken, 2002). Another option to have in ayptpace are habitats for small

animals such as birds and insects to live in. Hatrese nearby allows the children to



watch how other species interact and live.

The most important thing to remember when desigaiqday space is to have
variety in the opportunities offered. Offering expaces in a play space that
stimulate all five senses provide many more opputies for children to learn and
grow. In most play spaces there are opportunibeplysical play and development
such as a climbing apparatus, swings, or a sandbsxally there is nothing offered
in a space that enables development through staste, or hearing. A space that
allows for all these aspects must have a varietgctivities and also be flexible. A
play space must be flexible regarding seasons ged af the children along with
other factors in order to achieve its optimum higlality level at all times. A fun way
to acquire this flexibility is to create a way irieh the children themselves can help
to change and renovate the play space.

2.2.1 Types of Equipment and their Pertinent Ages
Certain types of play equipment pertain to cereage groups. A play space

should contain basic equipment pertinent to all @geups represented in the
surrounding area. Equipment types are based omhamacteristics it has that are
helpful and educational for the child. The typeeglipment doesn’t always have to
do with its shape, but can also depend on theasidats height from the ground or if
it is a themed object that allows for imaginativayp An optimum play space that is
attractive to all ages and sizes of children hasraay of equipment where certain
pieces are attractive to certain ages. This caeasdy done and be put together in a
way that allows for a creative play space setting.

There are four major sub groups for children: pgnesters and toddlers,
primary, middle school, and older children/teenagkisted below are the four major

categories of children with what types of playgro@wguipment are pertinent to them.



Preschoolers and Toddlers:
- Low to the ground
apparatus’ and slides
- Sandboxes

- Themed shapes (eg. Ships, dinosau, ;i

Figure 3: Fire Truck Structure

Primary Level
- Building Blocks
- Different shaped objects (eg. Stars, squares, glean

rectangles, moons)

Middle School
- Monkey Bars
- Fire Poles
- Big Climbing Apparatus’
- Tire Swings

Figure 4: Large Scale
Climbing Apparatus

Older Youths/ Teenagers
- Climbing Domes
- Climbing Rocks / Walls

- Contemporary  Equipment  (echs

Atomic Structures)
- Zip Line

Figure 5: Climbing Dome

2.3 The Importance of Play Space
It is common for children to not play outside maémnan once or twice a week.

This occurs because of all the distractions offarside of the house such as TV,
computers, and video games. All of these activibiésr an excitement this generation
prefers over being active outside, but this tremdreéry alarming because of how

important outside activity is.



2.3.1 Human Needs
Children generally like to experience and obsertatws going on outside by

seeing traffic flowing, construction occurring, watflowing, clouds moving, and
animals in their natural environment. It is alsa for children to be able to see new
places, meet new people, and experiment with caitaivities such as running,
shouting, climbing, and jumping, all of which arsually banned from inside places
(Rivken, 2002). Being outside with its richness andvelties stimulate brain
development and function in children. Cognitiomasted in a child’s perception and
the broad range of experiences located outsidevdtio numerous experiences. Also,
studies have shown that many more lasting memarnesbout outside experiences
and travels (Rivken, 2002).

Recreational open spaces allow psychological angsipdl needs to be
positively met in a modern world where they arenfoverlooked. These needs can

be classified into six categories (Wright et a@7@), as shown in Table 1.

Basic Human Needs

Human Need Benefit if Properly Addressed

Choice, Variety, and piversity in recreational space allows people tueha

Diversity beneficial experiences.

Mastery, Self Esteem Can convert undesired activities such as vandalism
into ones that prove to be beneficial

Balance Allow people to release stored up emotions such as

stress and hostility, as well as breaking the mampt
of everyday live

Social Contact Social interaction is a major factor that shapes
people’s personality and their view of the world
Self-Actualization Various levels of human needs have been identjfied

which address basic physical needs: food, comfort,
well-being; safety: shelter; sense of place: lowd |a
belonging; self-esteem and self-realization.

Contact With Nature Being in touch with the natural environment coneect
man to the elements, which creates a reason for
existence in the universe

Table 1: Basic Human Needs



2.4 Important Aspects of Play Spaces

With all the factors that need to be consideredhiplay space identified,
determining the sources of deficiencies within a@ayprea is often a complex and far
reaching dilemma with no simple solution. Plannipglicies indicate various
parameters used to understand where the needs ebthmunity are not being met,
as well as possible sources to expedite improvemexdcording to the Planning
Policy Guidance 17 2002 (PPG 17) the play spacesginen area can be determined
by their compliance in three basic categories: Asitglity, Quality and Quantity.
Each category plays a vital role in determininglay space’s utilization within the
community. In order to fully understand the boroug Brent's play space situation,

it IS necessary to critically analyze the perforoenf Brent within these categories.

2.4.1 Quantity

The concept of quantity does not simply refer @ ilamber of parks within an
area. In order to assess the quantity of playespaathin the borough of Brent a few
factors should be taken into account. Simply cognthe number of parks and
dividing it by the amount of people in Brent wilbinsuffice. The value of quantity
within the realms of our project should focus oarfmajor considerations which can
be seen visually in Figure 6.

Types of Play Areas

Available

U

I:> Qua ntity Local Demographic

Improvement

Number and Locations
of

Current Play Areas

i

Future Population

Needs

Figure 6: Quantity Considerations



In order to assess the current quantity of playggdsuwithin the borough it is
necessary to first understand the population trevitten each ward and determine if
the play areas present are sufficient for the dgmdichildren. Regional population
densities should be apparent through the use oftheent Geographic Information
System (GIS). The number of play areas in a gedeta should be large enough to
accommodate the amount of people determined toving lin that area. Oftentimes,
the number of play areas is not in need of augmientaather the location of the play
areas needs to be better planned to follow thesektthe population.

When evaluating each playground on site, it willezessary to determine
whether a multitude of play area options are beiffigred to each ward. Perhaps the
guantity of play spaces geared towards childreagafs 2-6 are sufficient in a given
region, but the number that offer options for cteld ages 6-10 are severely lacking.
It is possible that in listening to the public’'sedls, one might hear the common
suggestion of adding more play grounds. Howevés titeed may be met by
improving the existing areas in terms of acceggybdr quality. Conceivably the
complaint could stem from the lack of a certainetyd play area — such as a particular
sport field or an age specific play structure. Tin@rovement solution could be as
simple as changing a park from a primary purpos& faa multifunctional area, as
suggested by the PPG 17 (2002). Each age growmidptbfor should therefore be
noted in our site surveys to determine whethenteds of all the population within a
region are being met.

Another consideration that needs to be taken irtoowant is the local
demographic that the playground is present in. sitlemation should be given to the
cultural aspect of society: local traditions angdety of popular recreation within the
region. Brent has a very diverse population andgilitbe helpful to understand the
breakdown of these minorities when using the bdnsugyeographic information
system and cater to these needs in future plarpuhges.

Quantity of play spaces is also influenced by anghay population. It has
been projected that the population of Brent willibereasing sharply over the next
decade and with forty one recognized parks cuiyenithin the borough the council
is beginning to anticipate the need for expandealy freas. The geographic
information system of Brent will be helpful in thisgard as well by identifying the

projected areas of population growth. This aspégopulation growth was utilized
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in the policy recommendations that were provideth&borough.

2.4.2 Quality

One of our main concerns when the team evaluatedoldly spaces within
Brent was their quality. Quality, as it relatesvibhat we were evaluating, can be
defined as “character with respect to finenessgrade of excellence” (Merriam-
Webster, 2007). The quality of Brent's play spaees an essential part of what
attracts or repels play space visitors. If a @pgice’s equipment is in disrepair or if
there is not adequate seating then families woa’tnglined to visit. Assessing the
guality of each park withirthe borough is a task dependant upon a wide vaokty
criteria. A park system’s quality can be measwvél respect to it's compliance with
the public needs. In order to understand thesdsn¢lee PPG 17 (2002) suggests that
a thorough background of the area is recorded afiedred to throughout the planning
and improvement process. The concept of quality ltave many components and
when a park system embraces each facet, its b&tefigpact on the community is
widespread.

In assessing quality, there are important aspéets should be noted. The
types and amounts of equipment provided in the Epgce are necessary in
determining if the needs of all children are bemegt. Another consideration is the
state that the equipment is in. Dirty, rusty onglerous equipment can provide a
hazardous play environment, and will affect thelityaf the play space.

The type of ground surfaces available in each plagce and the level of
maintenance are also very important to a high rankilay space. Different ground
surfaces such as grass, gravel, concrete, woods,ckig will be remarked on.
Different surfaces allow for different sensatiorssaachild walks over each one. This
is a great way to enhance their learning througlho

Amenities such as park benches and trash receptalde are an important
aspect of quality. There should be ample amounsitting space available for
patrons. Sitting space is attractive to parents @ovides an easy means to observe
their children playing. Trash receptacles showddamecessary aspect of a play area
as well. Trash bins reduce the amount of litte'spnt in a play space.

2.4.3 Accessibility

There are two aspects to the accessibility of & pfmce; one definition is in

11



respect to the actual location of the playgrounkilerthe other refers to the allowed
ease of use for all visitors. Both are importamnsiderations that need to be taken
into account when assessing the accessibilitypbhy area.

An ideal play space location is a place easily s&eg by the surrounding
community. This would be a place situated nearlsydemntially allotted areas within
walking distance for most residents. Such a pEutmuld be as devoid as possible
from the dangers of high traffic roads, railwaysdaeother potentially hazardous
barriers. If a highly populated road did exist méee play space in question it was
assessed whether the proper safety regulations) gace to allow people to cross
that obstacle easily and with no danger. For tb&son, we examined not only the
play area itself, but also the area surroundingptag space.

It was important to identify the barriers prevegtipark access when
determining the needs of communities. People tendsit a park that is easiest to
travel to from where they work or live. Thus, thes a need to encourage inter-
community relations when planning parks of adjagnaommunities in order to create
a network of play spaces instead of many smalldstdone areas.

The other aspect of the accessibility factor ithimithe park itself. Each park
should be equipped to accommodate the needs of evember of the community,
and a substantial piece of this consideration shbel given to children and adults
with special needs. This could be as easy as makirg that the entrance gates are
wide enough for wheelchair access or that theresidevalks provided that allow for

easy movement. The layout of the parks shouldd@ed with these needs in mind.

2.5 Profile of Brent

It is important for a person to be knowledgealidewd the organization they
are going to work for. This allows them to know theckground and history of the
organization which can prepare them for how proeesse run. It is a better jumping

off point to know what you are stepping into rattiean entering blind.

2.6 Brent Council History

The Brent council is a group of public, privatedavoluntary sectors that
work together to form a brighter, livelier, and moeconomically proud borough.

Figure 7 shows the structure of the Brent Partmgrsh
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Partners for Brent
(LSP Executive)

Local Public Erent Community The Employer

Service Board Empowerment Partnership

{public sector) Network (private sacton
(voluntary &

cammunity sector)

Childran & Young Adult Health & Crime Pravention
People’s Strategic Social Care Strategy Group
Partnership Board Partnership Board

Figure 7: Structure of the Brent Panership
(Brent’s Corporate Strategy, 2006)

Each of these sub-groups coordinates objectivesther borough while
ensuring the planning and development of local isesv is completed.
Representatives from a number of organizations agehcies all work in these six
sub-groups as well as in. These groups, all listeédin Brent's Corporate Strategy,
consist of:

Metropolitan Police Service

Brent NHS Primary Care Trust

College of North West London

Job Centre Plus

North West London Hospitals Trust
West London Learning and Skills Council
The Employers Partnership

Brent Association for Voluntary Action
Voluntary and Community Sector Partnership
Brent Fire Service

Metropolitan Housing Trust

The Brent Council functions largely within the Btecommunity as the
primary governing body with various outreach andprovement programs. The
Council of Brent delivers a mission statement tigtoits Corporate Strategy which
states the following: “We will strive to deliver exllence in all of the services we
provide to local people with no exceptions. We wéljenerate the borough, ensuring
that local people are the beneficiaries and we pvdimote respect between ourselves
and residents and within the borough so that thmneonity cohesion we have is
maintained and enhanced.”

The Brent Parks Service is a particular facet withie council whose aim is to
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develop and maintain the park systems within thedgh. The specific organization
devoted to the parks of Brent is also divided idtfferent teams of management

which can be seen in Table 2.

Management Team Function

Operational Management Team Implements grounds maintenance plans
for each park, as well as schools and
housing within the community.

Service Development Team Interprets and addresses policies of the
parks.
Assets Management Team Handles all of the monetary affaifs

associated with the parks system, as well
as government allotments for space and
provision.

Quality Assurance and Training Team | paintains the environmental and quality

assurance systems.

Support Services Team Handles the employment opportunities
within the parks as well as general fee
collection.

Table 2: Sponsor Organizational Structure

As a governing body the Council is funded throulglh income taxes of the
residents as well as the federal allotments forbiv®ugh of Brent (Brent Corporate
Strategy 2006). This is an organization that is/weell endowed and as such there
will be funds which can be utilized in the improvem of current play areas as well
as the development of new areas. The amounts whiitibe allotted to such a

project are a matter to be determined at the discref the Brent Parks Service.

2.6.1 Geographical Breakdown

The borough of Brent is spread out over a substiaathount of land located
in the northwest section of London. The borougls Yemed in 1965 by joining the
wards of Willesden and Wembley on either side ef filrer Brent (Willesdon Local
History, 2002). The borough of Brent is dividedoinwenty one wards: Alperton,
Barnhill, Brondesbury Park, Dollis Hill, Dudden HilFryent, Harlesden, Kensal
Green, Kenton, Kilburn, Mapesbury, Northwick ParRreston, Queens Park,
Queensbury, Stonebridge, Sudbury, Tokyngton, Welstip, Wembley Central,
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Willesden Green (Willesdon Local History, 2002).reBt is also divided into three
constituencies, Brent North, Brent East, and Bfemith (Willesdon Local History,
2002).

2.6.2 Average Age and Population Growth
The Borough of Brent is the seventh largest boroagthe city of London,

and its average age is 35 years old (Brent’s Ptegtef)y, 2004), which suggests that
there are a lot of young people currently residimghe borough. According to
Brent's Corporate Strategy, about 19% of Brent'sent population is children and
teenagers under the age of 19 (Brent's Corporatesgty, 2006). Brent’'s population
has also increased by a rate of 3% over the lastdde(Brent's Play Strategy, 2004).
This means that not only are there a large numbgouths in Brent, but that number
is increasing steadily. These population condtsadne a large factor contributing to

the necessity of developing future park policies.

2.6.3 Ethnic Diversity

The borough of Brent is unique in that the majootyBrent’s population is an
ethnic minority. This is an important aspect thaeds to be acknowledged in the
regeneration of Brent because different ethnicitiage different cultures and needs.
Brent is also diverse in other considerations; 7@4ts population is what can be
classified as refugees (Brent's Corporate Strat2f96). This means that there are a

continuous number of people moving in and out @iilable living space.

Chinese or Other

Black or

Black Britis

White

Asian or

Asian British

3.7%
Mixed

Figure 8: Overview of Brent's Ethnicities
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Source: Census 2005

Often the policies and planning methods of operesp not meet the complex
requirements of the populace that they are intendes@rve. A common assumption
is that all demographics have the same needs afdr@nces for recreational space.
This shortcoming can limit the opportunities thaé available to certain groups
(Wright et al., 1976).

Cultural differences also influence people’s desirneeds, and available
opportunities. A given lifestyle is greatly affedtby ethnic background, as well as
other factors, such as age, sex, and educatiorial3nteraction and preference of
facilities are dictated in part by these qualitieBherefore the appropriate facilities
need to be placed in corresponding areas in oadeatisfy the population base that
will utilize them (Wright et al., 1976).

2.7 Current state of the play spaces in Brent

There are currently about 80 parks and open spac®&ent, which can be
organized into categories by the council of BreBtet Council Website, 2007).
According to the Brent Parks website these par&gmates are slightly unbalanced, a
concept that can be visualized using the charvielo

Country
&
Nature

District Parks

Recreation
Local Parks

Grounds

Figure 9: Park Categories

Country and nature reserves represent the smaleson of the parks within
Brent. The Welsh Harp reservoir is one of the ratreserves within Brent’s limits
and it is designated a site of scientific intedkse to its natural habitat site for wildlife
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as well as its large open areas for recreatiorefels Fryent Country Park is another
natural reserve, and is also a site for local m@e used by local conservation
groups (Brent Council Website, 2007).

District Parks within Brent are few and far betwgeith only three within the
borough. Characteristics signature of the disparks are large open areas for public
use typically enclosed by fencing, eating and reetn facilities on site as well as
staffing of facilities, safety wardens in attendanand maintenance of grounds and
horticulture (Brent Council Website, 2007). Roumdd Park is one of Brent’s
highest ranked parks, as far as community satisfactShown below is a map of the

park with its various facilities courtesy of theeBt Parks Website.

e Roundwood Park ﬁ
G’d'ss 5_‘:" no . b‘-.a

Legend:

1) Basketball Court
2) Summer Theatre

n
9) Wildlife Area
10) Parks Recycling Area

Figure 10: Roundwood Park Site Plan

Another park that falls under the heading of araispark is Gladstone Park.
Gladstone Park is primarily used for recreationthvaports facilities located to its
south. In 2003-2004 the park underwent a refurbestit that resulted in the
restoration of the park's facilities. As can beersefrom the following aerial
photograph, Gladstone Park incorporates a huge minebwpen space (Brent Council
Website, 2007).
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Figure 11: Gladstone Park Aerial Phaigraph

Barham Park is the third district park located irelg and is the third most
visited park in Brent. As shown from the aerialofgraph of this park, it also
incorporates a large amount of open space andatemmal areas (Brent Council
Website, 2007).

