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DOGGETTS PLAYSPACE
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PURPOSE OF REPORT
At the meeting of full Council held on 18 April, it was agreed that:-

1. Extensive consultation be undertaken on the possibilities for
resiting the aerial runway within the vicinity of the Stambridge
Road Recreation Area, consultees to include local residents,
equipment users, Parish and Ward Councillors and the
Chairman of the Community Services Committee.

2. That the outcome of the consultation be reported to the
Council’s Community Services Committee for decision.

This report advises Members of the consultation process undertaken
and the results achieved.

THE PROCESS

The Chairman of the Community Services Committee and Ward
Members met with the Corporate Director (Finance & External
Services) and agreed the options that would be put before the
residents.

The Corporate Director was asked to draft and circulate proposed
consultation documentation to all Members in order to receive any
views prior to the consultation taking place.

A letter was sent to all Members, advising them of the proposals on 8
May. One verbal response was received.

A letter was also sent to Rochford Parish Council, advising them of the
process and requesting their views in relation to the consultation
exercise and which option they supported.

The Parish Council requested that the consultation letter should be
expanded to give more explanation regarding the screening proposed
to obscure the view of the aerial runway towers from residences. The
Parish also stated that they would support the proposals for re(’
alignment within the playspace.
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4.2.

5.1.

Letters were sent to 1,549 residents on 30/31 May with a request that
they return the forms by 9 June. Prepaid envelopes were provided. A
copy of the final consultation papers are attached at Appendix 1 of this
report.

RESULTS OF CONSULTATION

Responses were received from 307 residents, which equates to a
return rate of 19.8%. In addition one response was received from
outside the consultation area.

As Members will see from Appendix 2, a number of those people
consulted wished the equipment to stay in its current position with,
perhaps, some additional screening. Taking these views into account,
the results were:

Resite equipment within playspace: 249
Remove equipment: 39
No change but with additional screening: 24

A number of comments were received and these are summarised at
Appendix 2 of the report.

A verbal update will be given at the meeting of responses received
after the closing date.

CRIME AND DISORDER IMPLICATIONS

It is generally accepted that provision of good quality play facilities
reduces problems associated with children. The Rochford Roche Ward
has been identified as having a high percentage of young people,
some of whom have benefited from the facility.

At the present time, the site has not been the subject of logged police
complaints.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

It is not considered that the refurbishment has had any environmental
effect on the area, although the additional planting of trees will be of
benefit in the longer term as there is a lack of trees in the immediate
vicinity.
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6 RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

6.1. The cost of the two options will range between £6,000 and £8,000.
Provision for this has already been agreed by Council in that the sum is
to be funded from the 2000/2001 playspace rolling programme.

7 PARISH IMPLICATIONS

7.1. The site is situated within Rochford Parish. As mentioned earlier in the
report, the Parish has been consulted and would support the relocation
of the equipment within the playspace.

9 RECOMMENDATION

It is proposed that the Committee RESOLVES

(1) that the results of the consultation be noted.

(2) to determine which option to take in respect of the aerial runway.

Roger Crofts

Corporate Director (Finance & External Services)

For further information please contact Roger Crofts on (01702) 546366

11.3



COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE - 27 June 2000 item 1

ROCHFORD DISTRICT GOUNGIE2 4+ ———

R. Crafts, CPFA
Corporate Direclor
{Finance and External Services)

My Ref: AC/LMH

Your Ref;

. Coungil Officas South Street
Ask for: Rochford Essex S54 1BW
Ext: 3830
Pirect Diat:

Telephone: 01702 546368
DX 39751 Rochford

Emall: roger.crofls @rochford.gov.uk Facslmlle: 01702 845737

Webslte: www.rochford.gov.uk
Date: May 2000

Deer Rasidant,

Doggetis Plays,

As you may be aware, the Cauncll has recently upgraded and refurbished the childran’s
playepace siuated within the Stambridge Road Recreation Ground.

Ona plece of equipment, the deria} runway, has caused some concems with regard to its
situation. A photograph of this parlicular plece ol equipmant is altached,

The Councli has agreed to resiie this plecs of equipment, but only afler engaging In fuil
consultation with regidenta who live close to the playspace of who live closa enough for
thelr ohlldren to use the equipment, ,

| am therafors writing fo all resldents in the area to seek views on the best way forward. |

would be grateful if you would study the information attached and send me your views in
the prepaid envelope provided.

