
 

 

 

 

Green and Blue Spaces Provision in Maidstone Borough 

Quantitative Assessment (May 2014) 

 

Maidstone Green Spaces Strategy 2004 

In 2004 Maidstone Borough Council (MBC) was one of the first councils to produce a 

green spaces strategy. This was done through a consultant, JMP. A large part of the 

work carried out by JMP, was to identify exactly what green space there was in the 

borough. 

The green space was categorised into 8 different green space types and requests sent 

out to all parishes and ward councillors for information on their green space. All of the 

consultees replied telling JMP about the green space that they were aware of in their 

area. All of these areas were then given one of the eight categories and mapped using 

GIS. This then produced tables showing the type and amount of green space in all of 

the wards across the borough. 

As part of this consultation consultees were asked if they were happy with the amount 

of green space in the borough. As most people were happy with the amount of green 

space and the table detailing all of this green space a standard based on this was 

agreed. 

These 2004 green space types and adopted standards can be seen in the table below: 

GREEN SPACE 
TYPE 

HECTARE 

(Per 1000 population) 
Note: existing provision levels above and below 
the standards are detailed within each section. 

Summary tables of figures are provided within 
Annexe C of the Maidstone Borough Council Green 

Spaces Strategy  

 URBAN RURAL 

Parks and 
Gardens 

2.30 N/A* 

Natural and 
semi-natural 
areas 

ANGSt standard ANGSt standard 

Amenity Green 

space 

0.7 0.8 



 

 

 

As Maidstone 

was one of the 

first authorities 

to produce a 

Green Spaces 

Strategy there 

were several 

issues with the 

provision tables 

produced, these being:  

1. That no differentiation was made between green space that could be accessed 

by members of the public and that which could just be seen, 
2. One of the green space types, Green Corridors, were more of an aspirational 

concept and could not actually be measured. 
3. The ANGSt standard used as a measure for Natural and Semi Natural areas was 

actually an accessibility standard not a quantative standard, so was very difficult 

to alter. 
 

2007 Update 

The data captured in the 2004 Green Spaces Strategy was updated as new green 

spaces became available to MBC, often as part of a S106 Developer Contribution, but 

the core data remained unchanged. The latest data available as a comparison was the 

2007 data. 

2014 Green and Blue Infrastructure 

The new Green and Blue Infrastructure Strategy which is currently being produced will 

supersede the 2004 Green Spaces Strategy, will plug into the MBC Core Strategy which 

will help to shape future development in the borough. 

Before this work was completed it was agreed to carry out a brief review of the green 

space provision tables and GIS maps to update some of the changes and errors that 

have been identified over the last 10 years. It soon became apparent that the lack of 

clarity in 2004 between publicly accessible and non publicly accessible green space 

made it worth while reviewing all of the data to make it as accurate as possible. 

There were also a number of other improvements that were made to how the green 

space provision data was captured. 

1. The number of Green Space types was reduced for the following reason: 
 

a. Parks and Gardens – This category was dropped as the only thing that 

separated parks and gardens from other green space types was having 

Provision for 
Children and 

Young Peoples 
Equipped Play) 

0.12 0.09 

Green Corridors N/A N/A 

Outdoor Sports 

Facilities 

1.4 2.7 

Allotments and 
Community 

Gardens 

0.21 0.18 

Cemeteries and 
Graveyards 

0.66 0.59 



 

park or garden in the title. For example this meant that South Park and 
Parkwood Recreation ground were in entirely different categories when 

essentially they are the same. 
 

b. Green Corridors – This was an aspirational concept to connect the 
countryside to the centre of Maidstone town. Whilst a very good idea and 
a good aspiration, it is not possible to measure so not recorded as a green 

space type. 
 

c. Cemeteries and Grave Yards – As the number of closed church yards 
alters little and once they are closed they are usually left for wildlife it was 
considered appropriate to included them in the Natural/Semi Natural 

Category. There are only a handful of open church yards with the majority 
of the capacity coming from Maidstone Cemetery. This capacity should be 

reviewed for the future but does not need to be in it own category so was 
again added to the natural semi natural category. 
 

2. To avoid confusion an improved definition of what open space is, and is not, for 
the purpose of this study was produced and is as follows: 

 

Publicly accessible green space is all open access land which is 

owned by MBC, KCC, Forestry Commission, Woodland Trust, Parish 

Council, Housing Associations; or 

1. Open Access land (land which has been voluntarily dedicated 

under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000); or 

 

2. land which has been voluntarily deemed as publicly accessible by 

the landowner through other legal means. 

 

Please note that land crossed by a Public Rights of ways 
(footpaths, bridleways, etc) is NOT deemed as publicly accessible 
(only the path is publicly accessible) 

 
 

3. Also more rigid definitions of the new types of open space were produced, 
these being: 



 

 

 
  

4. In the 2004 Green Spaces Strategy single areas were only included as a 

single category. For example Mote Park in Shepway North ward was 
measured only as a park, which meant that even though there are 9 winter 

sports pitches, huge amounts of natural and semi natural conservation area 
and large areas of amenity grass in the park, none of these were counted and 
Shepway is recorded as being deficit in other green space types. 

For the updated 2014 study parks have been “cookie cut” with sports pitches, 
natural and semi natural areas and amenity grass areas being counted as 

such. 
 

Method 

A temporary member of staff was brought in top oversee the updating of the green 

space provision tables. 

Firstly the new definitions and types were agreed and then using the 2007 green 

space provision maps as a starting point a desk top survey was carried out 

reviewing all of the green spaces mapped in the borough. These site included 

thousands of individual GIS polygons and took a number of weeks to complete. Any 

areas where there was uncertainty about the ownership or accessibility to the public 

further investigation was carried out. This ranged from land searches, speaking to 

local councillors, searching on the internet and visiting the individual site. 

Once we were happy that we had most of updated information correct we then 

updated ward and parish maps showing all of the know green space types printed 

them off and sent to consultees. These included all Ward Councillors, all Parish 

Councils, any environmental bodies (such as Kent Wildlife Trust) who may have 

owned or managed publicly accessible land and other parties who we hoped could 

help. 

We had most of maps returned and updated, and where able to make a number of 

updates to the maps. 



 

These maps were then finalised on GIS and updated provision tables produced. 

Major Findings 

Once we began reviewing the original 2007 data it became obvious that there were 

large discrepancies in the original data. This was caused by the lack of differentiation 

between accessible and non accessible open space. Examples of this are a follows: 

a. If a private wood had a public footpath going through or around it then 
in 2014 all of the wood was included as publicly accessible land. 
 

b. Many school playing fields were included (although not all) in the 2004 
data and should only be included if the school agreed to the public 

using the field. 
 

c. Large areas of farmland on the downs were included when no access 

agreements were in place. 
 

d. A large number of private green space that could be seen but not 
accessed was included. 

 

Results 

The tables below show the total green space provision and total provision per 1000 

population for urban and rural wards. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 