Figure 12: Barham Park Aerial Photograph

Recreation grounds and local parks represent tketiee in the pyramid of
parks within Brent. Recreation grounds can be attarized as having large open
areas and sport pitches with very few, if any, otlipes of facilities. These can be of
any size and usually have no formal management iplgslace, currently there are
eleven recognized recreation grounds in Brent. [Bleal parks within Brent are
defined as being medium to large sized with a basuch as a fence defining the
area. Depending on the size of the site, managepians may or may not be in
place, this is also true for facilities such asregtrestroom and sport facilities. There
are currently nine local parks within the borouBnept Council Website, 2007).
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Pocket Parks represent the second largest catefpigly areas within Brent.
Pocket parks can be defined as small areas usiadbted between houses or
buildings, with high usage from the local populatioThe category that accounts for
the greatest amount of parks is the small locatgparhese parks usually have some
manner of definition, be it a fence or building bdary, and few, if any, facilities
provided. There is usually no staff present ang levels of maintenance are
common. Although there is usually pedestrian aibésy, there is little to no
parking areas or public transit access (Brent Cib\vebsite, 2007).

Within the realms of the task at hand we as a ptdjeam focused our
attention on the sites that featured play areagag\such as these will be most likely
located within either district, local, pocket orahparks. The following map shows

the locations of all the playgrounds in the boroogBrent.
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Brent Play Areas

PLAY AREAS TYPE WARD
1 Barham Park District Park Sudbury
2  Gladstone Pk District Park Diallis Hill
3  Gladstons Pk (Anson Rd) District Park Mapssbury
4 Roundwood Fark Digirict Park Willezden Gresn
&  Kimg Edward W11 Park Local Park Presion
8  One Tree Hill Local Park Wembley Cenira
T Preston Park Local Park Presion
8 Roe Green Park Local Park Fry=nt
& Silwer Jubilee Park Local Park Fryent
10 ‘Woodcock Park Local Park Kenton
11 Abbey Estate Small Local Park Alperton
12 Albert Rd Open Space Small Local Park Clusens Fark
12 Bramshill Rd Playground Small Local Park Harlezden

14 Brondesbury Villas Small Local Park Hensal Green
15 Brondeshury Park Open Space Small Local Park Brondesbury Park
16 Buller's Green Open Space Small Local Park Sudbury

17 Carlion Vale Open Space Srnall Local Park Kilburn

18 Crouch Rd Cpen %ce Small Local Park Stonebridge

19 Eton Grove Open Space Small Local Park Clusensbury

20 Grove Park Small Local Park Queensbury

21 Hazel Rd Play Area Small Local Park Kensal Green
22 Heather Park Open Spacs Small Local Park Alperton

23 Lindsay Park Sports Ground Small Local Park Fry=nt

24 Maybank Cpen Space Small Local Park Sudbury

25 Mount Pleasant Open Space Small Local Park Alperton

25 Measden Lans (A E. Site) Small Local Park Dudden Hil

27 Springfield Playground Small Local Park Fryent

22 Alpesrion Sports Ground Sports Ground Alperton

29 Church Lane Recr=ation Ground  Sports Ground Fry=nt

30 Gibbons Recrestion Ground Sports Ground Stonebridge

31 Measden Recrsation Ground Sports Ground Welsh Harp

32 Tiverton Playground Sports Ground Brondesbury Park
33 Tokyngton Recreafion Ground Sports Ground Tokyngton

34 Denzil Rd Opsn Spacs Pocket Park Dudden Hil

35 Frankhn Rd Playground Pocket Park Willesden Gresn
36 Lilbourne Walk Pocket Park Stonebridge

37 Rainbow Fark Pocket Park Diallis Hill

32 Streatley Rd Playground Pocket Park Kilbum

39 5t Mary's Rd Open Space Pocket Park Harlezden

Figure 13: Brent Maintained Play Areas

This map presently is severely lacking in the namiif play spaces actually
offered in the Borough of Brent. Right now the stare only the 39 spaces of the 41
that Brent Parks Service maintains while therease a number of others offered
through private developments that have not beerpethpAlong with that some of the
stars are not even situated in the correct spoforBewe were able to form

recommendations and identify deficiencies all pubplay spaces needed to be found
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and entered into GIS.

These playgrounds were the focus of our studiesevdn site in the borough
of Brent. When surveying and judging the locati@amsl accessibility of each park
individually it was important not to lose sight dhe big picture. Before
recommendations for future play spaces are made needed to take into
consideration the locations of each park. A waray e deemed deficient because it
has little to no play areas available for its resid. Current wards listed with little or
no play space availability are the following: Bathhnd Northwick Park are very
deficient; the majority of Kenton, Fryent, Welsh rda Tokyngton, Dollis Hill,
Mapesbury, Brondesbury Park, Queens Park and Hariebave little to no play
space availability as well as Queensbury, Stongbrikkenson Green and Kilburn
which need some improvement (Brent Parks Strat2@4).

Areas Deemed Deficient by the Unitary
Developement Plan (2004)

Key

I 1ot Osficient
:] Les=z Deficient
l:l Needs Improvements

Figure 14: Deficient Wards

These numbers seem slightly alarming by simply iloglat Figure 14, but it is
important to incorporate inter-ward consideratio®ople will not simply go to the
parks within their ward, but will attend wherestmost convenient, where they work,
or where their children attend school. To say thapecific ward is deficient in play

space is to say that the people within the wardehaw outlet for play for their
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children. Therefore, it is important for us to mayt and address specific population
needs within an area. We needed to address thadiige when evaluating parks to
prevent the necessity for a specific park for evergrd. It was necessary to
understand the population densities within eacldwaidetermine if each areas needs

are being met.

2.7.1 Park Wardens in Brent

The park wardens of Brent were established forraéetyaof reasons. These
reasons all aim towards a common goal, which ispthigic’s satisfaction with the
play spaces of Brent. Their duties include lippeking, patrolling parks, providing
information to visitors, and enforcing byelaws. €6k responsibilities are intended to
provide a friendly welcome to the parks, and tovjgte a person to whom one may
address any concerns raised while providing sdéetyhe public using the areas. To
accomplish this there are 6 major parks where Péakdens are stationed along with
a mobile park service unit to patrol the other paakd play spaces. The six parks that
have permanent stations of wardensRwendwood Park, Barham Park, Gladstone Park,
King Edwards VII Park, Roe Green Park and Presamk.PBrent Council Website, 2007

2.7.2 Green Flag Award
The Green Flag Award is a prestigious award givengteen spaces of

outstanding caliber within England and Whales. @ward outlines a set of standards
and stipulations that rate open spaces. Thereeist dqijonour in becoming a Green
Flag Award winning park, therefore many communit&sve to adhere to and
maintain these high standards for open areas akd.pa

Green spaces are not judged in competition witlerodineas, but rather based
on their own merits as an open space. Thereudgejthat visits each green space to
determine its satisfaction rating within a set tpuations. The stipulations to a
Green Flag Award winning open space are far regchBelow is a list of the criteria
taken into account when assessing a green ardlaef@reen Flag Award (Green Flag
Award Document).

A Welcoming Place

- First impressions are important and a park m@eg space should look
positive and inviting. It should appeal to a widage of the community.

- Provision should be made for elderly and disabisitors. Signs both in and
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outside the site should be clear and of appropdasign. Safety and equal access are

also valuable features.

Health, Safe and Secure

- An applying site must be safe for all age growpsl sectors of the
community, including staff.

- A Health and Safety Policy should be in pracacel hygiene issues such as
dog fouling must be adequately addressed.

Clean and Well Maintained

- The appearance and overall upkeep of the gnesress a highly influencing
factor in selection of an award. For aestheticjremmental, health and safety reasons
litter, graffiti and waste management must be askbd.

- Flower beds, lawns, buildings, equipment, beadred water features should

all be well maintained.

Sustainability

- The maintenance of the green space and its iti@sil should be
environmentally sound.

- The application of pesticides should be minirdizand the use of
horticultural peat should be eliminated.

- Wherever possible, waste vegetation should becyctes.

- The implementation of energy conservation messuand pollution

reduction will benefit the application.

Conservation and Heritage

-Every effort should be made to conserve and mamagenatural or built
heritage. If appropriate, original land featuresd dmstorical buildings should be
restored and maintained.

- Consideration should be given to natural flora tauvtha. Habitat creation is

also encouraged.
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Community Involvement

- Public participation is essential to the suca#sany green space application.
Sites should encourage the involvement of visiiargecreational or conservation
activities and actively involve the local communitythe management of the site. -

- Where possible ‘Friends’ groups and other comigubased strategies

should be out into place.

Marketing

- The local community should be aware of the grg@ace and the events that
happen there.

- A marketing strategy should be evident with si@rmation publicized

through tools such as leaflets, websites or ndtozeds.

Management

- A plan must be in place which illustrates the damhanagement and
operational schedules of the park or green space.

- The plan should be regularly reviewed and a dofinancial strategy

demonstrated.

When evaluating a play space it is important woiporate the standards of
the Green Flag. Although somewhat subjective, eertiainly not to be used as a
singular source of evaluation, it is beneficiabtalerstand how the stipulations of the
Green Flag apply to the area of interest. Witls¢heverall general goals in mind, an

ideal play area begins to take shape.

2.8 Concerns of the Brent Community

A major component in the final assessment andngatf the Brent
playgrounds will come from the voices of the resideof the borough themselves.
The incorporation of the needs of the people omBre crucial to the success of the
recommendations afforded to the borough by ouregtdjeam for various reasons.
Documents regarding policies and locations of @eas can only provide a portion
of the information needed to evaluate the perfoeaof play areas. Insight also
needs to be gained on the satisfaction that thegpace contributes to the community

— a quantity that can only be gleaned from thesassent of the needs and wants of
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the members of that community. Who better to asesquality of a play space than
the children and parents who utilize its servicasaodaily basis? The Children’s
Environments Research Groups have utilized thecgaatory efforts of children of
various ages in the planning and design of plagsaire Harlem and the Bronx in New
York City (Zltus & Hart, 1994). As stated in theudy “It is no longer sufficient to
observe children in order to understand their neads must listen to them” (Zltus &
Hart, 1994).

Several surveys have been completed within Brerthe subject of play space
satisfaction and improvement. Recently, the Bf@odincil published an overview of
the problems of current play areas within the bghoof Brent along with a fairly
extensive survey of the people within Brent thalizaét those park systems. This
document is called the Brent Play Strategy. In&28@@onsultation of Brent’s parent’s
and children was conducted through various methioaisgathered and incorporated
the ideas and concerns of the borough. The catsuitfocused primarily on the
needs of the children of Brent and the provisioeguested by both parents and
children.

The results of this survey were very specifichia tvants and needs of children
and their parents. Children and parents both dgnmeeheir most requested play
areas: adventure playgrounds, with the three me$eped play activities being sand,
water and animals. It is important to note tha thildren preferred the aerial
runways and the adventurous tunnels and climbiagéis. Swings were also very
popular with the children; their suggestions mostigarded the need to have swings
of different sizes to incorporate the needs ofedé@ht ages of children. Children also
noted that play areas should be separated interdifft age specific areas, with
younger children having areas of closer proximayvtewing as well as safer less
risky equipment while the older children should akowed to play on more
adventurous equipment (Brent Play Strategy, 2004 preferences of the children’s
play equipment from the Brent Play Strategy sumesults can be viewed in Figure
15.
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outdoor Play .qull'm'

— O Seriss1

Figure 15: Play Equipment Preferences

Most children defined playing as ‘being able to around’ and thus requested
more open areas to run around in. Parents witti@peeeds children emphasized the
importance of sports that incorporated all childrand all children requested more
community organized sport events. Another aspkat the survey touched on
regarded the necessity to improve the traffic cowl$, ‘stranger dangers’, and
supervision of the play areas (Brent Play Strat@@4). The public’'s suggestions
within Brent will be a big part in our overall raj and recommendations for the
future of the borough’s play areas.

Annual surveys are also conducted by the Brent €ibtegarding the level of
satisfaction of the parks and open areas within dbeugh. These surveys are
conducted through participation from the communityough the mail system. In
2006, the survey received a return rate of 15% r(BRarks Website, 2007). The
findings in these surveys reflect the populatiosemtiment towards the state of the
current park and open space facilities.

The survey listed numerous statistics in the comtysnuse of their parks.
The survey results conclude that the top threeoreagesidents visit their parks are to
relax, let children play, or exercise — this acdsuor 85% of the polled public. Most
residents (96%) walk to their park, making the naednprove accessibility a very

important concern in the future recommendation®8i@&nt. It is also important to
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note that Queens Park and Gladstone Park wereastéite most visited parks within
Brent (Brent Parks Website, 2007). Although peapiienany different ages and
cultures were found to visit the parks, they alirgld common basic requirements for
the improvements of these parks:

« Infrastructure repair — including paths, toilets and pavilions

* Control of dogs and freedom of dog fouling

* Improved, updated facilities e.g. sports and play
« Greater variety of facilities especially for youths

The survey also went into greatly detailed questigron the safety of the
parks services. 80% of park users have some aomgtr the public parks offered by
the borough of Brent. Fear of crime and poor fteed were cited as the major
deterrents to park visitation; mothers with chitdrgtate that the fear of ‘stranger
danger’ prevents them from allowing their childterattend the parks by themselves
and most residents were concerned with the numbfoaths hanging around’ the
park areas (Brent Parks Website, 2007).

very unsafe, 30, 3%, Very safe, 51, 5%

unsafe, 165, 18%

safe, 450, 48°¢

never thought about
it, 241, 26%

Figure 16: Safety Concerns

These factors have added to the request for aaaserin the numbers of park
wardens/safety officials within the area (BrentkBawebsite, 2007). Table 3 is a
chart of the areas deemed needing improvementsebsesidents of Brent taken from

the annual resident’s survey in 2004.
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Requested Play Area Improvements % Response

Supervision/Security 38.93
Access 8.40

Shelter in the play area 27.77
Toilet Provision 42.89
Lighting 22.73

Table 3: Requested Play Area Improvements

The various parks within Brent have been cataldgoghe survey of 2004 in
the various aspects of satisfaction. It is intengsto note that the parks with the
lowest ratings are the small and pocket parksdhatin greatest quantity throughout

the borough.

Comparison of Satisfaction Ratings by Category-2004  Survey

9.00
8.00
7.00 B -
6.00 { M H
5001 - I = = - -
4001
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2.00
1.00
0.00 + -8
B8. grass Be. B8 B8, Litter B8. Car Be.
BS. lean | BY, Graff | *- 0 safetylsecu| B8. flowers ' - B8. Toilets | BS. Seats | _ - | Children's
cutting i Pathways | bins Parking
rity Play
ODistrict Parks 8.00 8.00 8.00 .10 8.00 7.00 8.00 6.56 8.00 700 7.00
@ Local Parks 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 700 6.50 6.00 500 8.00 6.00 8.00
OSmall Local Parks | 6.50 500 700 6.00 7.00 6.00 6.00 500 7.00 500 750
OPocket Parks 6.50 5,00 7.00 520 6.00 5.00 5.00 500 6.00 500 7.00

Figure 17: Comparison of Satisfaction Ratings

It was imperative that we as a project team utlitee data taken from survey
data in order to provide a set of recommendatitias keyed into the suggestions
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made by the community. Since this data was readiilable and accessible it was a
vital aspect in completion of our final product.

Consultation findings from the 2005 Annual ResideSurvey show which
characteristics of Brent’'s population find impottam parks and playgrounds. Major
concerns of the respondents were regarding thealbyearrk safety, availability of
park wardens and poor facilities. Table 4 showgrowements that were suggested

by respondents.

More emphasis on safety; staffing, improved vidg{pihcross site, etc.

Infrastructure Repair; including paths, toilets qadgilions.

Control of dogs and freedom of dog fouling.

Improved, updated facilities; e.g. sports and play.

Greater variety of facilities, especially for yosith

Table 4: Improvement Suggestions

Common suggestions that arose from the 2006 Arfpaikls survey include:

Improving the quality and quantity of facilities
Increasing safety measures

Controlling dogs

Planting flowers, shrubs, etc.

The same suggestions are also reoccurring in t@® 2@nual Parks Survey.