Thare are conafraints In respect of the location of the equipment, in that it should be along
one of tha baundarles. This is o ensure there ia ho encouragemant for children to run near
the equipment when It is in use.

. : il
It would also be Inappropriate o slte the equipment oulside of the play area. There ara two
main reasgns for this. Firslly, it should form part of a varlety of equipment lor the children to
play on. Secondly, if it Is sliuated anywhere alss In the recreation ground, wa would have
to lose a sports pitch and thay are currently well used.

- : : : b
1o .

D, Oneks, CREA . Woolhousy, Béc{Hans), MCIEH, ¥. Gzliawey, BScione}, MILAM 5. Clagkann, ARV
Heud of Finencial Servicas oMg Head of Lalsura 8nd Glient Services Huad of Ravanue and
Head of Houaing, Haalh and i Housing Monagemenl
Gommunhy Care 1104
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At prasent, it would appear that wa only have two options. One would be to turn this aerdal
runway at right angles {o where It Is now sltuated and put up some scraen fencing so that )
{he {wo ateel towera are shieided from view from the road. The second option would be to 0

remava the equipment entirely and relocate It in ancther playground slsewhara In the
District,

[ shali hae reporting to Counch Members In the summer and would ask you to retum the
quastionnalre by 9 June 2000,

Pleaae accept my thanks for taking the time 10 put your views forward In order o assist the
Counall In meking s {inal decialon.

Yours sincerely,

'{Cﬁm lelﬂl‘. i

(Finance and External Services)

B

- Ars
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DOGGETTS PLAYSPACE
OPTIONS FOR AERIAL RUNWAY
Pleass tick the box rolating fo your preferred option
1. Resita in posltion shown In the plan and provide D
Screan fencing.

2. Hemove from slte and relocate In another D
Playspace elsewhars In the District

If you have any comments 10 maka in respact of this issus, pl'ease set them out in the
space below. C

N 116
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DOGGETTS PLAYSPACE

LOOKING TOWARDS THE PLAYSPACE FROM
STILWELLS

11.8
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RESULTS OF CONSULTATICN - DOGGETTS PLAYSPACE APPENDIX 2

Option Sejasted

Option 1 - 226
Oplicn 2 - 36

No.of
Comment Reepondents

1. CF 1. Childran ate safe 4

2. Children enjoy the equipment (especially he aerial runway and

eapeclally sinca the playspace was refurbished) 31

3. Children need somewhara to play 11

4. Leave Lthe runway whara It ig 22

6. The playspace was there ong belore the residantial properiies 23

8. S¢reen with conifers/shruba

7. Why not consull before equipment inalallad?

8. Oblatters should pay for equipment to be moved/consuitation

|9. Hemave 1o unused tennis court  areq

0. Area should be locked at night,

-} [11,_Consudtation is a waste of money

12, "Older ohildren often uss the playspace

13. Fence would provide afargat for vandals

14. Rampe for rollerbladors

15. Resite lo Aghingdon Hecroation Ground - more spaca and unseen from

|tha rond and thers ara fow faoliillea for young children

~pjojmre|— s,

-]

6. Scraans should not be aulliclent to hids children uging the equipment
from view
17. Play=pace has baen fhere for yoars with no probleme.
18._Should be further away from residential propertios
19. Employ Play Suparvisor/Wardsn
20, Shouid never have been instalied thera In the first place. Commlllee
has already egreed to lis remaval
21, Giad ihat people are being consulted.
22. No disturbance oaused to residendial homa oppozite playspaca
23. If cannat be vomplstaly fenced off fram olher equipment, should be
removed aliagathar.
. 24, Fraﬁc;uenl but random patrols to cnsure onty used by chiiidren of

ropriaie age.

25, Install floodiight to discourage from gathating at night.

26. Is the number of chjectors sullicient to wamant moving equipment?
27, Mora polica petrols needed
28, 28, Hunway too big for slze of playspace
29, 1 notsa Is tha prablam, resiling a fow leat wont make any ¥ dilferonco.
50, Close park at 6p.m.
[31._Resile runway along side of piayspace onposite nursing homa
32. Wil any more eguipment ba provided in the space vacated If the

funway l¢ moved within the playspace?

~[~}| &0 O] G fs | =k

—-_

—l—lu-‘:n‘-ﬁ-ﬁm

e

No. of forms sent - 1,640
455, of forms returned - 807 s
""" (soma respondents did not sefect efther option) ’
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