2.9 Current Policies Regarding Play Spaces in Brent

There are numerous governing bodies all aroundvibrédd and each one has
their own policies and legislations that need to foblowed. As expected each
governing body will also be following two or threéferent policies themselves and
will have to create their own policies in complianwith these. This issue is
compounded when a smaller governing body is crgdhieir own policies and has to
ensure that what they create is allowed by everybeg are following. The borough
of Brent has two different types of legislation yhmaust follow when creating their

own policies.
2.9.1 Framework of Policies

There are three levels of policies that are to desicdered while planning a

play space. The first level is the national guidesi known as Planning Policy
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Guidance 17 (PPG 17) which is specific to openapsjgort, and recreation. Next are
London’s own policies on play spaces. These arallyssigned off by the mayor of
London and are always a little more specific amthgént. Finally we have Brent's
own site specific policies. These are always thetnadescriptive because they take
into account the unique characteristics and neddBrent. The improvement of
specific policies requires in-depth research amsgssment to provide a base of where
deficiencies are located and recommendations in tooshange. The PPG17 is quite
broad in its requirements and specifications. fiedwls on the local policies to really
provide the guidelines as to how play spaces shbelthuilt, to what standard, and
how many there should be. The PPG17 is broken datensix different sections:
Planning Objectives, Assessment of Needs and Oppbtes, Setting Local
Standards, Maintaining an Adequate Supply of Opgac& and Sports and
Recreational Facilities, Planning for New Open ®gaand Sports and Recreational
Facilities, and Planning Obligations.

The Planning Objectives are straightforward andp&mplainly stating why
these policies exist and why they are importariblow. The main bullets are shown
below

Supporting an urban renaissance
Supporting a rural renewal
Promotion of social inclusion and community cohasio

Health and well being
Promoting more sustainable development

The next 4 sections all have specific guidelingsofeen space which has many
definitions, but includes children’s play spacebe3e guidelines can be viewed in
Appendix E: Planning Policy Guidance 17.

The PPG 17 also sets out definitions for threes$ypf play spaces. These are
Local Play Areas (LAP), Local Equipped Areas foayP(LEAP), and Neighbourhood
Equipped Areas for Play (NEAP), The requirementsLEAP, NEAP, and LAP are

shown below, taken from national guidelines Plagritolicy Guidance 17:
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Definition of Local Play Area (LAP)

Target age group:

4-6 year olds

Location:

1 minutes walk from home

Activity Zone:

100 square metres (Minimum area size)

-Must be fenced in or have a barrier (hedges or planting)
-Must be overlooked by housing, pedestrian walkways, or public

facilities

-Not required to have play equipment, but is obviously preferable

Definition of Local Equipped Area for Play (LEAP)

Target age group:

4-8 year olds

Location:

5 minutes walk from home

Content: Minimum 5 types of play equipment and seating for
adults

Activity Zone: Minimum 400m2

Buffer Zone: Minimum 20 metres between edge of play area and

boundary of nearest property

Definition of Neighbourhood Equipped Area for Play (NEAP)

Target age group:

8-14 year olds

Location:

15 minutes walk from home

Content: Minimum 8 types of play equipment. Kick about area
and area for wheeled play and seating for adults

Activity Zone: Minimum 1000m2

Buffer Zone: Minimum 30 metres between edge of play area and

boundary of nearest property

These three classifications are very stringerth@ir specifications and many

play spaces will not fit into a category. The bagbwf Brent recognizes that these are

guidelines, but that the borough requires a moepth classification system in order

to be able to truly know what their play spacesststrof.

The city objectives are signed off by the Mayor laindon and supply
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guidelines for play provision concerning the speoeds of the city. For example

they realize that there is to be a large increasba number of children located in the
city and that the push for more and higher quatdlay spaces is greatly needed. The
first book, Guide to Preparing Play Strategies,la@rp factors of a play space that
would make that certain one is less appreciateduard by children. Following these

guidelines and eliminating those factors from alseaxisting play spaces or ones
planned to be built in the future will ensure thestusable play space. It outlines the
objectives that should be pursued in creating u git@ce strategy along with the steps
needed to achieve a successful play strategy. Aldtiga map of the steps needed it
offers the different options that will needed to d®sen from and describes the
considerations that would need to be taken int@aaicfor each option. This article

offers ways to include local children in the plampiand design process of a play
space. This in turn will hopefully make that plgpase much more used and fun than

if an adult had designed it.

2.9.2 Planning Policy OS18
A key part of providing adequate play spaces wittie borough is the

planning policy OS18, located in Chapter 10 of thretary Development plan. OS18
states that all residential developments overdiitenits or 0.5 ha or greater of area,
and all large mixed developments must provide blgtplay areas for pre-school and
junior children. If suitable play areas cannot bevpled, financial contributions may
be substituted in order to create play areas iroeerappropriate location or used for
improvements and renovations in already existiray @paces. If a contribution is
made it goes under a new policy called Section T®@& money is placed into an
account and used when the Brent Parks Service deamsful. If the development
who made the contribution wants the money to gaatd® a specific site that must be

clearly stated when the contribution is given.

0OS18 CHILDREN'S PLAY AREAS

The provision of suitable play areas for pre-scteral junior children to NPFA standards will
be sought in residential developments over 15 aoit.5 Ha in size) or in large scale mixed
developments. Where such provision may not be gpjate, contributions to their provision
in a more appropriate location will be acceptable.

Arrangements for the long term maintenance of tiptsgareas will be sought through
planning obligations.

Redevelopment of existing play areas will only besidered where they are provided within

the development site or at a more appropriate ilmtat
-Unitary Development Plan 2004
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This policy was created in the early nineties aedised in 2001 — as a
changing document, it was also necessary to ideftiié previous play policy to
ensure complete analysis of the effectiveness @ht#w policy. The old policy is as

follows:

HI3 In new residential development the council wéltjuire the provision of amenity space
and children’s play space commensurate with thesieéprospective occupants, having
regard to the character and nature of developmepibged and the council’s supplementary
planning guidance for amenity space and provisiorchildren’s play.

- Unitary Development Plan 1996

The older play policy did not provide clear speamtions for what size or type
of development would be required to provide foihddren’s play space. In this way
there were probably quite a few loopholes in whizlgo that allowed a developer to

not give the correct provision.

2.9.3 Planning an assessment

While planning on assessing an area there are adesiderations that need
to be taken into account before commencing thesassent. First and foremost is to
familiarize oneself with not only the national atwtal policies and guidelines
regarding play space, but also contact the lodatials to receive their opinions on
the matter. Some possible sources to considesthez relevant government offices,
housing associations, land developers, represeesatf local sports organizations,
disabled groups, ethnic minority groups, and yqui#ly interests. Next it is advisable
to review the local strategies regarding land userder to understand where play
spaces could possibly be developed or expande@seTpreliminary steps should be

utilized when planning an assessment.

2.9.4 Assessment of Local Areas

When assessing local play spaces there are fouttitiguprinciples” that should
be considered. The first is that local needs Wiamy place to place. The differences
can be caused by different socio-demographicsy@ilivariances, and the frequency
and type of visitors coming to the area. Secontig,important to keep in mind that
the best results are obtained by reaching out amdkimg with people from other
groups, councils, and government branches. The tniideline to keep in mind
when considering how to improve an area is toadtiideas that will improve the
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entire network of play spaces throughout the Bonoughis will benefit the populace
in location as well as quality. The final guideims to take into consideration the
value of play spaces based on how well they mestifsp local needs and how they
benefit people, wildlife, biodiversity, and the widenvironment. (Borough of Brent,
2002)

2.9.5 Issues addressed with current audits

When evaluating play spaces there are many thingsanay choose to assess.
They include people’s attitudes towards the lodaly pspaces, whether or not the
amount of local play space is adequate and idemgjfipcal expectations and desires.
The people’s attitudes can be focused around a$pacts of the parks. Location is a
major factor in people’s minds. If they are unaiolesafely or easily reach a park they
are unlikely to travel to it. You should try toderstand what exactly factors there are
that make people not go to the play spaces, i distance, barriers like roads or
private property, or some other reasons. Anotispeet that falls under people’s
opinions is the level of satisfaction people defiaen the play spaces. This is a two
fold satisfaction, if the play space meets peopteeds for usage, and if the people
derive pleasure from using the equipment and sp@be. amount of play space is not
just a factor of size and area in relation to papah but also involves locale which
ties back in with people’s attitudes towards thekpaAnother factor is that many
people do not identify with the wards that they aealitionally broken down into,
which may create differences between where thespairk that they are supposed to
be located around, and where they actually wantateel to. To help alleviate this
issue it is better to use clearly defined neighboads and boundaries, which among
other things is made simpler through the use of. GIhe local expectations and
desires are harder to identify, but are also ingsdrfor determining what you need to
do to improve the play spaces. If you improve dextlike the cleanliness and
appearance, safety, variety, and generally be#eilittes then there will be more
desire to spend time at the play spaces. The BbrotiBrent’s “Assessing needs and
opportunities: A companion guide to PPG17” dematsf these points with “A
clean, safe and well maintained landscaped areludimg water, which people of all
ages will find attractive and stimulating for infoal recreation, strolling and
‘watching the world go by, with a mixture of cofey scents and sounds, and

containing seats, paths and shelters, complemeyedoilets, with some areas
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designated for specific activities such as spodhildren’s play” (2002).

2.9.6 Current Site Evaluation Procedures

The Borough of Brent currently has a system ircgldnat evaluates the play
spaces that are monitored and maintained by thentBParks Service. These
evaluations are conducted by a full time employee @re set to occur biweekly for
every play space. This play inspector evaluatel ply space and helps to maintain
the play spaces as well as make any small repdira. problem encountered is too
large to be fixed on site, the play inspector wake measures to secure the area and
then notify his supervisors. It is of courseeaubthat the biweekly visitations are not
always possible due to problems that may be eneceshton site. Some problems
may prove to be more time consuming. Thereforay @paces that do receive
inspection twice in a given week will be placedtha top of the list for the coming
week.

Every Brent sponsored play space is evaluated with individualized
inspection report forms. These forms are madeao@ance with The Royal Society
for the Prevention of Accidents (ROSPA), an orgatian that offers guidelines for
safe play spaces as well as specifications fogh quality play space. These are not
guidelines that Brent is required to adhere to; éwawv, the borough strives to follow
these guidelines in order to maintain a high lefedafety. Some of the report forms
that the borough issues are even more stringemt thase stipulated by ROSPA.
These inspection report forms take account of teess, gates, pathways, benches
and play equipment. If there is a safety or maiatee problem that needs to be
fixed, that is recorded along with what action hasn undertaken to put it right.

A yearly evaluation is also done by an outside camypthat evaluates each of
the Brent Parks Service maintained play spacess dllows for the play spaces to be
ranked and the evaluations to be considered urnib@se fair. These inspections are
important to pass and most usually their requirdemane similar to the Green Flag
Award requirements concerning play spaces. Itesullimate goal for the Brent Parks
Service for their parks to be awarded the Greeg Plaard so if one of their play
spaces achieves that high standard they are that ohoser for that specific park.

2.10 Geographic Information Systems (GIS)

Geographic Information Systems are an efficient| ttm record spatial
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information, which is the location, shape of, amdationships among geographic
features. Brent's GIS Development website defiGdS systems as “a computer-
based tool for analyzing and mapping objects arehsv’ GIS is a commanding
method for managing spatial data, which explaigsintreasingly dominant use in
government practices.

Since all information is geographically referenci#ds connected to a specific
point on the globe. (U.S. Geological Survey, 2007Multiple types of information
are compared, such as crime statistics in Brentta@docation of Police stations in
the borough, conclusions or trends can be detednirgrent’s GIS department also

estimates that Local Authorities also have geogcafily referenced 85% of all data.

2.11 Disabled Children Accessibility
The disability Discrimination Act 1995 was one the first legislations that

really worked to provide guidelines for the inclusiof disabled people. The Act
works to provide equal rights to anyone who mayrbated unfairly for a cause that
is not of their fault.

One of the most important things to consider whikking a play space that is
inclusive to all is that a play space made speificfor disabled children is not as
beneficial for them as a play space that worksnidude both disabled and not
children through a variety of different play optsomnd the ability to access all
options. It is obvious that a child who is requiteduse a wheelchair all their life will
not be able to use monkey bars, but there is neprethat they could not cheer on a
friend who can do the monkey bars and then botthef go off together and do
something else. The main provision you want to engar every inclusive play space
is that all children have activities that allowtinéo socialize and meet other children.
Play is a very therapeutic and social environméat everyone should be able to
access, but most importantly all sorts of childséould be able to access one single
play space no matter their abilities. Not only wilht offer the opportunity to meet
many new people, but subtly teach the children thatpeople are equal and
physicality’s don’t always make the person.

For an inclusive play space there are a varietyiftérent types of equipment
that could be included to allow for disabled cheldrto play along with physically
capable children. This equipment is listed beloketafrom Alison John & Rob
Wheway:
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Large Rocking Items: One with a seat that allowsbiackrest.
Also calls for someone to rock them promoting slitgia

Wide Slides: Allows for someone to hold them whileey
slide.

Swings on which you lie down: 2 or 3 children centbgether
and swing promoting sociality

Revolving disk with sticky surface: children worfél off and
they can lie on it and spin and play

Rigid Harness Swings
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3 Methodology

The goal of this project was to assist the BoroaogiBrent in monitoring the
development of play spaces built by estates, aedtiog a comprehensive list of all
play spaces in the borough and all deficienciexeonng current play spaces. From
there the team formed recommendations for playespaticies unique to Brent, and
ways to improve play spaces in the borough. Ileotd implement this goal the team
identified existing development maintained play agreby examining planning
applications, conducting on-site inspections, catidg key informant interviews,
and referencing Brent's existing GIS data.

We worked with the Brent Council from 12 March ZO0through 27 April

2007 to achieve the following objectives:

Assess Policy OS18 to identify unknown play spacesd evaluate
its effectiveness.
Create a comprehensive list of all play spaces, bmrgh maintained
and estate, in the borough and input into GIS.
Develop a map that shows all deficiencies of playpaces in the
borough of Brent through analysis of previously gatered data.

Make recommendations for improving play space polies.

The flow chart shown in Figure 18 outlines the stapecessary for the

attainment of the above objectives.
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Figure 18: Project Flow Chart

After reviewing documents to gain a sufficient kredge of the planning
policies and play area guidelines, it was cru@gbérform site inspections of each of
the play spaces found through reviewing planningliagtions. This data was then
organized, classified & entered into the GIS andnthanalyzed using existing
statistical information about population densitiesrd demographics, and predicted
population needs. We were then able to utilizeddita gathered to identify and create
informative maps of deficient areas, as well asvig® useful and in depth
recommendations regarding future play space pslicie

It is important to note that completion of the abahart required gathering
different sources of data. Table 5 outlines thigeint sources of data that were

gathered and how that information was collecteah@with the aspect it pertains to.
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Aspect Primary Source Secondary Source Other Pyimar
Quantity Reviewing GIS
Planning Park Classifications
Applications
Quality Field Inspectiorl Past Surveys by the BotoligPark Warden Interviews
Question Playground
Users
Accessibility | Field Inspection GIS Park Warden Interviews
Consultations and Surveys
Performed by Brent

Table 5: Data Sources

In Table 5, a primary source was defined as dah was collected by the

team during the span of the project. This typdaih came from the field inspections

and planning applications. Other primary data wlatained through select interviews

with park wardens and playground visitors. Seconddormation was derived from

previously collected data reviewed while in Brenthe information utilized was

obtained from Brent’'s GIS information system aslwelsurvey and consultation data

that had been gathered by the borough.

In order to implement and complete the desire@ahbjes within the allotted

time, a timeline was developed for the 7 weeksandon, as shown in Figure 19.
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Week | Week | Week | Week | Week | Week | Week
Tasks 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Assess & Evaluate OS1

Key Interviews

Become Familiar With GIS

Site Inspections

Evaluation of Inspections

Inputting into GIS

Evaluating Through GIS

Mapping With GIS

Forming Recommendations

Finish Proposal/Final

Presentation

Figure 19: Predicted Timeline

The first week was geared towards familiarizingselves with Brent's
current GIS system and conducting key informargrinews in order to solidify the
site inspection checklist (Appendix A: Site InspectChecklist). The interviews also
allowed the team to gain extra knowledge abouptris and play spaces that hadn’t
been previously known. The team reviewed all appate planning applications that
the council has on record to identify independentbintained play spaces. The team
conducted site inspections for two weeks. We thetered the gathered data into
Brent's geographic information system during wedk®e and four. Five and six
focused on utilizing the pertinent files availablehe geographic information system
to identify and map deficient areas. In weeksasid seven the team analyzed the

gathered results to formulate a set of recommeniasfior the Council.
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3.1 Monitoring OS18
The effectiveness of policy OS18 was measured tisy ilentifying all of the

applicable developments, and then determining vénetin not they have provided
acceptable play areas. To do this old plannindiegtfpns were reviewed starting in
2001 through to present. We used the software pnogcolaid Live, provided by the
Brent Council, which contains a digital record dfgdanning documents presented to
the planning board. Among other data sets, thitwace contains information
regarding the compliance of each developer witicgddS18. Reading through these
documents the team was able to see if either aibatibon had been made in some
form or if an actual play space was provided. Afeiewing the 250 developments
proposed in the last 6 years we were able to cieedéitgt of all the developments that
were in compliance with policy OS18. 122 developteewere applicable to the
policy and the final detailed list of provision cée seen in Appendix D: Master
Development List Applicable for Policy OS18, 20®kesent.

The next step in the process was to travel outtlmtdoorough of Brent and visit
these 16 play spaces. This was an essential aspeuat policy assessment since the
Acolaid software only contained records of the digwer’s plans without any records
of what was actually built. The group found it nexary to physically make sure that
the developer’s had actually ‘made good’ on th&ygpace plans.

Currently, the borough of Brent has 7 NEAPS, 29 BSA and 2 LAP play
space areas. These areas are publicly access#yeapas that are maintained and
inspected regularly by the Brent Parks Service. j[Guffor this part of the project was
to see if any of the privately offered play spaa&se not up to at least one of these
three standards. Our inspection and identificabbrihese private play spaces was
entered into Brent's GIS system and then used ¢atify any deficiencies in the
0S18 policy. The Brent council will be able to ukes information to more strictly
enforce the policy if numerous deficiencies haverb®und or to provide evidence

that their policies are succeeding in what theyeneated to do.

3.2 Key Informant Interviews
To familiarize ourselves with local area we opted gerform select key

informant interviews. These provided us with ifgigegarding the current play areas
and policies that we may have been unaware of @espr previous research. These

interviews were conducted as soon as possible amr& began with the Brent
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Planning Service.

The team thought it would be beneficial to identigional problems within
Brent and use this information to understand theulgh as a whole and Brent's park
wardens seemed like an excellent start. Sinc@dhle wardens are stationed at eight
different sites within Brent it was a good way &t @ sampling of what the different
regions were like. The park wardens interact il parks and their patrons every
day, and are involved with many of the daily roeinneeded to keep the park
maintained. They may also act as a liaison betwibenparks service and the
borough’s residents. They are there for any iseaerhay arise at a park and for that
very reason were a very helpful source for ourgubj

Three warden interviews were conducted and questieere formed that were
specific to each park visited. The generic fornat there asked are as follows:

Department Questions
Could you describe your role in the (planning/padepartment?
How would you describe the current state of th&kpaystem?

What is the method for classifying parks?

Deficiency Questions
Are there any known deficiencies in the currenkpaystem?
How are deficiencies identified?

What is the process for correcting deficiencies?

Park Questions
What factors that dictate the level of use for ay@pace do you consider
important?
Are there any methods of pre-treating play spaagpewent before they
are put in use?

What is the maintenance schedule specific to tlig gpace?
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Safety Questions
Are there any types of equipment that can prougetdangerous?
As a warden what do you consider the most impodafety issues?
In your opinion, are there any specific safety éssthat we should be

concerned with?

3.3 Site Inspections
A site inspection was performed on the 16 estag ppaces that were found

of the 27 located through reviewing planning apgdlmns in the Borough of Brent.
The other 11 were located in developments not yét br when visited were not in
existence. During the site inspection the teankddofor a number of different
gualities and characteristics such as safety ceraigns, overall cleanliness of the
park, facility maintenance, and state of equipmeib do this in an efficient and
consistent way a checklist was created that comdamach attribute that we were
interested in. On this checklist there were sestir the quality and maintenance of
certain aspects such as the equipment found asawéddical accessibility issues. This
checklist went through a series of revisions tauemshat the guidelines given by the
Green Flag Award, ROSPA, and the borough maintapiag spaces were all being

followed. The checklist can be viewed in AppendixSke Inspection Checklist.

3.3.1 Aspects of the Site Inspection Checklist
To gather data the team travelled to each playesma examined every

consideration of safety, maintenance, equipmert, anenities found there. At the
beginning of each site inspection it was first dotehich play space we were at, as
well as the time, date, number of visitors andvileather. The next step was to gather
the qualitative information of the play space.

The first group of information was the equipmenfiedd at the play space.
The checklist provided space to list each diffetgpe of equipment present and the
number of each item. It was noted how well thegesped to have been maintained
and any damage they had. We also noted what hgesguipment pertains to. This
enabled us to determine if any playgrounds aremesting the needs of a certain age
group.

The next step was further inspection of the amenitiffered at the play space.
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We looked for water fountains and any availabldgisgaAlong with just noting the
guantity of these facilities we also checked tivel®f maintenance. The maintenance
issues included the cleanliness and amount of dadhaga.

We noted any postings that indicated when eith@aik warden or safety
official would be onsite. If none were seen we theked for a number that could be
called if danger arose or someone wanted to patéomplaint. Then we noted any
safety issues inside the play space, such as brokelangerous equipment, poor
visibility of the play space, or a lack of fencing.

The cleanliness of the play space was another wmepprtant factor in our
analysis. We looked for litter on the ground, thenber of litter bins available, and if
they were overflowing. This indicated the recef@severe not emptied often enough.
We also noted any graffiti around or on the plagcep The presence of dog foul and
posting of rules and regulations regarding dogstwd® remarked upon as well.

We recorded data of the types of ground surfackseaf in each play space.
Any grassy areas where children can play tag @hoatis noted as well as any pitch
or sports fields. For these we mentioned if thesgraas properly maintained or if
there were lots of dirt patches and rocky areaglithmhally it was noted if there were
any other ground surfaces such as wood chips, rubbgravel.

Fences were the first accessibility issue that atedhat a play space. If there
was a fence we marked where the gates were onvandraf the immediate area.
The type of fence and its material were recordesh@lwith if the gates could be
locked, and if they were locked at any designateds.

The next step was to see if the play space is sibdedor the disabled. We
noted if the sidewalks leading to the play spaeevewrkable for a wheelchair and if
they would be able to enter the play space witlpoaoblems. Crosswalks, sidewalks,
footbridges, and the surrounding traffic levels everecorded along with the
surrounding area of the play space. We recordedt’'sf mainly residential,
commercial, urban, or open space. All these faatordd have an effect on why a
play space may not be used as much as it shoultiedpdd in the last step of forming

recommendations for the borough of Brent.
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Lastly, there was a section of short questionsfoyr patrons found at the park

during our inspection. These questions included:

What is your favourite thing about this play space?

Are there any aspects of the play space that yolt garticularly like

or that you feel needs improvement?

Along with patron comments a section was provid@dcbmments noted by
the evaluator. This was used to remark about amgual or unique characteristics
that play space may have had. We also recorded@auial obstacles or concerns we

might have had for that play space.

3.4 School Play Spaces
In order to ensure that all play spaces opend@tiblic were identified by the

team a list of all schools in Brent was formed. ieachool was called to see if their
playground was available to the public after schomlrs. Unfortunately at the time
that the calling was done most of the schools wkrsed due to vacation and would
be closed basically up until the end of the projébe few that did answer their phone
were mostly unable to tell us if they were operwere private schools and were not
accessible. A complete list of the schools andhéytare open to the public can be
viewed in Appendix K: List of Schools and their Assibility.

3.5 Identifying Deficiencies with GIS
Due to the vast amount of information containethim borough’s GIS system

we decided to utilize its tools in identifying da@éncies in the play areas. GIS gave
us the ability to relate different sets of inforioat and pinpoint areas in need of
improvement. Examples of the types of informatidvattwe utilized during our
project and their intended outcomes are shown biela
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Base Information Overlaid with: To Determine:
Park Locations Roads, Railways, Crossings MajoreAsiility Issues
Park Locations Street Map/Geometry Effective PaakliRs
Park Locations Population Density Correct Park tioces
Park Locations Age Distribution Age Appropriatecifies
Park Locations Zoning Necessity for Future
Provisions

Table 6: GIS Data Comparison

One issue that needed to be addressed was theerbata play space
accessibility. The GIS allowed us to associateldbations of the play spaces in the
borough with major roads and railways. We wer® alkle to determine the safety
measures in place at each park, including croskswatarked crossings, and traffic
lights. There is a common standard that statesewaty child should be in a 400m
walking radius from a play space. Now it is vergyeto draw a circle with a radius of
that size with the centre being the play space thmait doesn’t take into account any
barriers. What we did was to use the GIS’s abiiityshow those barriers and then
created a 400m radius circle that may have hadkshaat out of it because of any
major accessibility issues.

The range of each playground was determined bylayeg play space
locations with street layouts to determine the alctlistance one would have to walk
to reach the area. To simply map a radius aroant park would not suffice because
distance is not measured “as the bird flies”, bith wegard to the different paths one
may take from designated entrances to get to thie pAn effective range of each
park was created that accurately illustrated thiking distance from each play area
and the region it was geographically suited for.

A measure of quantity of the play spaces was athby assessing the location
of playgrounds in relation to population densifyensely populated areas with below
standard play areas were deemed deficient sinégygrpund is useless if nobody is
there to use it. Play spaces should be prevalémgmdensity areas to meet the needs
of the borough. Our analysis determined primanhere play space provision was
deficient in relation to the population.

We also determined which types of play relatedlifaas are needed in an area
by comparing age distribution throughout the bolowgth the existing play areas.
Brent's GIS had a very useful breakdown of childendifferent ages in certain
groups, 0-4, 5-7, 8-9, 10-14. Using this we mapplay spaces suitable for 0-4 year

olds against the population density of those age$ \mere able to identify any
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deficiencies. By finding the prevalent age groupraunding a play area and
comparing it to the existing facilities noted frdahe site inspections, we were able to
determine if there was a necessity to install nagye-appropriate facilities.

At the end two final deficiency maps were createthe showing the
deficiencies of play spaces concerning childrerda®®, and the other showing play
space deficiencies for children aged 4-14. Bothalfimaps had three types of
deficiencies accounted for, quantity, quality, aodessibility. This enabled the team
to show exactly where the most prominent deficiesaf the borough lied.

3.6 Analysis of Data
After completing the work stated in the previoustsms, we were left with

various types of data, as shown in Figure 20.

Types of
Data

GIS Generatet Field Inspectior Key Informant Interviews
Accessibility Boundaries Local Accessibility Problems
Physical Boundaries Poor Sidewalks Park Users
Effective Inadequate Road Crossings
Lack or Abundance of Quantity Quality/Park Characteristics
“Supply and Demand” Insufficient Facilities

Park-specific Problems

Figure 20: Types of Data

Each type of data represents a different charatieof the existing play spaces,
in terms of quality, quantity and accessibility.cBaiece of data needed to be viewed
differently to create a comprehensive understandinthe state of the play spaces.
For example a neglected sidewalk would not posenash of a problem with

accessibility as a multi-lane right of way. Simija a lack of playgrounds in a dense
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residential area is more detrimental than a lackswings. GIS was utilized to

compare each type of data, thus thoroughly anajyaur findings.

3.6.1 Field Inspection Data

RawData |, | Consultations | | Rating System
and Surveys

Figure 21: Method for Weighting Results

The evaluation of the data considered a coupferéiiit aspects of the borough
which when combined allowed us to show Brent hoirtestate play spaces related
to other play spaces located in the borough. past consultations and surveys were
used along with the London plan to create a plagspypology. This typology shows
all types of play spaces in the borough. Then usiveg consultations and surveys
along with the Green Flag Award guidelines andlkibeough maintained play space
guidelines we created a rubric that categorizecesitiate play spaces not only in terms
of LEAP, NEAP, and LAP, but also in terms of howeyhcompare considering
quality.

The evaluation rubric was based on how the boroofgBrent scores the
borough maintained play spaces. This allowed usetsure that our ranking of the
estate playgrounds was comparable to the borougimtaireed which therefore
allowed the Brent Council to have a comparison. &haluations of the estate play
spaces were all done by one person in an objentivebiased way using the same
evaluation rubric. The scores of all the estateygriaunds plus the scores of the
borough maintained play spaces can be seen in App&h Play Spaces Ranked as
LAP, LEAP, or NEAP & Scored. The estate play spawese been scored by us this
past month while the borough maintained play spaoe® scored a couple years
back. Our evaluation form can be seen in AppendiEstate Play Space Evaluation
Rubric.

3.6.2 GIS Data
The ultimate goal of analyzing the GIS data wa<reate different zones of

deficiency. These zones are illustrated in Figire 2
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Accessibility

o Low Accessibility
Low Accessibility Low Quality
Low Quantity

+ Iajor Deficiency

Cuantity Cuality

Low Quantity
Low Quality

Figure 22: Zones of Deficiency

Each zone has its own distinct disadvantagesan lérea falls in the Quality,
Quantity or Accessibility zones, it is better dffah the other zones. Even if a play
ground rates highly in one category, that succaasbe negated by other deficiencies.
A few examples include a high quality playgroundam industrial area where there
are no children to utilize it. Similarly, if theege sufficient parks in a neighbourhood,
but they have been neglected, people may be leksead to visit them.

The first step in analyzing data was to look at &I& results. Once the GIS
results were compiled we created interactive malpiewformed the framework for
the analysis. We used a different pattern for edeficiency to easily identify the
various deficiencies.

Next, our results from the field inspection wereed to the GIS data. We first
added the processed scores to create a layeiltisttated the overall quality of an
area. We then created an interface that displalleaf the various attributes found
when a park is selected on the map. For examipigu were to select Willesden
Lane & Kimberely Road, you would see the play spdoetprint, size and shape of
it, along with a listing of equipment found thermy safety issues, and seating

options. This is shown in Figure 23.
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B
Name: 1g =
Development:
Street_1° vilesden Lane

Street 2. Kimberly Road
Street 3

Equipment_3: | To )
nt4: Climbing Structure (
Lite Side (2)
ipment 5. Big Siide (1)

Safety_lssue 1 Broken Glas

Handicapped_Accessibler ves

%] w5l Estate Plavarounds

Figure 23: Footprint and Information for Willesden Lane Play Space

3.7 Creating the Final Deficiency Map
After considering all possible ways that a deficyercould be created in the

borough of Brent the next step was to combine tlefeciencies shown through
priority areas by pulling them all together andatieg ultimate deficiency areas. This
was done by laying all the priority areas out omap of Brent in the exact spot that
they were taken from the first maps and then addgdther to become one map of
deficiencies. If it happened that two priority asezcurred in the same spot than that
location became that much more of a higher priotitythis way an overall deficiency
map was created for the Borough of Brent concerplag spaces and their locations.

3.8 Creating a Map of All Play Spaces
To create a map that listed all of the possibley gpaces in Brent that were

currently open to the public the team needed toensake that a number of aspects
had been covered. First the borough maintained spages needed to be categorized
and their locations checked. It was found that mlmer of the locations inputted into
the GIS of the borough maintained spaces weretrtbeacorrect spot. This needed to
be fixed by us. Next we needed to identify all ptaty maintained play spaces, more
commonly known as estate owned. This was donebgweng planning applications
and verifying through site inspections. Schools evealled and asked if their
playgrounds were open to the public after schoairfioUnfortunately most of our

research for this happened during their vacatioth we didn’t get many answers.
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Lastly a search using the GIS aerial photographg d@ne to ensure that no play
spaces were missed by us because they had be¢nabwhile ago or were just
completely unknown. After all play spaces had bekmtified they were classified
using the previously created play space typolodytiAs information and data was
compiled and put into the GIS system to createraprehensive map of all the play

spaces in Brent.
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4 Results and Analysis

In order to create a valid and complete map ofdéfciency of play within
the borough of Brent, it was first necessary tanidg all publicly accessible play
areas within the borough. The play spaces insgentd evaluated during this project
were identified by the group as privately provided by large developments since
2001. The information collected about these plegcep was then added to existing
records of the borough maintained play spaces ¢ateran up to date record of
Brent's publicly accessible play spaces. The foitmnis a detailed analysis of the
collected data concerning: the effectiveness afiteg policy OS18, accessibility to
and from the play spaces, and the quality and gyaoitthe play spaces.

4.1 Effectiveness of Policy OS18
Policy OS18 stipulates that proposed residentiald@ments must provide a

provision of play. Although created in the ear§90’s and rewritten in 2001, the
Brent planning service does not have records rayattie compliance of developers
with such a policy. After careful review of thecoeds contained in the Acolaid
software, as well as numerous site visits and eti@ns we have acquired the
accurate information to update the borough’'s rexoas well as analyze the

effectiveness of the policy.

4.1.1 Results of Play Policy before 2001
Eight applications were reviewed and determinedbeéoapplicable to OS18

before the year 2001. The results of these apmitatwill help to determine the
effectiveness of the new play policy (OS18) sincédgan in 2001 when the new
Unitary Development Plan was adopted by the Brenir(il.

Contribution | Play Space | Questionable|  Nothing
Towards Play,  Provided Application

2 1 1 4

Table 7: Play Policy Provisions Before 2001

The percentages in Table 8 were calculated by gakiea number of provisions
made and dividing that by the total number of aggtions reviewed (8).
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Contribution| Play Space| Questionable Nothing

25% 12.5% 12.5% 50%

Table 8: Play Policy Provision Percentages BeforedQ1

The percentages in Table 9 tell the effectiversdsthe old Brent Council’s
play policy. The percentages were calculated bingathe total number of provisions
made complying with the policy and dividing those& The same was done for the

provisions not complying with the play policy.

Play Policy | Play Policy
Working | Not Working
37.5% 62.5%

Table 9: Play Policy Effectiveness Percentage

The team realized that 8 applications did not gtewvihe best data, but time
did not permit any more application reviewing ahé analysis will still be what it

should.

4.1.2 Results of Policy 0S18, 2001-2007

The team began with 250 development applicatiohss [Ist was cut down to
an amount of 122 developments that were applidablpolicy OS18. A complete list
can be viewed in Appendix C that shows the devetoia name, address, policy
called for, provision made, and the size of dewalept. This list was then broken
down even more into categories as shown in Table Tite reports of the
developments were sometimes not fully completedidn’'t have all details which
required the team to have a group that was quedilenUnder the questionable label
there are a few different types of answers thagete

- The application was in compliance with Section 1, it was
unable to identify what that money went towards.

- A contribution towards open space of some kiras \given, the

team does not know what.

- No details about anything in the application.
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The team also decided upon having a section labeddng where a number
of different answers were placed.
- A contribution was made towards car-access imprevem
- Amenity space was provided, usually consisted &fdmg’s or
a backyard.
- A contribution was made towards either environmlenta

improvements or education.

Table 10 lists the different provisions that weralled for by the 122
developments and how many fell into each categdigble 11 shows the percentage

of the 122 developments that called for each sgmibvision.

Contribution| Play | Question| Nothing
of Money Space | about | provided
towards | Provided| what
Play was
provided
10 12 34 66

Table 10: Policy OS18 Provisions

The percentages shown in Table 11 were calculbatedividing the total

number of that section by the total number of dewelent applications reviewed
(122).

Play
Contributions Spaces Nothing | Questionable
8% 9.5% 53.5% 29%

Table 11: Policy OS18 Provision Percentages

Policy 0S18
Working

Policy 0S18
Not Working

18%

82%

Table 12: Overall Effectiveness of Policy OS18

Table 12 was calculated by taking the total nundjetevelopments that had
provided for either a play space or contributiomempolicy OS18 (25 applications)
and divided that by the total number of applicatioaviewed (122). The applications
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that we considered had complied with Policy OSIthe first two sections starting
at the left in Table 10 (Contribution of Money fBlay & Play Spaces Provided). The
last two sections, Nothing and Questionable, wenesiclered as not complying to
Policy OS18 and therefore the policy was not wagkin

4.1.3 Analysis of Policy OS18
Looking at the results for the policy OS18 Breassucceeded in enforcing

the policy barely even a quarter of the time. Thécy did a good job in obtaining
actual play spaces more than they obtained a baotitsn, but considering the fact
that they are only enforcing the policy 20.5% a thme those would be the hopes.

Of the estate play spaces that were provided raostcurrently in good
condition. Although many are small they serve tbegppse of providing a play space
for a development or neighbourhood. Though thelt®swould have been better if
larger play spaces had been provided, and evennipl@ application had followed
the policy the Brent Council is doing an overalbgqob ensuring that play spaces are
being provided for the children of Brent.

When comparing the two policies the play policatthvas in effect before
2001 seems to be the better enforced policy. Umfately this comparison is
somewhat skewed by the lack of data existing be20s.. The team reports that even
though the results of policy OS18 are dim, bettdoreement would provide a much
better outlook and it is a positive fact that theypspaces provided through that policy

are of good quality and condition.

4.2 Whatis a Play Space
In order to create a valuable and working typolofyplay that identifies and

classifies all types of play within Brent it is mssary to include the stipulations from
guidelines that the borough of Brent must adhem@stwell as using outside resources
to create the most complete definitions. These aimes include the National
Standard, outlined in the Planning Policy Guidabégethe regional standard, outlined
in the London Plan, as well as other resources sgcthe guide to preparing play
spaces from the Mayor of London, the Six Acre Staddand examples from the City
of Westminster Draft Open Space Strategy. The aspeonsidered from each
document and the process we went through to cte@etypology can be seen in

Appendix F: Defining a Play Space Typology UniqoeBrent. The typology was
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created to ensure that all guidelines that neealea followed were during the project
as well as provide specifics as to what unique pleas the borough of Brent may
provide.

The proposed typology for play within Brent is @mtly a working document.
Due to the time constraints it would have been issfide to identify and analyze
every aspect of play within the community of Brémwever, it is our goal to provide
the borough with a working guideline with whichliase future research upon.

The play typology constructed consists of two tiefde first tier outlines all
aspects of play within the borough in a generamfir Each area of play is
acknowledged and explained briefly. The purposehef first tier is to provide
information about all types of play within BrentoW it is understood that one space
may fit into two or three classifications and tlesot a problem. Tier one is only to
show all possible play spaces offered in the bdnaefgBrent that could be used by a
child for amusement. Once again, due to time caimg this first tier was not
assessed in terms of GIS mapping nor will deficenmatas be defined. The first tier
takes into account every space available to a amidhich play can be accomplished.
There doesn’t have to be equipment present or ekganized play opportunities. The
second tier provides more specific information @eihg solely to the playground
areas defined within the borough of Brent. It pde¢ a classification system
determining each type of playground, and the ingrar¢ and significance of each
playground. The typology was important to our tedansreate because until then the
borough of Brent had only been classifying theimypkpaces as LAP, LEAP, or
NEAP or in a general way such as this is a playgdourhe second tier of the
typology allowed us to classify a playground inmerof size, age, and equipment
offered. This allowed for an extra dimension ohlgeis beyond just the LAP, LEAP,
and NEAP that had been previously done.
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Brent Play Space Typology:
Tier 1 — General Play Provision

- Playground — A well defined, usually fenced in aspacifically designed for the
enjoyment of children

- Open space (small) — in close proximity to housamgl smaller in size than a
guarter of an acre

- Open space (larger) — Informal green space, clasdrpity to housing and larger
in size

- Playing field

- Local park — a park within an area of housing, Whi essentially for the use of
local people

- Destination park — a major town park primarily usesda special visit location

- Ball games area — a flat area, usually surfaced

- Kick about area — any space available to kick &dvaund

- Other — not covered by any of the above

Tier 2 — Playground Provision

- Open space — an area available for children to giay has no equipment or
specific design for children’s play

- Doorstep — an area designed for younger childrahighclose to home and may
have 1 or 2 pieces of equipment. Can be a LAP.

- Local Small Equipped Play Space — Can contain adiay equipments, usually
3-5, is close to home and used by younger childtam. be a LEAP.

- Local Large Equipped Play Space — generally 4-8gsef play equipment, used
by children up to age 11. Is located relativelyseldo housing. Can be a LEAP.

- Neighbourhood Play Space — has a variety of plagsapertaining to all ages,
probably a ball game area or skateboard area. &4gbhll. Relatively close to
housing. Can be a NEAP.

Tier two was created to allow for a more specifassification of all play spaces
found in the borough of Brent. In this way we weaitde to branch away from the
normal LAP, LEAP, and NEAP that the borough hadbeiowing and offer a more
in depth evaluation of their public play spaceswHzach play space ranked in terms
of PPG 17 can be seen in Appendix G: Play SpacekeRaas LAP, LEAP, or NEAP

& Scored. The scoring of the play spaces doesakat into account what type of tier
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two play space it is classified as or if it is aRA_EAP, or NEAP, but only considers
the quality, safety, and cleanliness of the plaacsp

4.3 What is a Priority Area?
A priority area is defined as an area on a map &lsedeficiency can be

identified. For this project’s purpose a priorisyany area in our maps where a play
deficiency can be seen. For each map created Wilrbe priority areas identified
and then added together to create overall pri@igas for the borough of Brent.
These priority areas will be of varying degree wiportance and will be shown
through shading. The priority areas the team fatwsewhile analyzing the maps are
as follows:

Areas with no play spaces (Medium)

Areas of high population density with too few pkpaces (High)

Areas of high population density with poor qualipfay spaces

(Medium)

Areas of low population density with poor qualityay spaces (Low)

Areas lacking play spaces providing for all agegdMm)

Once all pertinent priority areas are identifiediral map was prepared to
present to the borough of Brent. At first the ptipareas were given either a high,
medium, or other ranking and when being added begehe rankings overlapped to
achieve ultimate high, medium, and other priorityas. Obviously a highly populated
area of children with no play spaces or maybe admuestep play space will be one
of the highest priorities, but that can also benglthe same lines of an area that is
highly populated with 10 playgrounds, but theytalhe scores of 5. Both scenarios
would achieve a priority ranking of high.

4.4 Factors Affecting Deficiencies
When determining the deficiencies in the borougiBrgnt there were three

different factors analyzed by the group. The gugrdf play spaces offered in the
borough must be adequate enough to fully provideugh space and equipment for
all the children of Brent. This was evaluated tlgloypopulation density data from the
year 2005. The quality of the borough’s play spaweded to be at the higher end to
ensure that all children are getting challengind am experiences when they visit a

play space. Lastly all play spaces provided musfubg accessible, most hopefully
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by walking no greater a distance than 400m in areydirection.

4.4.1 Children vs. Available Play Spaces
The first factor investigated using our collectedadto identify deficiencies was

to map certain age children against play spacdsaie provided for those ages. The
second tier of our typology specifies what typeplafy space pertains to which ages
and using that we made 3 different maps. The Wa$ children aged 0-4 against
doorstep and space play areas as well as any pldnerspaces that offered toddler
swings. This was deemed adequate play equipmerhfilaren aged 0-4 and allowed
for a more even deficiency analysis. The next wasnap all Local (Less, More,
Large) and the Neighbourhood play spaces againstilgiion density of children
aged 5-14. Ages 5-14 maps can be viewed in AppeidiAges 5-14 Priority Area
Maps. Using the maps the team was able to defilgitgrareas for those groups of

children.

0-4 Years, Quantity vs. Population Density

Legend
A Space Population Density
»  Doorstep 04 Years per $q. Km
4 Local Large Equipped 9- 363
Local Less Equipped 364 - 658
4 Local More Equipped [E00] 659 - 1057
® Neighbourhood - 1055 - 2015

I 2016 - 4146
B 2147 - 9834

Bamhill

Mottheick Park

Alperton

® ..

25 April, 2007

Figure 24: Aged 0-4 years Quantity Map

Priority areas were identified by the group usihg guidelines specified above
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and ranked high, medium, or other. Figure 25 belaghlight some of the higher

priority areas within the pink circles.

0-4 Years, Quantity vs. Population Density

Legend
A Space Population Density
Dianrstep -4 Years per 5q. Km
¥ Lol Large Equpped 9. 353
@ Lo Less Equipped 4 -858
4 Local Mare Equipped [ 652 - 1057
®  Maighbourhood I 1056 - 205

B 016 - 4146
B 2147 - mese

25 Apil, 2007

Figure 25: Highlighted Priority Areas

From each of these maps we acquired priority af@aeach group of different
aged children. We then combined these differemiripies to form more specific areas
of deficiencies. These were then held until we weaaly to combine them with the

accessibility and quality priority areas to fornr dnal map of deficiencies.

4.4.2 Quality of Play Spaces Concerning Population Density
Each of the estate play spaces were scored by#me to assess their quality

and were added to the already scored borough nraedtglay spaces to create a
complete map of all current play spaces in termshefr quality. This was then

mapped against the population density of childrgeda0-14 using 2005 population
data. The play spaces were scored from 1-10. Akboeen of the scores are as
follows:

10 — Best play space in all terms of the evaluatiois a clean, well provided
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for and maintained space that is easily acces$iblall, fun for all children, & has
clear signage. It is a safe space in terms ofgafed security. Would be a Green Flag
Winner.

6 — The lowest score a borough maintained playespét@ained, Roundwood
Park. It may not have the best maintenance of egemp and grounds. Might be
lacking in the ages of children it provides forhaive some safety issues.

4 — Lowest score achieved by all play spaces scditad play space probably
has numerous maintenance and repair issues. Glesslis not very good and the
equipment is probably old and worn down. Groundaa@s and landscaping along
with amenities are probably worn down and graffiti#he safety and security of the
space might be questionable.

No Score — There were three borough maintained gpages that were not
scored because they were LAPs and considered pbtapge by the borough. There
was one estate play space, Stonebridge, that isldmaup and is unusable even

though one is able to enter the space.

0-4 Quality vs. Population Density

Legend
Population Density Play Ground Quality
0-4 Years per Sq. Km Score

9- 363 j’}( Mo Score Available
364 - 658

I 653 - 1057 'ﬁf 2

o ke

I 41479334 * 4

Y s

Yr 6

Barmhill * 7
e @

Y o

X Y 0

pestury

24 April, 2007

Figure 26: Quality of Play Spaces
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Priority areas were identified by seeing wherehighest population densities
were located and what level of quality the surrangglay spaces had at that spot. If
the closest play spaces were of scores 5 or Idvegrwere considered a priority area.
Along those lines if a play space with a score oiv& located in a completely
unpopulated region of the borough that would beaase for concern. The same
analysis was done for ages 5-14 population datausethe scored play spaces

pertaining to them and can be viewed in AppendixAdes 5-14 Priority Area Maps.

4.4.3 Accessibility Issues Concerning Play Spaces
When you are considering how accessible a playesmathere is a benchmark

standard that a play space can successfully seavigechild within a 400m radius.
Figure 27 shows every play space in the borough @i#00m radius circle drawn
around it, the green circles. In previous analyseBrent’'s playgrounds they have

defined accessibility deficiencies using this map.

Simple Distance From Play Areas

Hesnis
Legend

[ Borough Boundary

[ Iwvard_Boundares

0 700 1400 2 800 4200 5500 S witiin 400m of Play Area

| hieters [ wthin S00m of Play Area

[ More than 800m from Play Area

Figure 27: Map of Accessibility with 400m radius

This map shows the most deficient areas of theuwdr in terms of being able
to access the current play spaces. The brown aredbe locations that are no where
near a play space, the yellow areas are within 88Qcththe green areas are within
400m of a play space which is what the whole banowguld hopefully be at. If you

were to consider this map for priority areas anfictcies the brown shading would

63



be the most deficient areas of the borough becawsdd who lived in those sections
would have to walk more than 800m to reach a ptecs.

Realistically, in this world people have numerdagriers and obstacles in
reaching a point of destination. Thus the next stgs to calculate any possible
walking distances from a play space taking intaoaat what roads would need to be
taken, if there were any waterways blocking patirsany railroads that may be
obstructing a route. Figure 28 shows how much O@ndradius circle gets chopped

out when you consider all of these barriers.

0-4 Accessibility vs. Population Density

Legend

Population Density
0-4 Years per Sq. Km
. 9- 363
% 364 - 658
[ 659- 1057
B 0s0-2018
B :016-4146
B 2479834
400m Walking Distance
\:I Buffer_of_0-4_provision

Bamhill

24 April, 2007

Figure 28: 0-4 Accessibility Walking Areas

This is all the play spaces that provide oppotiesifor children aged 0-4.
This is a map that shows the accessibility defidiesthat the team considered while

creating the overall 0-4 year old deficiency map.
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0-4 Accessibility vs. Population Density

Legend

Population Density
03 Years per S¢. Km
9. 363
364 - BSE
B G5a3- 1057
I 10359 - 2005
B 2016 - 4146
B :i47 - o004

:-'_'_-__ __ A00m Walking Distance

Bufter_of_0-4_privision

2 mapil, 00T

Figure 29: Highlighted Priority Areas, 0-4

Figure 29 shows a few of the priority areas thartédad identified from this
map. The pink circles are locations of high childpplation density with no
accessibility to a play space that provided fonth&his same analysis was also done
for ages 5-14 mapped against the play spaces pngvid them and can be viewed in
Appendix M: Ages 5-14 Priority Area Maps.

4.4.4 Development Play Spaces
For each estate play space we evaluated we cadula¢ area that was easily

used by walking considering the entrances intoplag space as well as any barriers
that might impede a patron. Following is the Maad®&oad play space and its
accessibility print. There was only one entrande this play space and the rest was
completely fenced off. All entrances for each & 6 play spaces visited were noted

by the team to allow for these calculations to bssible.
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Figure 30: Mandela Close Walking Accessibility

The dark green shape is the actual play spacehentight green area is the
amount of space that play space is accessiblauifware to walk no more than 400m.
The light green only expands on one side of thg ptmce because the only entrance
is on that side and if you were to walk you wouéskd to follow the roads offered. As
you can see the amount of space that this is abtess not as much as the Council
would assume it was when it said the play spaceldhme only 400m away from a
child. For other play spaces there were sometinodls & railroad and a major road
that became obstacles in reaching those spacese Thariers both effectively
worked to reduce the amount of area and childrahglay space could provide for.
These areas were calculated for each estate p&e snd added into the complete

accessibility map shown previously.

4.4.5 Borough Maintained Play Spaces
For the borough maintained all entrances and ga¢es identified using Brent’'s

GIS system and aerial photography. Figure 31 bekiwws the maximum

accessibility area of Eton Grove Open Space’s alag.
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Figure 31: Eton Grove Open Space Accessibility

This borough maintained play space happened tobeoffenced in and
therefore is very accessible. As previously statédorough maintained play spaces
had their accessibility paths calculated and wetded to the estates to form a
complete accessibility deficiency map.
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4.5 Comprehensive Map of all Play Spaces in Brent

Figure 32: Comprehensive Map of All Play Spaces

This map is a complete list of all play spaces rer8. They are shown in six
classifications. The categories have been creajethd team using national and
regional guidelines as well as other referencespdce is an open space, usually close
to home that is most preferable for small childiemoorstep is a slightly bigger open
space, close to home, may have one or two piecesy@pment, and is also for
smaller children. The Locals are divided into theed-categories because they all
pertain to the same age children, 4-9, but prosigarying number of equipment and
play options. A neighbourhood play space is pentite all age children, is the
biggest play space you will find, and usually haskkabout areas and places for

families to sit.

68



4.6 Final Overall Deficiency Maps

4.6.1 0-4 year old Deficiency Map

Figure 33: Ages 0-4 Final Deficiency Map

The small type is hard to read so it is transl|dteldw:
Notes:
24 April, 2007
Population Density Based on 2005 Census

High Priority Area:
Lacking Play Space Provision
Child Density Higher than 1050 per Sqg. Km

Medium Priority Area:
Lacking Play Space Provision
Child Density between 350 and 1049 per Sg. Km
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Other Priority Area:
Poor Quality Existing Provision
Child Density Higher than 350 per Sq. Km

4.6.2 5-14 year old Deficiency Map

Figure 34: Ages 5-14 Final Deficiency Map

The priority area definitions are too small to rsadthey are translated below:

Notes:
24 April, 2007
Population Density Based on 2005 Census

High Priority Area:
Lacking Play Space Provision
Child Density Higher than 1250 per Sq. Km

Medium Priority Area:
Lacking Play Space Provision
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Child Density between 726 and 1249 per Sq. Km

Other Priority Area:
Poor Quality Existing Provision
Child Density higher than 726 per Sq. Km

4.7 Estate Playground Reference
At the end of our project our group had found anal@ated 16 estate maintained

play spaces throughout the borough of Brent. Foh ef these play spaces, as spoken
about earlier, we investigated each one thoroughkiyg a checklist, created a sketch
of the shape and size of the play space, and tw@ngve photos of all equipment
offered and any concerns present. From this infoamave created a photographic
documentation for each specific play space thatamoed all equipment offered, any
postings that were present, any damage or safaigsspresent, and a full shot view
of the space. Along with that is the evaluationnfofor each play space, how it
scored, what type of playground it was ranked, a@lS output of it's footprint and
the 400m radius that surrounds it. This is a pdrdat booklet made for the use of

Brent Council in any way they see fit.
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5 Recommendations
Recommendations were formed by the team by takim@p iaccount all

information gathered in the past 13 weeks ancealllts we had acquired at the end of
6 weeks. Using this information areas for futuraypdpaces were located, places that
would be better just having a play space renovatetlimproved were specified, and
suggestions for how the borough of Brent could workmprove the effectiveness of
Policy OS18 were given, therefore ensuring bettay pacilities for the children of
Brent. Our recommendations are broken up into trhseetions: Policy 0OS18,

Improvements for Existing Play Spaces, and FutyrgoDs.

5.1 Policy OS18
In reviewing policy OS18 and assessing the devetomempliance with this

policy it has come to the attention of the groupttiome improvements could be
made to help enforce this policy. The policy wasnd to be 18% successful; this
number is very far away from 100%. The data weehesceived seems to be
surprising due to the fact that policy OS18 is aosuggestion that is up to the
developer’'s prerogative of whether or not they cd®odo follow, it is a borough
policy; a code or standard such as any other mgldode the planning service puts
forth. In light of this, some recommendations bamade to enhance the compliance
of developers with this policy.

Basically, the planning process works as a givetakd relationship between
a developer and the planning service. The developé submit plans for new
construction to the planning service. The planrsagvice will then assess the plans
and provide a set of stipulations that the developest follow — these will include
any policies that the development falls under. dheeloper will then take the time
to revise his plans as need be and resubmit tplt#mning service. Ideally, after this
the plans will be approved and the developer witiceed to build said development.
Surprisingly, this is where the planning servicelits jurisdiction. In theory, the
developer is then free to build as he pleases kecthe planning service currently
does not further monitor the buildings after thieitial approval.

It seems that a very simple way to solve the dilemoh a developer’s
compliance with policy OS18 is to have a membethef planning service actually
visit the development and assess from there. Afihdhis would be an infallible way
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to solve the council’s current problem, non-compudia with policies seems to be a
problem inherent tall policies put forth by the Brent Council. Havingnseone go
and visit each new development is a time consurntasg, as we as a group have
learned, and to recommend that the Brent Coundihdas not financially feasible.

With this in mind, it is important to consider thpaiblic for whom these
policies are created for. Although it is not fédesito have a member of the planning
service visit each site, it might be possible fbe tpublic to perform their own
assessment. Although the developer's are awartheofpolicies they should be
following, this may not be true for the inhabitamisthat residential development.
Therefore, one of the recommendations for the kgitoconcerning policy OS18
would be the surveying of the residents of a neweligment. This could be a mail
survey explaining the policy under consideratiod asking questions concerning the
play space actually provided. Such a survey caigd ascertain the type of family
that inhabits the residence as well as the agaitefren to determine whether the play
area is correct for the ages of children in theettgwment. It is our belief that if the
policy is explained to the residents clearly, thnaly be more helpful in voicing their
opinions. Since it is in their best interest tep@nd to such a survey the results will
be somewhat accurate. Although the survey issadesurate way to monitor policy
0S18, it would be a very cost effective way thatldgossibly be enacted within the
borough.

Another important consideration with Policy OS18hs maintenance of these
play spaces. Although it is hard to monitor thélding of these play spaces, it is
even harder to enforce any sort of maintenancehedet areas. A play area in a
development built fifteen years ago might have goypehe wayside as there are no
formal audits of these play areas each year. Wgrexample is the estate playground
of Stonebridge. This play area seemed to be & gitag area in its day, however
years of vandalism and misuses have made it a ddagehildren to play in. It
seems that the only maintenance this play areardwsved is to be boarded up
(poorly). Again, it would be easy to recommendt tthee borough audit these play
areas annually to ensure their upkeep, howeveh guecommendation would not be
feasible. Instead, we propose a change in theydd require the postings of a
maintenance contact. The policy currently callsth@ prolonged maintenance of the
play area, but if this is again up to the develpplee results may be poor. Such

progress could also be monitored through the usesidential surveys. The borough
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has the ability to stipulate the level of care eheday areas receive through this
policy.

With the extensive research done concerning thégbylaccessible play areas
in Brent, we believe that the stipulations for ppliOS18 could be more stringent
based upon the area proposed for development. téthreation of a comprehensive
map of deficiency areas (termed priority areas)etbasn quality, quantity and
accessibility of current play areas it would beyveasy to pinpoint areas deficient of
play provision. When a planning application iseiged, perhaps a review of its
proposed location in regard to the deficiency mapld reveal the type of play
provision the developer would be required to previd A planning service
representative may not have all the facts whensassgthe necessity for a play space
or for money. A developer could lay out plans #ordevelopment in a highly
populated area and if the play deficiencies arenank to the planner in charge of the
application they might decide to designate moneyatds play provision when an
actual play space would be better suited to thddmdm. Therefore, another
recommendation that we would provide concerningicgolOS18 would be the
referencing of the play area deficiency map wheterdaning the play provisions

required of the developer.

5.2 Improvement for Current Play Spaces
Overall the borough of Brent has very good playv@ion throughout the

borough. There are however, some locations thabfamdow quality or don’t seem to
be providing for the correct age children. Ourtfggggestion in improving the current
play spaces in Brent would be to renovate and expgon already existing spaces.
There are a few estate owned spaces that havedileared diminish and are now
worn down and not conducive to play. With justtddifixing up those play spaces,
such as Willesden Lane and Stonebridge Estates 8peces would be a great asset to

the surrounding community.
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Figure 35: Gladstone Park Recommendation

A suggestion of improvement would be to renovat@d&ione Park (Anson Road),
a borough maintained play space into a NEAP classibn. This means it would
provide to all ages, have a place for familiesitpad a place for older children to
play ball or run around. Currently Gladstone ParlaiLEAP and scored a 9 in past
evaluations. This means that all that would neeblet@lone would be the addition of
more equipment and extra open space. The areaGilhdistone Park would then
provide for would be 100m in radius and would reaamerous high deficiency parts
of the borough.

The second recommendation would be to post comatibers in the estate
owned play spaces telling the patrons who theyccamtact if something is broken or
dangerous. This would not have to be a full maiatee plan, but would provide the
extra insurance that if broken glass was founddmeon the ground there would be

someone a parent could call to have that cleaned’hip would give the aura of a

75



safer play space as well as provide a person sameould talk to if they had

opinions or ideas.

5.3 Future Options
The team has researched different types of plagespas well as fresh ideas of

places where children can safely and challengimgby. These suggestions are

following.

5.3.1 Disabled Access Options
It is important to consider how accessible a @pgce is to disabled children,

but rather than jumping right in and assuming #ilgplay spaces should be remade so
that they work for everyone it is important to realthat one play space cannot 100%
successfully provide great options for all childrédihe decision to remake a play
space and make it handicapped accessible neeésdonie only after considering the
location and credibility of the current play spaléehe choice to remodel a play space
that was sitting in the middle of a field that haal walkways or paths out to it, you
would be throwing money away because a disabldd @ould not be guaranteed to
make it out there.

In designing an inclusive play space talking ® ¢ommunity surrounding and
any parents of disabled children to make suretheplay space would be used. From
them you can also get feedback and suggestiors whdt they would like to see in
the play space. For some communities safety mighda much bigger concern rather
than the number of equipments offered or they mjiggttwant a place to play catch or
a sand pit. Talking to the future patrons will eresthat everyone gets what they
would want and that the play space will be usedavilltalso ensure that if there are
very specific disabilities that may need to be adered they will be discovered and
provided for during the construction or improvempracess. Such as an audio piece

for any visually impaired children.

5.3.2 Home Zones
The Home Zones for London Team (HZfl) has beerkmgrwith 5 boroughs,

one of them Brent, to develop home zones. A home z® a street that is open to all
ages where people share the road with vehiclessafeamanner. All home zones are

clearly marked with numerous signs that show theckes where the zone is located
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and what their rules are. A home zone is very usaid creative because it can be
formed to include anything a community might wantd a&an include everyone from
children to families to disabled people to cycligtast home zones have included
features such as traffic calming, shared surfaneskérbs), art works, flowers and
landscaping, play space, seating, designated par&imd communal areas.

A home zone does a lot to create a communityptaee where people might
tend to be more self-absorbed
because they don’t have the time or
place to hang out and meet their
fellow neighbours. Not only does a
home zone create a place for all to
hang out, but it diminishes use of
cars and allows for a healthier, safer,

and cleaner environment.

Figure 36: SouthVille Home Zone,

www.elemental-landscape-architects.co.uk/imag

To create a successful home zone the community lbeugery prevalent in all

parts of the process. If the community does nottveastreet where their kids can
hang out or they will not like not being able talpay their front door you will have
numerous complaints and accusations and the whuolg will be a bust. Therefore
you must always be taking into consideration whatdommunity wants. This can be
a very expensive process because of the numbanpibgees needed to ensure that
all members of the community are acknowledged aodsidered. Important
considerations needed to be taken into accountdeéfeciding to create a home zone
are

- There must be a change in the scenery of tleetstor this to be effective
meaning a construction of redesigning

- To create a home zone is usually very expensive.

Second option that’'s more affordable is a DIéstr

- Is traffic calming or barriers to slow down vehglpossible in the location you
are looking at?

A home zone can be a very beneficial choice faommunity that has no
close play spaces offered and no locations thaldvoe able to support a new play
space being built. A home zone works for all ageshildren and provides a great
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area for all sorts of creative play right next torte. In a borough such as Brent where
there are lots of developments and affordable mgusptions there are not a lot of

options for a full play space. Luckily a home zaa®m work around all those obstacles
and still become as useful at helping children tgvas a traditional playground.
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5.3.3 Locations for Future Play Spaces

Figure 37: Future Locations of Play Provision

The team recommends a total of 11 new locationduture play spaces. 9 of
those recommended are home zones. The group lelibae because of the huge
increase in population expected as well as anaseren developments and affordable
housing that Brent would have an easier time figdinprime location for a home
zone rather than a full play space. The locatianaf@lay space that is shown by a
light blue circle seems to be unused land and itldvbe beneficial to create a NEAP
there. A close up of this location is shown in F&@8.
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Figure 38: Close up of Future Location

In that way the radius of area provided for woulnver a lot of the high
deficiency areas in Brent. The location signifigdébgreen triangle would be better

off being a LEAP of either Local More or Less Eqeg.
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Figure 39: Future Location for a Play Space

This was suggested because it would be locatedparla and though there are
areas of deficiency close by they are located t¢mlthe right of the triangle and a

NEAP would be wasted in that location. A close sishown in Figure 39.
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6 Conclusions
Michel de Montaigne, a French essayist once saluldé&n at play are not

playing about. Their games should be seen as thest serious minded activity.”
Throughout the course of our project, we have taltes saying to heart. As
counterintuitive as it may sound, the concept afyglas become a serious matter for
consideration. When involved in the planning damge residential area, it would be
very easy to allow considerations such as playespacovision fall by the wayside.
However, the Brent Council has taken special caensure that all its inhabitants are
well taken care of. To this means, the researchpteted within the realms of this
project should help to better equip the borougtidal with this task.

Although the IQP report outlines a detailed desmipof the steps the project
team has taken to accomplish the set of objectivesented to us, the final project
deliverables that we have prepared for the boraiddrent will have the most impact
in the coming years. Our project outcomes includatigitized record of the estate
playgrounds outlined through policy OS18. Thisoréchelps to define the type of
play areas that are being provided in complianc®@$18. The analysis completed on
the policy should help to provide insight to thampling department about how the
policy might be further revised. Although previokisowledge about the planning
process was not known in detail, the set of recontiatons regarding this policy that
have been formulated based on the results of thlysas should help the borough in
understanding ways that they might improve thisgyol Since its revision in 2001,
Policy OS18 had not previously been assessed terndiele its effectiveness.
Therefore the records we are providing to the bghowill be invaluable in the
coming years to further monitor its success.

Utilizing the information gained through the assesst of policy OS18, a
map of the public accessible play provision witBirent was then created. A map as
specific as this had not previously been availdbléhe borough and through the
research gained, the borough now has a better afléhe play provision that is
actually in place.

The final outcome of the project that will be of shamportance to the
planning service and the parks service will befthal deficiency map that had been
defined according to the considerations of quaftityantity and accessibility. A map
such as this will be invaluable to the boroughhes/tmove to create new play areas
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and assess current play provision. If broken dovm deficiency by ward, it would
prove to be a useful tool in appealing for moreygeovision. Such a map will also
be helpful in the further use of policy OS18. Plars will be able to have this map at
their disposal when determining the exact provisdiat a developer must provide. If
the developer is planning to build in a high ptiprea, it will be apparent from the
map, and stipulations will be made for a physidalyspace to be built rather than
money being offered.

Analyzing and determining deficiencies within a daagh is not an exact
science. Throughout the course of this projedhag come to light the difficult job
that community providers have on their hands. @itjh seemingly an objective
process, classifying and defining deficiencies lngs grey areas. It seems that the
best and most efficient way to handle the possiblaan error and subjectivity of the
process is to be constantly revising policies, ymag, deficiencies and assessing
previous work. The research completed over seveeks has not only helped the
borough to determine deficiencies, but perhapsvieddntly provided a unique way
to assess policies due to the different backgroand type of people that have
performed said research. It cannot truthfully bel ghat the borough of Brent has
been the only party to benefit due to the work thas achieved over the past seven
weeks. Understanding and working through subjggtiand grey areas are not
usually qualities that are learned through an eilwutaat WPI. Hard facts and
numbers are easy to work with — but difficult togure. The most challenging aspect
of this project was to create hard facts and numbiesm very subjective data.
However, the knowledge gained through the time spemvith the Brent Planning
Council will have mutually far-reaching benefits.
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Appendix A: Site Inspection Checklist
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Appendix B: Interview Summary, Parks Planning

Servi

Leslie
Officer

ce

Williams; Park Planning Service, and Aine Rwn; Service Development

Attendance: Leslie Williams, Aine Ryan, Amy Tyler-Jones, Cofgliolini, Rick
Leverence, Elise McDeuvitt, Hallie Schiess

Introduction to Brent's Play Areas: Leslie began by providing an overview of the
parks within Brent

Role o

Parks constitute 6-8% of the borough, with rough0s25% of that figure
being estate parks

Different types of play areas such as Country Rd@kdrict Parks and Pocket
Parks, and what constitutes the area’s classificati

Locations of parks: a brief breakdown of the southend northern parts of
the borough

f the Parks ServiceThe primary role of the parks service is to mondad

maintain the parks systems

Wardens have been implemented fairly recently -hiwithe last three years.
They are responsible for 8 parks throughout theudngi, their main job is to
interact with the public.

Assets Manager: maintains the buildings and plagesp

Play Inspector: performs biweekly evaluationshe# $afety and conditions of
each play space.

Play Area Funding and Renovation:

Future

Monies granted to the borough through the Secti6f Policy will go
towards improving the open spaces. Unless spatiifiallocated to a project,
the money will be held in an account until needed.

The borough plans to renovate all playgrounds inoatance with the
European Union Society Criteria.

Play areas are heading towards multi-use areasler to better utilize space
Resources:Aine was very helpful in providing many sourcestmsider
Green Flag Award: very prestigious for a park tdéaoh the guidelines and
standards are very general though.

RoSPA (Royal Society for the Prevention of Accidgnt Provides safety
inspections of play areas — either routine or ahndénese are not national
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guidelines are not necessary to be followed.

Specific site inspection sheets: the play inspebis a different checklist
sheet for each park that he travels to. Thesetslae designed to be in
compliance with RoSPA, and they have been madéadaito us.

LEAP, NEAP, and LAP standards for each play space.

Census data: The 2002 census data is online howéege is more current
data available through Brent's GIS.
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Appendix C: Master Development List Applicable for
Policy OS18, before 2001
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Appendix D: Master Development List Applicable for
Policy OS18, 2001- Present
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Appendix E: Planning Policy Guidance 17
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Planning Objectives

Open spaces, sport and recreation all underpin people's quality of life. Well designed and
implemented planning policies for open space, sport and recreation are therefore fundamental
to delivering broader Government objectives. These include:

supporting an urban renaissance -  local networks of high quality and well managed
and maintained open spaces, sports and recreational facilities help create urban
environments that are attractive, clean and safe. Green spaces in urban areas perform
vital functions as areas for nature conservation and biodiversity and by acting as 'green
lungs' can assist in meeting objectives to improve air quality.

supporting a rural renewal -  the countryside can provide opportunities for recreation
and visitors can play an important role in the regeneration of the economies of rural
areas. Open spaces within rural settlements and accessibility to local sports and
recreational facilities contribute to the quality of life and well being of people who live in
rural areas.

promotion of social inclusion and community cohesio n - well planned and
maintained open spaces and good quality sports and recreational facilities can play a
major part in improving people's sense of well being in the place they live. As a focal
point for community activities, they can bring together members of deprived communities
and provide opportunities for people for social interaction.

health and well being - open spaces, sports and recreational facilities have a vital
role to play in promoting healthy living and preventing illness, and in the social
development of children of all ages through play, sporting activities and interaction with
others.

promoting more sustainable development - by ensuring that open space, sports
and recreational facilities (particularly in urban areas) are easily accessible by walking
and cycling and that more heavily used or intensive sports and recreational facilities are
planned for locations well served by public transport.

National Planning Policies
Assessments Of Needs And Opportunities

1. To ensure effective planning for open space, sport and recreation it is essential that the
needs of local communities are known. Local authorities should undertake robust
assessments of the existing and future needs of their communities for open space, sports and
recreational facilities. Assessments will normally be undertaken at district level, although
assessments of strategic facilities should be undertaken at regional or sub-regional levels.

2. As a minimum, assessments of need should cover the differing and distinctive needs of the
population for open space and built sports and recreational facilities (as outlined in the
annex). The needs of those working in and visiting areas, as well as residents should also be
included.

3. Local authorities should also undertake audits of existing open space, sports and
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recreational facilities, the use made of existing facilities, access in terms of location and costs
(such as charges) and opportunities for new open space and facilities (see endnote 1). Audits
should consider both the quantitative and the qualitative elements of open space, sports and
recreational facilities . Audits of quality will be particularly important as they will allow local
authorities to identify potential for increased use through better design, management and
maintenance.

4. Assessments and audits will allow local authorities to identify specific needs and
guantitative or qualitative deficits or surpluses of open space, sports and recreational facilities
in their areas. They form the starting point for establishing an effective strategy for open
space, sport and recreation at the local level (tied into the local authority's Community
Strategy), and for effective planning through the development of appropriate policies in plans.

5. Good quality assessments and audits, leading to clear strategies supported by effective
planning policies, will provide vital tools for resolving the potential conflicts that arise between
different uses and users of open space, sports and recreational facilities. The Government
expects all local authorities to carry out assessments of needs and audits of open space and
sports and recreational facilities in accordance with the paragraphs above. Good practice
guidance (see endnote 2) being published in tandem with this PPG provides more detailed
advice on how to undertake these assessments and audits.

Setting Local Standards

6. The Government believes that open space standards are best set locally. National
standards cannot cater for local circumstances, such as differing demographic profiles and
the extent of existing built development in an area.

7. Local authorities should use the information gained from their assessments of needs and
opportunities to set locally derived standards for the provision of open space, sports and
recreational facilities in their areas. Local standards should include:

i. quantitative elements (how much new provision may be needed);

ii. a qualitative component (against which to measure the need for enhancement of existing
facilities); and

iii. accessibility (including distance thresholds and consideration of the cost of using a facility).

8. Setting robust local standards based on assessments of need and audits of existing
facilities will form the basis for redressing quantitative and qualitative deficiencies through the
planning process. Standards should be included in development plans.

9. Assessing needs and opportunities: A companion guide to PPG17 provides further

guidance on setting local standards for open space, sport and recreation.
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Maintaining An Adequate Supply Of Open Space And Sprts And
Recreational Facilities

10. Existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land should not be built on
unless an assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown the open space or the
buildings and land to be surplus to requirements. For open space, 'surplus to requirements'
should include consideration of all the functions that open space can perform. Not all open
space, sport and recreational land and buildings are of equal merit and some may be
available for alternative uses. In the absence of a robust and up-to-date assessment by a
local authority, an applicant for planning permission may seek to demonstrate through an
independent assessment that the land or buildings are surplus to requirements. Developers
will need to consult the local community and demonstrate that their proposals are widely
supported by them. Paragraph 15 below applies in respect of any planning applications
involving playing fields.

11. Open space and sports and recreational facilities that are of high quality, or of particular
value to a local community, should be recognised and given protection by local authorities
through appropriate policies in plans. Areas of particular quality may include:

i. small areas of open space in urban areas that provide an important local amenity and offer
recreational and play opportunities;

ii. areas of open space that provide a community resource and can be used for informal or
formal events such as religious and cultural festivals, agricultural shows and travelling fairs.
Travelling fairs may also require suitable winter quarters (DoE Circular 22/91 refers); and

iii. areas of open space that particularly benefit wildlife and biodiversity.

12. Development of open space, sports or recreational facilities may provide an opportunity
for local authorities to remedy deficiencies in provision. For example, where a local authority
has identified a surplus in one type of open space or sports and recreational facility but a
deficit in another type, planning conditions or obligations may be used to secure part of the
development site for the type of open space or sports and recreational facility that is in deficit.

13. Equally, development may provide the opportunity to exchange the use of one site for
another to substitute for any loss of open space, or sports or recreational facility. The new
land and facility should be at least as accessible to current and potential new users, and at
least equivalent in terms of size, usefulness, attractiveness and quality. Wherever possible,
the aim should be to achieve qualitative improvements to open spaces, sports and
recreational facilities. Local authorities should use planning obligations or conditions to secure
the exchange land, ensure any necessary works are undertaken and that the new facilities
are capable of being maintained adequately through management and maintenance
agreements.

14. Parks, recreation grounds, playing fields and allotments must not be regarded as
‘previously-developed land', as defined in annex C of PPG3. Even where land does fall within
the definition of 'previously-developed', its existing and potential value for recreation and other
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purposes should be properly assessed before development is considered.

Playing Fields

15. In advance of an assessment of need, local authorities should give very careful
consideration to any planning applications involving development on playing fields (see
endnote 3). Where a robust assessment of need in accordance with this guidance has not
been undertaken, planning permission for such developments should not be allowed unless:

i. the proposed development is ancillary to the use of the site as a playing field (eg new
changing rooms) and does not adversely affect the quantity or quality of pitches and their use;

ii. the proposed development only affects land which is incapable of forming a playing pitch
(or part of one);

iii. the playing fields that would be lost as a result of the proposed development would be
replaced by a playing field or fields of equivalent or better quantity and quality and in a
suitable location - see paragraph 13 above; or

iv. the proposed development is for an outdoor or indoor sports facility of sufficient benefit to
the development of sport to outweigh the loss of the playing field

Developments within Open Spaces

16. The recreational quality of open spaces can be eroded by insensitive development or
incremental loss of the site. In considering planning applications - either within or adjoining
open space - local authorities should weigh any benefits being offered to the community
against the loss of open space that will occur. Planning authorities may wish to allow small-
scale structures where these would support the existing recreational uses (for example,
interpretation centres, toilets, and refreshment facilities), or would provide facilities for new
recreational uses. They should seek to ensure that all proposed development takes account
of, and is sensitive to, the local context.

17. Local authorities should:

i. avoid any erosion of recreational function and maintain or enhance the character of open
spaces;

ii. ensure that open spaces do not suffer from increased overlooking, traffic flows or other
encroachment;

iii. protect and enhance those parts of the rights of way network that might benefit open
space; and

iv. consider the impact of any development on biodiversity and nature conservation.

Enhancing Existing Open Space and Sport and Recreational Facilities
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18. Where recreational land and facilities are of poor quality or under-used, this should not be
taken as necessarily indicating an absence of need in the area. Local authorities should seek
opportunities to improve the value of existing facilities. Usage might be improved by better
management or by capital investment to secure improvements. Planning obligations may be
used where improvements are required to meet identified needs (see paragraph 33). In
looking to improve existing open space and facilities, local authorities should:

i. promote the compatibility of the uses made of open spaces and sport and recreational
facilities with adjoining land uses;

ii. encourage better accessibility of existing open spaces and sports and recreational facilities,
taking account of the mobility needs in the local population; and

iii. promote better use of open spaces and sports and recreational facilities, by the use of
good design to reduce crime.

19. In considering applications for floodlighting, local authorities should ensure that local
amenity is protected. The impact on the openness of the Green Belt, or on the character of
the countryside, of floodlight towers or pylons should be a key factor in determining whether
planning permission should be granted. Further guidance is contained in the companion
document to this PPG.

Planning For New Open Space And Sports And Recreatnal
Facilities

General principles

20. In identifying where to locate new areas of open space, sports and recreational facilities,
local authorities should:

i. promote accessibility by walking, cycling and public transport, and ensure that facilities are
accessible for people with disabilities;

ii. locate more intensive recreational uses in sites where they can contribute to town centre
vitality and viability;

iii. avoid any significant loss of amenity to residents, neighbouring uses or biodiversity;
iv. improve the quality of the public realm through good design;

v. look to provide areas of open space in commercial and industrial areas;

vi. add to and enhance the range and quality of existing facilities;

vii. carefully consider security and personal safety, especially for children;

viii. meet the regeneration needs of areas, using brownfield in preference to greenfield sites;
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ix. consider the scope for using any surplus land for open space, sport or recreational use,
weighing this against alternative uses;

X. assess the impact of new facilities on social inclusion; and

xi. consider the recreational needs of visitors and tourists.

In addition to these general principles, paragraphs 21-32 below apply in respect of specific
types of facilities or areas.

Mixed-use Sport, Recreation and Leisure Facilities

21. Many sporting and recreational facilities will be similar in their land use characteristics to
some forms of leisure - by making intensive use of land and attracting a large number of
visits. Indeed, some will be mixed with significant elements of entertainment, retail or leisure
uses and will function for many hours of the day. Planning permission for such developments
should only be granted where they are to be located in highly accessible locations in or
adjacent to town centres, or in district or neighbourhood centres. Planning permission should
not be granted for a location outside such a town centre if the resulting development would
undermine the centre. Sites in central locations should be allocated where there is a high
level of demand for such mixed use facilities. The guidance in PPG6 explains the principles
that should be applied to the location of town centre uses.

Stadia and Major Developments

22. Planning permission for stadia and major sports developments which will accommodate
large numbers of spectators, or which will also function as a facility for community based
sports and recreation, should only be granted when they are to be located in areas with good
access to public transport. Planning permission for additional facilities (such as retail and
leisure uses) should not be granted for any out-of-centre developments unless they comply
with the policy set out in PPG6.

Local Facilities

23. Local authorities should ensure that provision is made for local sports and recreational
facilities (either through an increase in the number of facilities or through improvements to
existing facilities) where planning permission is granted for new developments (especially
housing). Planning obligations (see paragraph 33 below) should be used where appropriate to
seek increased provision of open spaces and local sports and recreational facilities, and the
enhancement of existing facilities. Where local facilities will attract people from a wider
catchment, especially in urban areas, planning permission should not be granted unless they
are located where they will be well served by public transport.

Open Spaces

24. In planning for new open spaces and in assessing planning applications for development,
local authorities should seek opportunities to improve the local open space network, to create
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public open space from vacant land, and to incorporate open space within new development
on previously-used land. They should also consider whether use can be made of land which
is otherwise unsuitable for development, or procure public use of privately owned areas of
land or sports facilities.

Urban Fringe Areas

25. The countryside around towns provides a valuable resource for the provision of sport and
recreation, particularly in situations where there is an absence of land in urban areas to meet
provision. Subject to paragraphs 27-30 below, local authorities should encourage the creation
of sports and recreational facilities in such areas and the development of areas of managed
countryside, such as country parks, community forests, and agricultural showgrounds. Where
planning permission is to be granted for such land uses, local planning authorities should
ensure that facilities are accessible by walking, cycling and public transport as alternatives to
the use of the car.

Rural Areas

26. In rural areas those sports and recreational facilities which are likely to attract significant
numbers of participants or spectators should be located in, or on the edge of, country towns.
Smaller scale facilities will be acceptable where they are located in, or adjacent to villages to
meet the needs of the local community. Developments will require special justification if they
are to be located in open countryside, although proposals for farm diversification involving
sports and recreational activities should be given favourable consideration. All development in
rural areas should be designed and sited with great care and sensitivity to its rural location.

Sports and Recreation Provision in Designated Areas

27. Designation of areas as National Parks or Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty does not
preclude the use of land for sporting and recreational activities, but noisy or other intrusive
activities should be restricted to locations where they will have minimal or no impact on
residents or other recreational users. National Park Authorities should work with other local
authorities and with sports and recreational bodies with a view to securing new sports and
recreational facilities in appropriate locations within National Parks.

28. In Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty local planning authorities should look to meet the
demands for sporting and recreational activities where the proposals are consistent with the
primary objective of conservation of the natural beauty of the landscape, and the needs of
agriculture, forestry and other uses.

29. Planning permission for development in or near a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
for temporary or permanent sporting and recreational activities, should be granted only if the
permission is subject to conditions that will prevent damaging impacts on the SSSI, or if other
material factors are sufficient to override nature conservation considerations.

30. Planning permission should be granted in Green Belts for proposals to establish or to
modernise essential facilities for outdoor sport and recreation where the openness of the
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Green Belt is maintained. Development should be the minimum necessary and non-essential
facilities (eg additional function rooms or indoor leisure) should be treated as inappropriate
development. Very special circumstances which outweigh the harm to the Green Belt will
need to be demonstrated if such inappropriate development is to be permitted.

Sport and Recreation Requiring Natural Features and Water

31. Some activities (eg climbing, potholing) rely on particular natural features. Where these
features exist, local authorities should recognise their actual and potential recreational value,
possibly to more than the local population. Planning permission should be granted but only
where the impact of sports and recreational activities on natural features can be minimised.
Facilities should be planned carefully to ensure that conflicts between sport and recreational
activities and other interests do not arise. In considering planning applications for
development near water, local authorities should ensure that access for sport and recreation
purposes is not restricted and should, where possible, be enhanced. The visual amenity,
heritage and nature conservation value of water resources should also be protected.

Recreational Rights of Way

32. Rights of way are an important recreational facility, which local authorities should protect
and enhance. Local authorities should seek opportunities to provide better facilities for
walkers, cyclists and horse-riders, for example by adding links to existing rights of way
networks.

Planning Obligations

33. Planning obligations should be used as a means to remedy local deficiencies in the
guantity or quality of open space, sports and recreational provision. Local authorities will be
justified in seeking planning obligations where the quantity or quality of provision is
inadequate or under threat, or where new development increases local needs. It is essential
that local authorities have undertaken detailed assessments of needs and audits of existing
facilities, and set appropriate local standards in order to justify planning obligations. Further
advice to authorities on seeking planning obligations for open space, sports and recreational
facilities is contained in the good practice guide associated with this guidance (see endnote
4).

Annex : Definitions

Open Space

1. Open space is defined in the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as land laid out as a
public garden, or used for the purposes of public recreation, or land which is a disused burial
ground. However, in applying the policies in this Guidance, open space should be taken to
mean all open space of public value, including not just land, but also areas of water such as
rivers, canals, lakes and reservoirs which offer important opportunities for sport and
recreation and can also act as a visual amenity (see paragraph 3(vi) below).
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2. The following typology illustrates the broad range of open spaces that may be of public
value:

i. parks and gardens - including urban parks, country parks and formal gardens;

ii. natural and semi-natural urban greenspaces - including woodlands, urban forestry, scrub,
grasslands (eg downlands, commons and meadows) wetlands, open and running water,
wastelands and derelict open land and rock areas (eg cliffs, quarries and pits);

iii. green corridors - including river and canal banks, cycleways, and rights of way;

iv. outdoor sports facilities (with natural or artificial surfaces and either publicly or privately
owned) - including tennis courts, bowling greens, sports pitches, golf courses, athletics tracks,
school and other institutional playing fields, and other outdoor sports areas;

V. amenity greenspace (most commonly, but not exclusively in housing areas) - including
informal recreation spaces, greenspaces in and around housing, domestic gardens and

village greens;

vi. provision for children and teenagers - including play areas, skateboard parks, outdoor
basketball hoops, and other more informal areas (eg 'hanging out' areas, teenage shelters);

vii. allotments, community gardens, and city (urban) farms;

viii. cemeteries and churchyards;

ix. accessible countryside in urban fringe areas; and

X. civic spaces, including civic and market squares, and other hard surfaced areas designed
for pedestrians;

This typology, or variations of it, should be used by local authorities when preparing
assessments of need and audits of existing open space and recreational facilities.

3. Local authorities should also recognise that most areas of open space can perform multiple
functions. They should take account of the various functions of open space when applying the
policies in this document. These include:

i. strategic functions: defining and separating urban areas; better linking of town and country;
and providing for recreational needs over a wide area;

ii. urban quality: helping to support regeneration and improving quality of life for communities
by providing visually attractive green spaces close to where people live;

iii. promoting health and well-being: providing opportunities to people of all ages for informal

recreation, or to walk, cycle or ride within parks and open spaces or along paths, bridleways
and canal banks. Allotments may provide physical exercise and other health benefits;
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iv. havens and habitats for flora and fauna: sites may also have potential to be corridors or
stepping stones from one habitat to another and may contribute towards achieving objectives
set out in local biodiversity action plans;

V. as a community resource: as a place for congregating and for holding community events,
religious festivals, fétes and travelling fairs; and,

vi. as a visual amenity: even without public access, people enjoy having open space near to
them to provide an outlook, variety in the urban scene, or as a positive element in the
landscape.

Sport And Recreation

4. Sport and recreation is not formally defined for the purposes of this PPG. With the
exception of limited cases where the policies are specific to sporting activities (eg those for
location of stadia), policies are generic and should be applied to all forms of sport and
recreational activities.

5. For the purposes of assessments of need and audits of existing built facilities for sport and
recreation, local authorities should use a typology which includes swimming pools, indoor
sports halls and leisure centres, indoor bowls centres, indoor tennis centres, ice rinks,
community centres, and village halls.
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Appendix F: Defining a Play Space Typology Uniquet o0
Brent

Defining Play Areas within Brent
Play Space Typology

The London Plan: “Planners and others have historically relied dmaéted number
of models for the kinds of space to be providedtti@m — almost universally seen as
a matter of installing fenced off play areas withfety surfacing and fixed play
equipment. This leads to artificial, inflexibleag@s that make a narrow offer to
children and hold little attraction to the widemomunity.”

Typology: See provided typology suggestions
- public playgrounds
- parks
- streets
- housing areas
- clvic squares
- town centres
- playing fields
- woodlands
Notes:
- Take into high regard what children and young peaped or value in a play
space
- Spaces need to be created for older children ieraml alleviate problems with
vandalism or misuse of sites not specifically mimtehem

Rubric Considerations:

- Play space design should be attractive and engagiagdards should take into
account site context and topography and shouldeaddandscaping, equipment
and surfacing together

- A broader, more flexible typology of play spacémrt LAPS, LEAPS and
NEAPS and guidelines from RoSPA is required todretflect the types of play
spaces that children and young adults enjoy

- Element of managed risk is an important considematprograms of supervision
can help to alleviate risks

- Attractive, welcoming design helps site security

- Fencing — the design of a play area’s fence shtald into account the ages of
the children it is meant for, older children’s aesdnould not have fencing where
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there is no physical dangers/barriers (bodies @é&ryvanajor railways)
- Specifics:
Provision of a range of play activities and expaees for different age groups
The number and types of items of equipment
Fitness for use and condition of existing facitend equipment
Popularity and levels of existing use
Social and physical barriers to access
Equality and inclusiveness

O O 0O O O o

Final Analyses:
- Demographic profiles
o0 Gender considerations (esp. for older children)
0 Cultural requirements
- Socio-economic indicators
- Characteristics of development
- Accessibility
- Quality and range of functions and potential fodtifunctional areas
- Opportunities for enhancement/new provision
- Safety and security
- How much space is required to serve the needsedaéxisting population (is 10 sq
m per child sufficient for Brent?)

Guide to Preparing Play Strategies:*A recent survey of 1,000 parents of disabled
children demonstrated how their children were edeth from ordinary leisure
opportunities. Parks and playgrounds were the leses-friendly”

“Research has shown that certain minority ethniougs are disproportionately
excluded from play provision”

Typology: Tier 1 — Description of a Location

The spaces where children play:

- Playground

- Open space (small) — in close proximity to housamgl smaller in size than a
guarter of an acre

- Open space (larger) — Informal green space, clasdrpity to housing and larger
in size

- Playing field

- Local park — a park within an area of housing, Whi essentially for the use of
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local people

Destination park — a major town park primarily usada special visit location
Ball games area — a flat area, usually surfaced

Other — not covered by any of the above

Tier 2 — Playground classification

Space — there is no specific equipment or desigoHidren’s play
Doorstep/toddler — designed for small children @hdbcated close to housing,
may have 1 or 2 types of equipment (LAP)

Small equipped — a few play items (3-5) generally younger children and
located close to housing (LEAP)

Large equipped — a reasonable variety of play ités8) generally for children
up to ages 10 or 11 and located close to housiB&\R)

Neighbourhood — a good variety of play items folldslen of all ages (including
young teens) probably ball games or skateboardsarda serves an area of
housing (NEAP)

Attraction — purpose is to serve a family or grag a visit location, above a
dozen items = large, between 8 and 12 items = medhelow this = small,
children unlikely to attend unaccompanied

Adventure playground — offers a range of challeggplay and co-creative
environments, substantial outdoor space for thetetaes, play workers

Wheeled sports area — an area for use with skatdfohikes, etc. It will have
mounds or ramps

Other — not covered by any of the above

Notes:

Groups of young people hanging out are often chearaed as a nuisance or
threat, when they might simply not have anywhese & do so

Play strategies should address the use of schoohds and attempt to engage the
education authority and schools’ communities

Important to have the location of the park withne fpublic view to instil security
in visitors

Rubric Considerations:
Create a 2 tier system: Thé fier to generally define all play types for eadea
group within Brent and the"tier to specifically define the playgrounds of Brre

Final Analyses:

Accessibility considerations: roads where speeds iar excess of 20mph,
railways, watercourses, isolated or secluded rowgesial divisions associated
with/by location
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Policy Themes:

o Improved access to and linkages between play spatbher open space,
residential streets and other routes used by emldr

o Improving the quality and safety of existing proeis and creating new play
spaces

o Promotion of inclusive provision for disabled cinéd, children from minority
ethnic communities, girls and young women and thaseisk of social
exclusion
Addressing deficiencies
Improved signage, marketing, communications
Use of vacant land as temporary play space

City of Westminster Draft Open Space Strategy:
Notes:

There is an obvious correlation between a lack rovigion for teenagers and
‘people loitering’ in many open spaces

Introduction of informal play areas in open spasere it is not possible to put
equipment in, this could be tactile sculpturestseatimber, play logs

Provisions for older children, play provision feenhage girls (netball courts)
Improvement and multiuse of school grounds

Final Analyses:

Areas of deficiency are defined as where theraarglay areas at all within 1km
Priority areas determined based on deficiencieb asdack of a small local play
area within 100m

Monitor developments being built in priority argasensure their compliance with
policy OS18

Meeting the needs of children with disabilities oflwes adding equipment and
improving access to existing facilities
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PPG17:

Typology:

Notes:

Rubric Considerations:

Final Analyses:

- Create catchments areas with GIS to determineidefiareas, don’t simply look
at deficiencies within wards

- Forecast future population and future populatioadse take into account the net
inward and outward migration

The Six Acre Standard:

Typology:

Notes:

Local Area for Play (LAP):

1. Caters to children up to 6 years in age

2. Walking time of 1 minute from home

Positioned beside a pedestrian pathway on a rbates well used
Reasonably flat site that is well drained with grasa hard surface
Some individual seats are provided for parentsaoers

600mm high guard-rail or similar low level fenc@and the perimeter
A barrier to limit the speed at which children erdge exit the facility
Signs indicating the adults are not permitted withobeing
accompanied by children and that dogs are not aliow

9. Overlooked by nearby houses

10. Minimum of 100m”2 in area

© N o o bk w

Local Equipped Area for Play (LEAP):

1.

Caters to children 4-8 years

2. Within a walking time of 5 minutes
3.
4. Reasonably flat site that is well drained with gras a hard surface, an

Positioned beside a pedestrian pathway on a rbates well used

appropriate impact absorbing surface beneath amadindr the play
equipment

Minimum of 400m”2 in area

Contains at least 5 types of play equipment, ofclwhat least 2 are
individual pieces rather than part of a combination

There is adequate space around the equipment

Fencing of at least 1 metre in height around thenpmger with two
pedestrian gates

A barrier to limit the speed at which children erdge exit the facility
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10. Some individual seats are provided for parentsacers
11.Signs indicating that the play area is solely fa tise of children, dogs are

not allowed, name and telephone of the operattinefacility, location of
the nearest public telephone

12.1t has a litter bin
Neighbourhood Equipped Play Area (NEAP):

1.

9.

Caters predominantly to older children

2. Within a walking time of 15 minutes from home
3.
4. Reasonably flat site that is well drained with grasd hard surfaces, an

Positioned beside a pedestrian pathway on a rbates well used

appropriate impact absorbing surface beneath amdindr the play
equipment

Minimum of 1000m”2 in area, divided into two parsa range of
equipment and a hard surface of at least 465m"2

At least 8 types of play equipment

There is adequate space around the equipment

Fencing of at least 1 metre in height around thenpmger with two
pedestrian gates

A barrier to limit the speed at which children erdge exit the facility

10. Seating provided in both areas of the facility
11.A notice to indicate: that the area is solely foe tuse of children, dogs

should be excluded, name and telephone of the tpeoé the facility,
location of the nearest public telephone

12. Litter bins in access of each entrance and in pniyiof the seating
13. Convenient and secure parking facilities for bikes

Rubric Considerations:

Children’s play areas should be:

Accessible within the specified walking time (LAEEAP, NEAP)
Accessible without barriers

Sited in open, welcoming areas — not accessibteigir narrow alleys
Separated from areas of major vehicle movementsesaile directly from
pedestrian routes

Sited on land suitable for the types of play oppaity intended
Overlooked from dwellings or pedestrian routes Hratwell used
Accessible by footpaths with a firm surface

Surfaced in a manner that is able to withstandrtemsity of use
Seating for parents and carers
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- Provided with impact absorbing surfacing beneathaound all play equipment
- Designed to exclude dogs

Final Analyses:
- Recommendation of Home Zones
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Appendix G: Play Spaces Ranked as LAP, LEAP, or
NEAP & Scored

LAP/LEAP/ | Score
NEAP

1 | Abbey Estate LEAP 9
2 | Alperton Sports Ground LEAP 9
3 | Barham Park NEAP 7
4 | Butler’s Green Open Space LEAP 8
5 | Church Lane Recreation Ground LEAP 9
6 | Eton Grove Open Space LEAP 9
7 | Grove Park LEAP 8
8 | Heather Park Open Space LEAP 8
9 | King Edward V11 Park NEAP 8
10 | Lindsay Park Sports Ground LEAP 9
11 | Maybank Open Space LEAP 7
12 | Mount Pleasant Open Space LEAP 8
13 [ One Tree Hill LEAP 7
14 | Preston Park LEAP 9
15 | Roe Green Park LEAP 8
16 | Silver Jubilee Park LEAP 8
17 | Springfield Playground LEAP 7
18 [ Woodcock Park LEAP 9
19 | Albert Rd Open Space LEAP 8
20 | Bramshill Road Playground LEAP 7
21 | Brondesbury Park Open Space LEAP 7

22 | Brondesbury Villas LAP N/A
23 | Carlton Vale Open Space LEAP 9
24 | Crouch Road Open Space LEAP 9

25 | Denzil Rd. Open Space LAP N/A
26 | Franklyn Rd. Playground LEAP 7
27 | Gladstone Park LEAP 9
28 | Gladstone Park (Anson Road) LEAP 9
29 | Gibbons Recreation Ground LEAP 9
30 | Hazel Rd. Play Area LEAP 9
31 | Lilbourn Walk LEAP 8
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32 | Neasden Lane (A.E.l. Site) LEAP 9
33 | Neasden Recreation Ground LEAP 9
34 | Rainbow Park LEAP 7
35 | Roundwood Park LEAP 6
36 | St. Mary’s Rd. Open Space LEAP 8
37 | Streatley Rd Playground LEAP 7
LEAP 7
38 | Tiverton Playground LEAP 6
39 | Tokyngton Rec. Ground LEAP 9
40 | Mapesbury Playground LAP N/A
Estate Play Spaces
96-112 Harrowdene Road,
41 | Wembley LAP 4
42 | 3 De Havilland Road, Edgeware LAP 6
43 | Fry Road LAP 7
Fortune Gate Community
44 | Housing LAP 7
45 | Rose Bates LAP 6
Church  End & Roundwood
Estates
46 | Churchend 1 LAP 6
47 | Churchend 2 LAP 5
48 | Hirst Research Centre LAP 5
49 | Camber Close & Ainsworth Close LAP 5
50 | Willesden Lane & Kimberely Rd LEAP 4
51 | Stonebridge Estate LEAP 0
52 | Metropolitan Trust Development LAP 5
Rawling's Crescent Play Spaces
53 | Rawling's Crescent #1 LAP 6
54 | Rawling's Crescent #2 LAP 7
55 | Rawling's Crescent #3 LAP 7
56 | Mandela Close LEAP 6
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Not Built Yet

1-30 Inc. EImwood House

Under construction

John Billam Youth Sports Centre

Under construction

703 & 703A

Under construction

Land N/T Wembley Stadium

Under construction

Land on Elm Road

Under construction

CopLand Community School

Under construction

Land around Wembley Staduim

Under construction

Central Relief Services

Under construction

Willesden General Hospital

Under construction

NATCO Foods

Under construction
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Appendix H: Estate Play Space Evaluation Rubric

Brent's Estate Play Space Evaluation

There are 7 sections that were looked at and evalua ted during each site
inspection. 5 of the 7 sections gets a score from 1 to 10 (5 criteria, each can get a
maximum of 2 points). The health and safety section has a maximum of 5 points
allowed. The last section has three criteria and ge ts a score from 1-9 with an extra
point allowed for a fabulous play space. Once all s  ections are scored, each specific
score gets added up and then divided by 7. Thus giv  ing an overall play space score

from 1-10 with 1 being the lowest and 10 the best.

1. Design
(0-2) Overall appearance
(0-2) Appropriateness

- For the ages surrounding it and the location
(0-2) Use of materials

Hard & Soft — Are they used appropriately for where they are needed?
(0-2) Innovation

- Are there a variety of types of equipment or amusing things?
(0-2) General practicality

- Is everything in play space usable and have a point to be there?
Other

Total Score

2. Interpretation, Signage, etc.
(0-2) Currency/Appropriateness

- Do the number of signs consistent and helpful? Do they pertain to the play space?
(0-2) Clarity/simplicity/ Sufficiency/ Welcome sign

- Are the signs wordy? Do they have all information needed?
(0-2) Use of materials

- What is the sign made of? Is it weather resistant and usable for a long period of time
(0-2) Location
(0-2) Condition of the signage

Total Score
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3. Maintenance - Hard and Soft landscape
Cleanliness

Trash, Graffiti— 3 occurrences = 1, 4+ occurrences =0
Evidence of work being carried out at the right time

- Is garbage being emptied? Are there rubbish cans? 1 if no litter bins.
Horticultural expertise shown - e.g. pruning/cutting/edging

Trees

Shrubs

Grass

Other
Evidence of renovation/repair

- Has everything been maintained? Does it look nice or have wear?
Work required

- Any broken play objects or fences? Any trip hazards that need fixing?
Other comments

Total Score

4. Health and Safety
General — Unless it is noticed to be any blatant health concerns or safety issues score is 5
2 points off for broken glass

Score

5. Accessibility
(0-3) ‘Disabled’ access
- Sidewalks, Ramps, crosswalks
(0-3) Car access
- Parking available
(0-3) Pedestrian access
- Sidewalks, crosswalks
Other information

Total Score

6. Usability
(0-2) Location
Is it far from the development? Right in the middle?
(0-2) Maintenance
- Are play instances offered dangerous to use? Eg. Are splinters possible?

(0-2) Evidence of encouragement to use
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- Are their age restrictions on the play space? Do these restrictions pertain to the
equipment offered?
(0-2) Number of kids possible on play space considering equipment

-0-10kids =1

- 10+ kids = 2
(0-2) Equipment interference with itself?

- Is there only one piece of equipment that all children would have to use?

Total Score

7. Security
(0-2) Lighting
(0-2) Contact numbers/staffing (if applicable)
(0-2) Overlooking premises
- Are they flats, buildings, retail. Can the play space be viewed by lots of people
(0-2) Fencing/gates etc
- Are the number of gates offered suitable for the size of the play space? (0.5 pts) Do
they close and latch? (0.5) Do they work? (0.5) Can they lock? (0.5)
(0-2) General ambience
- What was your feeling when you first walked in? Did you feel comfortable as an
adult? Would a kid?

Total Score

8. Untapped potential

Things not being done which could be:

9. Overall quality
Total Scores Added up and divided by 7
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Appendix I: Ages 0-4 with Pertinent Play Space
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Appendix J: Doorstep and Space Scoring

136



Appendix K: List of Schools and their Accessibility
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Appendix L: 400m Walking Distance and Ranging
Accessibility Deficiencies

Accessibility paths for all play spaces in thedamh of Brent.
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Appendix M: Ages 5-14 Priority Area Maps

Quantity vs. Population Density
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Quiality vs. Population Density
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Accessibility
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Appendix N: Tier 1 of Play Typology
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Appendix O: Tier 2 of Play Typology
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